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Self-sustained irregular activity in an ensemble of neural oscillators
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An ensemble of pulse-coupled phase-oscillators is thdriguanalysed in the presence of a mean-field cou-
pling and a dispersion of their natural frequencies. Inespftthe analogies with the Kuramoto setup, a much
richer scenario is observed. The “synchronized” phasechwlimerges upon increasing the coupling strength,
is characterized by highly-irregular fluctuations: a tiseries analysis reveals that the dynamics of the order
parameter is indeed high-dimensional. The complex dyrnaagipears to be the result of the non-perturbative
action of a suitably shaped phase-response curve. Suchamischdiffers from the often invoked balance be-
tween excitation and inhibition and might provide an al&ire basis to account for the self-sustained brain
activity in the resting state. The potential interest o§ttlynamical regime is further strengthened by its (mi-
croscopic) linear stability, which makes it quite suited émmputational tasks. The overall study has been
performed by combining analytical and numerical studigstiag from the linear stability analysis of the asyn-
chronous regime, to include the Fourier analysis of the Kuata order parameter, the computation of various
types of Lyapunov exponents, and a microscopic study ofrttes-spike intervals.

PACS numbers: 05.45.-a, 87.19.j, 05.45.Xt

I. INTRODUCTION to consider subpopulations of neurons, under the assumptio
that the firing rate is the single relevant variable, as irstra-

Most of the challenging questions that arise in the attempi@l paper by Wilson and Cowan [6] and in several other pub-
of improving our understanding of the natural (and artifjcialications (see e.g. [1, 7, 8]). Itis not, however, clear wieet
world deal with multi-component systems, whose overall dy_such models can b_e derlve_d_startlng from more microscopic
namics is the result of many nonlinear interactions. Thii-dif Setups based on single spiking neurons. Some recent stud-
culty of the task is often mitigated by the assumption of gein €S have shown that a low-dimensional collective dynamics
before universal phenomena, which do not crucially depend@y emerge in networks of theta (or, equivalently, quadtati
on the details of the underlying models. It is therefore cusintegrate-and-fire, QIF) neurons [9, 10]. More than that, a

tomary to deal with relatively simple setups in the hope thaf€formulation of pulse-coupled oscillators in terms offigi
relevant details are not missed. rate models has been accomplished in [11, 12]. The validity

The mammalian brain is the most prominent exampIeOf these results is due to the existence of relationshipk suc
where this approach is absolutely necessary, if we wish t&S the Ott-Antonsen Ansatz [13] and the Watanabe-Strogatz

make some substantial progress. There, even after disrd?€0rem [14], which allow expressing the collective behav-
garding several ingredients, such as the multiple degrees dor in terms of a few _varla_bles, the others being essentially
freedom involved in the dynamics of realistic neurons (as irl2ved. Such theoretical pillars are however based ongstron
multicompartmental models [1]), the diversity among the si SIMPlifying assumptions on the nature of the inter-ostila
gle units, the topology and the plasticity of the conneation COUPling [13, 14].

the range of possible dynamical phenomena is still very rich To what extent is the compression of degrees of freedom
and not yet entirely understood. Self-consistent partiat s effective in more general setups? The background activity
chronization is a simple but enlightening example. The pheef the brain in the resting state, when no specific task is
nomenon, discovered by van Vreeswijk in an ensemble operformed [15-17] testifies to a collective irregular dyrnam
leaky integrate-and-fire neurons (LIF) [2], was believed fo ics. Moreover, the ongoing discussion about rate- versus
a long time to be a non-perturbative effect. Only, receritly i temporal-coding [18, 19], suggests that the firing rate may
has been however clarified [3] that it is equivalent to the ro-not be sufficient to ensure the necessary computational capa
tating waves observed in the weak-coupling limit [4], and ca bility of the mammalian brain.

indeed be observed and characterized in Kuramoto-Daido 0s- altogether, one should thus expect an irregular collective

cillators [3], as well. behavior. It is often conjectured that the self-sustainetiv-a
In general, the problem of characterizing the collective dy ity is the result of a balance between activation and inhibi-

namics of an ensemble of oscillators is deeply connected tfon [20, 21]. Mathematically, this means that the effecthef

the question of how different levels of descriptions ar&dith  coupling is zero on average so that it is essentially coletiol

to one another. In computational neuroscience, itis cuatgm by stochastic/chaotic fluctuations. It is not, howeveracle
how such a balance can be durably ensured in self-organized
networks of firing oscillators. A conceptually differentgsd-
bility to account for a macroscopic irregularity is offerag

