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Working memory, the ability to maintain information over time scales greater than those char-
acterizing single neurons, is essential to many brain functions. It remains unclear whether neural
networks in the balanced state, an important model for activity in the cortex, can support a contin-
uum of stable states that would make it possible to store a continuous variable in working memory
while also accounting for the stochastic behavior of single neurons. Here we propose a simple neural
architecture that achieves this goal. We show analytically that in the limit of an infinite network
a continuous parameter can be stored indefinitely on a continuum of balanced states. For finite
networks we calculate the diffusivity along the attractor driven by the chaotic noise in the network,
and show that it is inversely proportional to the system size. Thus, for large enough (but realistic)
neural population sizes, and with suitable tuning of the network connections, it is possible to main-
tain continuous parameter values over time scales larger by several orders of magnitude than the
single neuron time scale.

The brain is able to perform