* e.ullner@abdn.ac.uk the nonlinear character of the Liouville-type equation i@
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oscillators). This functional equation operates in an itdin  state and investigate its stability properties. Diffeemnand
dimensional phase space and can, thereby, generate a dynaanalogies with the standard Kuramoto model are emphasized.
ics of arbitrary complexity. This has been indeed obseraed i In particular, we find that the asynchronous regime loses its
an abstract model of coupled maps [22] and in globally coustability when a complex eigenvalue is born out of the line
pled Stuart-Landau oscillators [23]. In both cases, thglsin containing the continuous spectrum. In the last part of the
dynamical units are intrinsically more complex than phase o section, the proper order parameters for the charactenivat
cillators: the logistic maps are chaotic by themselvesai$tu of the transition are introduced: they are the Kuramoto orde
Landau oscillators can behave chaotically under the action parameter, whose definition requires passing to more appro-
a periodic modulation. In the case of phase oscillatorsethe priate phase variables, and the activity field. Sectionsiy a
is only a preliminary evidence in an ensemble of LIF neurons/ are devoted to a careful numerical analysis of the synchro-
with delayed interactions [24]. nized phase at the collective and microscopic level, respec
In this paper, we present a model whose overall activity idively. Due to the difficulty of dealing with finite-size cor-
intrinsically highly-dimensional. As this dynamical plesis ~ rections, we study the resulting behavior sufficiently fant
rather robust against variations of several parametensajyt the transition. In section IV we first illustrate the phasa-di
provide an alternative mechanism for the self-sustainmoént gram and the initial part of the Lyapunov spectrum. We then
the resting brain activity. More precisely, we study an emse show the power spectrum of the order parameter and carry on
ble of pulse-coupled phase oscillators, whose phase-nespo @ time-series analysis to determine the fractal dimension.
curve (PRC) is derived by smoothing the PRC of LIF neuronssection V we focus our interest on the behavior of the sin-
Other than that, our setup is the same as in the standard K@le neurons, computing the effective frequency and the con-
ramoto model [25, 26]: the single oscillators are charamer  ditional Lyapunov exponents: they are all negative, intihga
by a distribution of bare frequencies, while the couplingas ~ that we are in the presence of generalized synchronization.
mogeneously all-to-all. As in the Kuramoto model, a synehro The presence of phase slips is also unveiled. Finally in the
nization transition is observed upon increasing the cogpli last section we summarize the main results and discuss the
strength, but the analogies end here, since above crijighie ~ Several perspectives that are opened by the scenario ségtus
order parameter, rather than being constant, exhibits omp in the paper.
high-dimensional oscillations. Such fluctuations are @nés
in the “activity” field as well, a variable akin to the electri
potential recorded while measuring EEGs. Il. THE MODEL

As briefly discussed in section lll, in the weak-coupling
limit (and for a small dispersion of the frequencies), ows-sy  1he starting point of this paper is the model of delayed LIF
tem reduces to a Kuramoto-Daido model, with the Coup”ng']eurons studied in [24] Here, the model is modified to make
function being composed of several Fourier harmonics. Relf simpler, more generic and more amenable to both numerical
cent studies of such a type of models have revealed quite @d analytical studies.
rich phenomenology (see, e.g. [27, 28]). This is not, howeve In this perspective, we consider an ensemble of pulse-
sufficient to account for the qualitative differences repdr ~coupled phase oscillators, in the presenceé-tike pulse and
in this paper: direct simulations show that the scenarie-her charactereized by a suitable PRGp),
after discussed disappears when the dispersion of freqegenc .
is decreased. i P e $i = wi — %F(@) Z ot —1;) 1)

More specifically, the overall dynamics is characterized by J
a spectrum of negative Lyapunov exponents. Theenss-  where¢; € [0,1] is the local phasey; the bare oscillator
tency is nothing but a manifestation of stable chaos [29], anfrequency (i.e. in the absence of coupling)the coupling
irregular dynamics of cellular-automaton type, which i-se  strength andV is the system size. Whenever any oscillator
sustained because of the high (infinite) dimensionalityhef t reaches the thresholti = 1, a §-spike is sent and received
phase space (in other words, it dies out in finite ensembies). by all neurons. The above formulation is quite general far tw
neural systems, stable chaos was first found in a diluted neteasons: (i) any model where the velocity fié,|ﬂis phase de-
work of LIF units [30], and later discussed in more disordere pendent (in the absence of Coup|ing)’ can be a|Ways repﬂ]rase
setups [31, 32]. At variance with deterministic chaos, atco as Eq. (1) upon suitably changing variables [35]; (ii) finite
panied by an exponential separation of orbits and thereby @idth pulses can be mapped onitdike ones, upon suitably
loss of memory, stable chaos is identified by a “microscopiadjusting the shape of the PRC [3] (at least in the weak cou-
cally” stable dynamics, which is definitely more approgiat pling limit).
for the performance of computational tasks. The potettiali  An important ingredient of the model studied in [24] is the
of stable chaos for information processing has been prelimipresence of a delay between spike emission and reception. In
narily explored in [33, 34]. The onset of a macroscopic ireg the weak-coupling limit, when the dynamics is nearly homo-
ular dynamics, as discussed in this paper, makes this erspegeneous, one can simulate the presence of a delay as asuitabl
tive even more intriguing, for the richness of the colleetiv phase shift of the PRC and this is what has been assumed here.
behavior. The phase shift should be different for the different oatils.

In section Il we introduce the setup and justify its choice.However, here, for the sake of simplicity we assume the same
In the following section Il we reconstruct the asynchrosou PRC for all the oscillators.
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In the LIF modelI'(¢;) = aexp(bg;) whereg; is assumed in this paper refer to a half width = (wiax — Wmin)/2 =
to be taken modulus. As a result of a phase shift, the dis- 0.6, but similar results have been obtained for different val-
continuity originally present when passing frdno 0, moves  ues of A. We evolve the model Eqg. (1,2) as an event driven
inside the unit interval. For the sake of generality and simprocess. Between two consecutivepikes, the phase of each
plicity, we prefer to remove the discontinuity, considerim  oscillator increases linearly according to its individalre

piece-wise linear PRC, such as frequencyw;. When one of the oscillators reaches the firing
thresholdyp; = 1, its phase is reset to zero and all phases
Bor+bip if 0< o<y are adjusted to account for the received spike. The effect of
[(¢) =< Boa —bagp if ¢ <o <oy (2)  the coupling might bring a second oscillator beyond thegirin
Bos+bip if b <d<1, threshold. In such a case, also that oscillator is resetrm ze

plus an offset due to the spike received from the first oscilla
where the various parameters are chosen so as to ensure ct®- We continue this evolution, without advancing the time
tinuity in ¢;, ¢, and equality betweep = 0 and1. Con-  until no further spikes are triggered. In practice, “avalaes”
sidering that the amplitude of the PRC is controlled by themay occur: we have controlled that they do not contribute sig
coupling constang, there are three truly independent param-nificantly to the global behavior as their size does not iasee
eters: one controlling the vertical shift of the PRC, and twoupon increasing the number of neurons. Notice also thatin th
which identify the junction points. As for the first param- original model [24], avalanches do not exist.
eter, it basically controls whether the coupling has an-aver
age excitatory or inhibitory effect, thereby inducing aexgpe
ing up or slowing down of the spiking activity. Since we 1. THEORY
are not interested in such effects, but rather in the mutual a
traction or repulsion among the oscillators, we have detide Some insight can be gained by considering the thermody-
to assume that the PRC has zero average. The two remainamic limit, as this allows determining analytically theopr
ing parameters are identified by the phase shiffefined as erties of the stationary asynchronous regime.
the distance of the midpoint of the central region fram First of all it is convenient to define the activity field(t)
see the Fig. 1) and the widthof the central interval. Alto- as the number of spikes emitted per unit time, so that Eq. (1)
getherbs = b1/0, Bor = bi(s — 1/2), Bo2 = b1(1 — s)/0,  can be rewritten as (for the sake of simplicity we drop the
Bos = bi1(s —3/2), while¢; = (1 —s+ /2 —9s)/(0 +1)  subindex),
and¢, = (1 — s+ 36/2 —ds)/(6 + 1). The parameteb, )
has been set equal to 1.5 (in principle, it can be absorbed in ¢=w—gl($)E(t) . 3)
the definition ofg), while the two other parameters have been . . .
sets = 0.14, 6 :g)().l in all of the followiFr)wg simulations. The €t Us now introduce the probability densiy(¢,w, t), as

; ; P the fraction of neurons with a bare frequencydnw + dw),
It h fthe PRC ted in Fig. 1. ;
restiting shape orthe 'S presentedin Fg whose phase belongsfig, ¢ + d¢) at timet. Clearly,

3 //\ /Q(¢7w7t)d¢ = P(LU) ’
L I
r .
I S whereP(w) is the density of neurons with bare frequency
1 hereP(w) is the density of ith bare f
oL o HE (Q satisfies the continuity equation
, |
4 1
A . - oQ 0
7 — =——|w—gl'(@)E(t 4
1+ ,/ » i at 8¢ [w g (d)) ( )] Q bl ( )
/// //// \
LT =2 Y ‘\\ 1 while the field £ satisfies the self-consistent equation
e == \| 1S
o= v
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. (R — P (p' 5 05 08 1 which implies

JwQ(1,w, t)dw
FIG. 1. Phase response cuivgp;) according to Eq. (2) for the stan- B(t) = 1+9T(1) [Q(1,w, t)dw
dard parameter valugs = 1.5, s = 0.14, andé = 0.1 (solid line);
the short- and long-dashed curves correspond to the e#eRRCI"  The asynchronous regime corresponds to the stationary so-
obtained forw = wmin = 0.8 andw = wma. = 2, respectively  |ytion whose phase-dependence is determined by setting the
(with g = 0.8). time derivative ofQ equal to zero. By properly renormalizing
the flux, one obtains

Finally, we have chosen to work with a uniform distribution B P(w) ©)
of frequencies centered in = 1.4. The simulations reported Qo(¢,w) = T(1,w)w — gT(¢)Eo]




where 0.5 : . : . : T
TR ]
v do ¥ R 1
T(Y,w,E :/ 75/ do T(¢,w)  (7) 04r /7]
( o) o w—gl'(®)Ey 0 (@) I P
0.3+ .
is the time required by an oscillator with frequengyo reach . //
the phase), starting from 0, in the presence of a constant 0.2+ / .
field Ey. T(1,w, Ey) is thereby the interspike interval, while - ,’
7(¢;,w) Is the inverse instantaneous effective frequency. The 0.1~ /‘J T
field £, can be finally obtained from Egs. (5,6) I « ]
0 ol ol FT TR T T EDS T X R K = o —x
_ [ P@) - '\’\‘\\
EO - / T(l,QJ) dw . (8) -0.1-— —-.
The above calculation yields the structure of the asyn- 0o 07 07 g 08

chronous state, but it does not tell us whether it is stabhe. T
stability can be assessed by investigating the behaviar-of i
finitesimal perturbations. Let us define, FIG. 2. Stability diagram of the asynchronous state. Thepa of
the discrete eigenvalues is reported versus the couplieggthg.
Q(¢7w7t) = Qo(QS,W) +q(¢7w7t) ) E(t) = EO +6(t)

q ande satisfy the following equations,
Let us now compare with the stability of the asynchronous

@ _ _ﬂ w — gT()Eo) ¢ + ge(t) I(¢)Qo solution in the Kuramoto model. Below criticality, in both
ot 09 0¢ cases the probability distribution is marginally stableg(s
[36] for the first such analysis in the Kuramoto setup), the ma
and
jor difference being the presence of a discrete stable ighect
J(w—gl'(1)Ep)q(1l,w, t)dw componentin our model. Noteworthy, in spite of the marginal
e(t) = 1+ g0(1) [Qo(l,w)dw stability of the probability density, the order parametszd

the next section for its definition) relaxes exponentiatlyhie
These two equations can be solved by introducing a standaiuramoto model. This is a manifestation of the so-called
Ansatz,q(¢,w, t) = u(p, w)ett, e(t) = ze#t. One obtains Landau damping [37]. Only recently this “inconsistencysha
, , , , been fully resolved, by understanding that different dassf
pu = gI"Egu — [w — gU'Eo]u’ + gI"Qoz + gI'Qpz  (9)  functions may be considered in the stability analysis [Z8—4
We do not know how much of such studies carry over to the

and present setup: this is an open problem.
J(w—gl'(1)Ep)u(l,w)dw At criticality, a pair of complex eigenvalues with a posi-
T g (1) [Qo(1,w)dw (10) " tive real part is born: this is at variance with the standand K

ramoto model, where the newly appearing eigenvalue is real.
where the prime denotes a derivative with respegtéamd we  There is, instead, an analogy with the Kuramoto model with
have dropped the depedence®ifor the sake of simplicity. delay [41, 42], where periodic oscillations arise. Hereyho
The solution of such equation, reported in the appendix Agver, above threshold, the probability density rather thsn
yields the eigenvalue equation (A9). cillating periodically, behaves irregularly, as discusgethe

The spectrum of the linear operator consists of a continuoufellowing sections.

and a discrete component. The continuous part is confined to
an interval along the imaginary axis and is therefore coragos
of marginally stable directions. The discrete component ca A. Order parameters
be obtained by assuming= xr + ipr, Separating (A9) into

real and imaginary parts, and finally looking for the zeros in  |n order to study the transition, it is necessary to ideraify

the complex plane. suitable order parameter. One cannot directly use the phase
A numerical study reveals the presence of (at least) threg to define the Kuramoto order parameter [25], since in the

pairs of complex-conjugate eigenvalues (see Fig. 2, whergsynchronous regime, such phases do not advance homoge-

the imaginary part is not reported) two of which being neg-neously in time, i.e. they are not proper phases. This can be

ative and one positive. Two pairs of exponents arise defjinite accomplished by introducing the new variatle
above some finitgy value; the third one is likely to follow

the same scenario, but given its small real part we could not dv T(¢, w)
trace it for small coupling strengths (see the crosses inXig do - m
Altogether, the asynchronous solution is marginally stalyg

until g. ~ 0.72, when it destabilizes for the onset of a pair of that is basically equivalent to the elapsed time (apart from
complex conjugate eigenvalues with a positive real part. a scaling factor) and thus advances uniformly by definition.

(11)
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With reference to this new phase, the local dynamics is dewhere the angular brackets denote a time average. It will be

scribed by the equation

V=& — gL(W)(E(t) - Eo) , (12)
wherel'(¥) is the effective PRC

C w—gE T (¢(d))

9(¢) is obtained by solving Eq. (11), and= 1/7(1, w, Ey),

is the effective frequency. As it is understood from its defi-
nition ¥(¢), depends both op and the bare frequency. The
dependence of on ¢ is reported in Fig. 3 for the maximal
and minimal frequencies gt= 0.8. The particular transfor-
mation from the phas¢ to the new effective phageis shown

in the appendix B.

0.8

0.6]

0.4

0.2]

FIG. 3. 9(¢) for ¢ = 0.8 and two different frequenciess = 0.8
(dashed curve) and = 2 (solid curve).

Once a proper phase has been identified, a meaningful
Kuramoto order parameter can be defined,

R = % Z eQﬂ'iﬂj )
J

SinceR = 0 in the asynchronous regime, it can be safely useci

to identify the onset of even weak forms of synchronization.
Given the large amount of transformations needed to d

termine R, and because of the relationship with neural net-
works, we have often considered a second order parameter

smoothened versiol (¢) of the field E(¢). In a finite sys-
tem, E(t) is just a collection ob-pulses. It is therefore more
convenient to investigate

Y = Y + E() .

We have selectegl = 5. In the asynchronous regime, the ac-
tivity is constant, i.e.Yy, = Ey/~. Above the transition that
we are going to discuss, the activity starts oscillatingrimet

so that it is convenient to introduce the temporal standard d
viation

(Y2) = (Y)?,

oy —

e

also useful to look at the fluctuatier; of the Kuramoto order
parameter, as this indicator allows identifying the regimes
where the degree of synchronizarion oscillates in time.

We end this theoretical section by briefly commenting on
the weak-coupling, low-disorder limit. The effective PRC
depends on the frequency of the oscillator (and on the cou-
pling strength). The resulting curves 0f,;,, andw,,... (and
g = 0.8) are reported in Fig. 1. see the dashed lines. In
the small-disorder limit, one can neglect such a dependence
By then following, Ref. [3], we expect the model to become
equivalent to the Kuramoto-Daido model

g ~
191' = W; — NZF(Q% —19j) .
J

The above equation makes one difference with the Kuramoto
model transparent: the sinusoidal coupling function is re-
placed by the more structured functibr{see Fig. 1). This is
not, however, the major source of differences, since thesim
lations show that the weak-disorder assumption is not appro
priate to reproduce the scenario discussed in this paper.

IV. MACROSCOPIC DYNAMICS

The most appropriate control parameter to study the onset
of collective dynamics is the coupling strengthin Fig. 4a,b,
it is used to parametrize the dependence of the Kuramoto or-
der parameteR, its temporal standard deviatiarg, and the
standard deviation of the activity field.

Each data point is based on a simulation G#Ytime units
after a transient 080 time units. All, but the red curve, have
been obtained by increasing the coupling strengitepwise,
using the final condition for a givesqvalue as the initial con-
dition for the next one. The statical uncertainty (représen
by the error bars) has been estimated by dividing the standar
deviation of the Kuramoto order parameter by the square root
of the numberN, of effectively independent time intervals
and N, has been in turn determined as the ratio between the
otal length of the time series by the decay time of the auto-
orrelation function. A long correlation time for= 1 (=~ 250
units) causes the large error compared to smatler(0.8)
and larger couplingy= 1.3).

The simulations performed for three different system sizes
'(A?OOO, 16000 and64000 units) reveal the existence of a crit-
ical g-value above which grows from zero, as in the usual
Kuramoto setup and that this value is in good agreement with
g as estimated from the linear stability analysis discussed i
the previous section. At variance with the Kuramoto model,
here, the standard deviatiery, is larger than zero, meaning
that the degree of synchronization oscillates in time alyea
slightly above threshold. Finally;y- exhibits the same behav-
ior aso i, confirming that the transition is accompanied by the
onset of macroscopic oscillations.

Finally, the red curve tracks the mean-field obtained by de-
creasingy. The difference observed in the critical region with
respect to the previous curves (obtained by increagjrsuig-
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FIG. 5. Time evaluation oY (a) and R (b) forg = 1.3 and system

sizes:N = 4000.
FIG. 4. Phase diagram: Dependence of the Kuramoto ordemgara

ter R (a), its standard deviatiaer, the standard deviatiosny of the
activity field Y (b), and the ten largest Lyapunov exponents versus

the coupling strengtly. The curves in a and b have been obtained s,(h 2 = 7
for N = 4000 (black), N = 16000 (green) andV = 64000 (blue), . !
upon increasing the coupling The red curve (a and b) is a con- 10 \ 1
tinuation by decreasing with N = 64000. ocr andoy are repre- , !

sented with dashed and dotted lines, respectively (b). Engcal 10 ‘ il \ Ly ‘l .

lines mark the critical poing. ~ 0.72, where the linear stability of of S R ““‘3““‘\““‘“u“\m‘m‘j I m‘“ g
the asynchronous state is lost (see section Ill). The tgesaglobal 10" AN e
Lyapunov exponents in panel ¢ are almost indistinguishaflee -b)- — T T 1

simulations have been performed f§r= 64000, increasingy. 4

gests the possible co-existence of an asynchronous with a pa eid 3
tially synchronised regime. Since, however, no jump is ob- R R T !
served in the simulations performed by increasjng is rea- 0 2 4 . 8 8 10

sonable to conclude that the bifurcation is “supercritieald
thus to attribute such deviations to the finite sweeping timeg 5 ¢ poyer spectra af for g = 0.8 (a), and 1.3 (b) in each case
Anyway, since the main goal of this work is to characterige th ¢, n — 4000 (black), N = 16000 (red) andN = 64000 (green).
behavior above threshold, we have preferred to focus our efrhe spectra are obtained by transforming time seri€s@f 75 time
forts on largew-values, where the asymptotic regime is muchunits, sampled everfy.025 units and averaged ova# different real-
less dependent on the selection of the initial condition. izations.
A first qualitative instance of the collective dynamics can
be appreciated in Fig. 5, whef(t) andY (¢) are plotted for
g = 1.3 showing that the evolution is more complex than just
periodic. According to the theory of nonlinear dynamical systems,
A more quantitative characterization of the collective tem it is well known that an irregular evolution may well be the
poral behavior can be obtained by looking at power spectrananifestation of low-dimensional deterministic chaosn @a
The square amplitude of the Fourier transfornidt) is re-  be the case here? In order to clarify the point, it is natural
ported in Fig. 6 for two different coupling strengths. to investigate the behavior of the activity field by perform-
There we see that the spectra possess quite a rich structuteg @ nonlinear time series analysis, to determine its dlact
being neither trivially broad-band, nor just revealing aipe dimension. Given a time seriés(t,), sampled at equally
odic behavior (especially fof = 0.8). A closer look at the spaced timesAt = t,11 — ¢, = 0.025), one starts embed-
width of the various peaks upon increasing the network siz&ling the series into a space of dimensianby building vec-
reveals that they do not decrease. Simulations perfornred fdors of the typelY (), Y (tn+s), -, Y (tnt(m—1)s)], Where
different realization of the bare frequencies (data notxstjo s is suitably selected. As often done, we have chosesp
indicate that the results are almost independent, espefial  thatsAt is close to the first minimum of the autocorrelation
the larger system sizes. Altogether, we are thus led to corf Y'(¢) (s = 5, in our case).
clude that the stochastic-like dynamics is not due to figize- The fractal dimension has then been estimated by using the
effects, but intrinsic of the thermodynamic limit. nearest-neighbour method [43], as it suffers of less fluctua



tions in the region of small distances. Given a generic timenot even infinite dimensional). Additionally, one can alge a
series,N,. reference points are randomly selectéd = 10° preciate a small shift to smaller scales of the curves obthin
in our case). Each of them is compared with an increasindor N = 64000. In itself, this is the indication of finite-size
numbem of randomly selected measurement points (the otheeffects. If the shift continues as such by further incregsin
points in the time series - up to a maximu, = 16 - 105),  m, it would mean that part of the high-dimensionality is just
monitoring the distance,, (k, n) of the k-th neighbour (the a consequence of statistical fluctuations which disappear i
distance is herein estimated using the maximum norm), fothe thermodynamic limit. We are more inclined to attribute

different values of the embedding dimensiarandk. A well such discrepancies to another type of finite-size effecora n
established theory [43], implies that for large perfect equivalence among the various realizations ofrése f
qguency distributions. We have, in fact, observed that déffie
(nem(k,n)) ~ Inn clusters may temporarily form during the evolution, espiyi
ma D, ’ in the intervalg € [g., 1.2] (see a more detailed discussion in
section V).

where the angular brackets denote the average over the refer Forg = 1.3 the convergence to the thermodynamic limit is

ence points, whileD. is the (effective) information dimen- ore clear. In Fig. 7b the agreement among the different net-
sion. In order to make the dependencelaf on the res-  york sizes is compelling over a wide range, suggesting thus
olution &,, transparent, we have modified the standard apat the statistical fluctuations do not affect the dimensis-
proach. Once interpreted the logarithmic derivative:ods  imates. We have, also, double-checked the results by com-
a resolution-dependent dimension, puting the correlation dimension with the TISEAN package
[44]: arather similar pattern emerges (data not shown).
_ Finally, we have investigated the degree of (in)stability o
d(Iney,) the dynamics, computing the first 10 Lyapunov exponénts

We have followed the approach described in [45], which con-
sists in formally interpreting the time evolution as a serie
of discrete-time maps from one to the next spike emission.
. e . The results are plotted in Fig. 4c upon varying the coupling
mined (i.e. independently of the value). The only differ- strength. There we see that the dynamics is always stable (no

e?ces abretthat Iarg?rw vgl?ef yield dsrr:aller staXstlca:jfluctu- tice that the zero Lyapunov exponent, always presentin a non
%:ggsﬁasub:z Coobr'][allinnee d gy‘g%?;g I’[SO ggfhe;' thego?gta%cl))TaFi)I:oc_ nstant autonomous dynamics is automatically discarded)

. . r a vanishingg, all the Lyapunov exponents converge to
for the largestt value (30) with the data obtained for the 9 yap P 9

llest dist dal d iahb 4th zero: this is obvious, since in this limit all the oscillataare
smallest distances and a lower-order neighbour (4th one). uncoupled. Much less trivial is that the Lyapunov exponents

are all negatives in spite of a dynamics that may even be col-

De(em) = dlnn

we have plotted it versug,,,) itself, interpreted as an inde-
pendent variable. In fact, we have verified tfiat(s,,) takes
the same value, irrespective of the way has been deter-

D; D, D) o ' lectively irregular. This manifestation of stable chaasisgly
9 0 mzlr;"zo ] suggests that the connection between different levels of de
g 8 m=8 1 scriptions (micro vs. macroscopic) of a given model is weak,
6 o & if any.
a4 4 M N, nu
2 2 gt
‘ V. MICROSCOPIC DYNAMICS
10° 10° & 10" 10° 10° & 10"

FIG. 7. Effective dimensiol. as a function of the resolutian, for !N this section we try to shed light on the collective dynam-
g = 0.8andg = 1.3 in panel a and b, respectively. The system sizelCS Py analysing the behavior of the single neurons. We start
is N = 4000 (black), N = 16000 (red) andN = 64000 (green).  hoticing that the coupling modifies the firing rate of the neu-
The different symbols belong to different embedding diniemsm rons. This can be appreciated in Fig. 8a, where the effective
marked in the figure. The curves for the same embedding diorens (average) frequency is reported for the coupling strength
group together with a similar slope irrespective of the syssize. g = 1. The dashed line corresponds to the bare frequency of
each neuron. Almost everywhegeis smaller than the bare
frequencyw. This is a consequence of the fact that, although
The results foly = 0.8 are reported in Fig. 7a and differ- the PRC was chosen to be symmetric around zero, this is no
ent ensemble sizesV( = 4000, 16000, and64000). The first  longer true for the effective PRC (see Fig. 1). The most inter
point to notice is that for the lowest embedding dimensionesting feature to notice is, however, the staircase streiciti
(m = 4), D, nicely converges to 4 upon decreasingThis  @(w) with flat plateaus which correspond to clusters of mutu-
clearly implies that the dimension of the collective motisn  ally synchronised neurons: the synchronization does nabme
at least 4, i.e. one needs at least four variables to charactea perfect phase locking but that the phase differences never
ize such a behavior. Furthermore, the curves obtained ér thbecome larger tha2r.
largerm values, reveal an increase, each possibly hinting to One way to characterize the irregularity of the single-
m, thus suggesting that the dynamics is high-dimensional (iheuron activity is through its coefficient of variation (CV.g.



the standard deviation of the the inter-spike interval atst

to its average value. In Fig. 8b, we see that the CV allows
identifying synchronized clusters as those frequencyvate
where the fluctuations are significantly smaller. Furthesmo
distinct lines can be recognized inside some clusters:dbey
respond to different locked states [46] and are a manifestat
of the multistability that is in fact seen also at the macopsc
level. On a more quantitative level, the neural dynamic®ts n
significantly irregular if compared, for instance, to theetr
brain activity in the resting state. It should be, howeveptk

in mind that in our toy model, the only source of disorder is
the distribution of bare frequencies; no disorder has bsen a
sumed in the synaptic connections.

Additional information can be extracted by assuming that
the self-determined activity field(¢) is externally given, so
that each neuron can be interpreted as a forced dynamical sys  _
tem. In this way, it is natural to compute the (conditional) w 2F
Lyapunov exponend,. In Fig. 1c, one can observe a sce-
nario that is qualitatively different from what observedtiie
Kuramoto model: all\;'s are negative, including those of the
neurons outside the flat plateaus. We come back to this point  cv
ahead in this section. =

A partially different scenario is found foj = 1.3 (see 0_05-
Fig. 8d-f). First of all any sign of multistability has disap

peared and all plateaus as well. The initial high peak of the 9= . . . . . -

CV (panel e) is due to the fact that now the neurons with ACE /

the lowest bare frequency do not spike at all, having under- aF ’

gone a kind of oscillation-death. Their CV is obviously elqua J

to zero. As a result, the first erraticaly spiking neurons are 2V e T

characterized by long interspike intervals and are obWous 08 1 12 a4 18 18 2
I

accompanied by large fluctuations. The CV of these rarely fir-

ing neurons is as Iarge as 1'75. (n_ot shown in Fig. 8e with th%IG. 8. Effective frequency (panels a and d), CV ab (panels b

present scale)._ The kind of OSCI".atI.On'death phenomeantaico and e) and conditional Lyapunov exponenis(panels ¢ and f) for

bels_een as an inhomogeneous limit cycle (IHLC) because nofje gifferent oscillators, fog — 1 (panels a-c) ang = 1.3 (panels

spiking neurons are not trapped at a steady state, rather moy.f), all for N = 4000. The red dashed line in panels a and d show

ing back and forth according to their bare frequency and thene bare frequency as a reference for the effective frequsiown

global pulses, never reaching the threshold [47]. Hence waeiith solid black lines.

observe two groups of neurons, the quiet neurons but still be

ing sub-thresholdly active and the firing neurons. The situa

tion is a more complicated than usual IHLC, because of the

many (in the thermodynamic limit infinite many) frequenciesoscillator as a particle moving in a potential with an inaln

reflected in the power spectra (Fig. 6). Moreover, the dynamtion that depends on its bare frequency and the mean4ield

ics of each oscillator is rather stable. When two particles with slightly different are followed, it
Altogether, the microscopic analysis confirms that the mi-may happen that one of them is blocked in a (shallow) mini-

croscopic behavior is linearly stable: each neuron is sgaxch Mum which is absent for the other.

nized with the self-generated mean-figit) and yet an ir- One can learn a bit more about the dependence duy

regular dynamics is self-sustained. This can be understoggdbmparing pairs of consecutive oscillators (consecutibé

by noticing that in many frequency ranges, the effective fre space of bare frequencies). This can be done, by monitor-

quency is a strictly monotonous function ©f This means ing phase slips, i.e. the time instants when the phase differ

that, even though each neuron synchronizes with the field ence becomes larger (smaller) thgf2 (—1/2). Since it is

the parameter (bare frequency) mismatch induces a qualitossible that the phase difference may oscillate arolyi2d

tively different response: such qualitative differencestaen  (—1/2) yielding long sequences of positive and negative slips,

responsible for the maintenance of the self-generateglirre We have chosen to record only those events where two or more

larity. In a more technical way: the response of a phase ogonsecutive positive (negative) flips are observed.

cillator is not structurally stable: one can slightly madifs In Fig. 9a we see that faof = 1 there exist totally empty

frequency and still observe significant changes (phaps)sli bands: they correspond to the previously mentioned syachro

A more physical (although still qualitative) way to under- nization areas. In panel b (which correspondgte- 1.3)

stand the phenomenon is as follows: one can see each phas®th forward and backward slips are simultaneously present



VI. DISCUSSION AND OPEN PROBLEMS

In this paper we have analysed an ensemble of pulse-
coupled oscillators characterized by a distribution oElfae-
guencies and coupled through a homogeneous mean field. Al-
though the setup is reminiscent of the Kuramoto model, the
collective dynamics is much richer and accompanied by a lin-
early stable microscopic dynamics.

A linear stability analysis of the asynchronous regime al-
lows identifying the transition point beyond which a com-
plex form of synchronization sets in. A numerical analysis
of a properly defined Kuramoto order parameiferand of

the smoothed activity field” reveals that they not only fluc-

tuate in time, but their behavior involves a large (possibly

infinite) number of degrees of freedom. This indicates that
One can see that the phase slips happen on a much long@fen in “simple” mean-field models, such as the one investi-
time scale than the interspike intervals. Further, the banddated in this paper, the coarse-grained activity of an ensem
with sparse phase slips observed jor 1.3 are reminiscent ble of phase-oscillators cannot be reduced to the evolution
of the synchronization bands found fgr= 1.0: there, phase ©f one or a few variables, such as the firing rate and related
slip events are rare and erratic. The totally empty bandeat thobservables. In principle, nothing prevents a populatibn o

bottom frequencies fog = 1.3 corresponds to the non-firing Phase-oscillators to self-sustain a macroscopic irregiya
neurons. namics: the corresponding evolution equation is indeeda no

S _ linear functional equation (see Egs. (4,5)), which operate
In the thermodynamic limit, the most appropriate way 10 ap, infinite-dimensional phase-space. It is, however, w@ncle

characterize the collective dynamics is by monitoring theynder which conditions many degrees of freedom can be si-
probability distribution@(¢, w,?) introduced in Sec. lll. In myjtaneously active. In order to make further progressilit w
Fig. 10 we give an idea of the way it looks like below and pe pecessary to find suitable approximations of the probabil
above thresholo[ at some randomly chosen t|r_ne.. In panel densityQ (¢, w, t): this task seems to require clever ideas
one can recognize a reasonably smooth dls.tr|but|on. In fachn the way to expand)(¢,w,t). One question is particu-
for g = 0.5, we are in the asynchronous regime and therebyg |y relevant: whether the dynamics is born high dimenaion
expect a smooth distribution of the phageft8] Such a dis-  from the very beginning (such as in models of balanced states
tribution looses stability abovg.. [49, 50]) or the complexity increases by undergoing a serfies
consecutive bifurcations. The numerical analysis in tlo@wi

ity of the critical point is affected by too strong finite-sizor-

B A SO R
TR R A I e e
0-5™"1000 2000, 3000 4000 Cf% 1000 2000; 3000 4000

FIG. 9. Phase slips faj = 1 (panel a) and; = 1.3 (panel b) for
N = 4000. Black circles correspond to forward slips; red crosses to
backward slips, occurring only in panel b.

o a) rections to be able to draw any conclusion.
W W Another open point is the generality of this scenario. Sev-
1.8 18 eral preliminary simulations performed with various clesic
- of the PRC reveal that it is quite robust, although the presen
1.6 of a relatively steep branch seems to be a necessary canditio
: This is not too serious a limitation, as it naturally appears
1.4 1.4~ systems characterized by a slow-fast dynamics (see the dis-
e cussion in [51]). It might be, however, worth to assume a dif-
1.2 1.2 w2 ferent PRC shape to enable deeper analytical studies. Ve hav
indeed derived a very general equation for the loss of stiabil
L of the asynchronous state: if one could go beyond, including
0 0 the most relevant nonlinear terms, it should be possibleto d

cide how many degrees of freedom are switched on.

Our numerical studies suggest that the transition disappea
FIG. 10. Snapshots of the probability densitye, w, t) for g = 0.5 when the distribution of frequencies is narrow enough, st t
(panel a) andy = 1.3 (panel b) andV = 4000. is by no means a proof: understanding whether it is strictly

necessary to go beyond the weak-coupling, weak-disorder
limit is another point that will be worth exploring.
Another intriguing property of the collective dynamics-dis

In fact, forg = 1.3 we see a rather different structure (seecussed in this paper is the presence of a spectrum of negative
panel b) characterized by an alternation of highly dense antlyapunov exponents. This means that it is a manifestation of
widely spread regions. It is clear that even the plain irdegr stable chaos[29]. Within the context of computational neuro-
tion of the equations (4,5) is a highly nontrivial task, not t science, the stability of the microscopic trajectoriesgasis
speak of the development of approximate analytical schemeshat this model is a good candidate for performing computa-

02 04p06 08 1



tional tasks. It will be worth to explore this opportunity by By imposing the periodicity condition(1, w) = (0,

10

w) one

studying the response of this type of networks to differentobtains

classes of external stimuli.
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T — 1)(w — gT(0) Ey)

u(l,w) = gz( (A8)

By finally, recalling the definition (10}, it is possible to

AP wishes to acknowledge a discussion with M. Wolfrum "éwrite Eq. (A8) as the eigenvalue equation

on the stability of the Kuramoto model.

Appendix A: Stability analysis

The equation (9) for: can be rewritten as

du  (9T($)Eo — p)u + g["(¢)Qo +T(¢) ]z
do w — gL'(¢) Eo
which has the structure
du
G5 = A-mutgP@)CB.w)z (A
where
~ gl"(9)Eo
RO #2
O w) = 17(9) (A3)

T (w, Eo)(w — gI'(¢) Eo)?

while 7 is defined in (7). The general solution of Eq. (Al) is

(g w) = eFE=HTG2) [0, )+ (A4)
Z/ dipC(1h, w)e™ F ) TuT (¥.w)
0
where
[ anat) = o5 29O
Fip,w) = /0 At =tog E=IOE g

notice thatF'(1) = F(0) = 0, while T'(¢,w) is defined in
Eqg. (7). One can therefore write the solutiof®, w) as

w = gL (O)Eo —pr(sw)

u(s.w) = S u(0,)+
V#((bvw)
z g P(w) o oD (OV B gl—‘(O)Eo] (AB)
where
_w [ T(g)erve)
o =g | Vo awEr A7

1+gr(1)/Qo(17w)dw=g dw%

Appendix B: Transformation to the appropriate Kuramoto like
phase 9

(A9)

We solve the original system Eq. (1) with the PRC Eq. (2)
in terms of the non-homogeneously advancing phasét
each time point we calculate the Kuramoto order parameter
R we convert the phasginto the Kuramoto like phasé ac-
cording to Egs. (12) and (13). For simplicity and readapilit
we introduce new constants similar those defining the piece-
wise linear PRC Eq (2)301 = %EOBOL Boo = %EOBOQ,

Bos = %E@Bog, b, = %E@bl, andby = %E@bg. Hence the
Kuramoto like phase is

) w—>B H

5_11 w—Bog1— g;l?(t) o If 0= (b < (bl
(t) =0 — & 1n;%%7% it p<¢<¢

Jy + g"l In 7f7%£lbll¢(;) if ¢, <o<1,

with the field £, as stated in Eq. (8) and the effective fre-
guency defined as the inverse interspike interval, iie. =
1/T(1,w, Ey) (Eqg. (7)). The interspike interval can be ex-
pressed explicitly for the give PRC:

1 w—%m
T(1 F))=—In——-— —
(1w, Bo) by nw—%m —bigy

1 nw—%02+52¢l
by w— Bz + b,
1. w—"Bp3—b1¢,

—1
+[’1 . w —Boz — by

As shown in Fig. 1, the transitiont and,. in the effective
PRCT depend on the bare frequencyaccording to:

Y = E In SV Bor
by w—%(n —bigy
9, =0 — — Boz + bagy
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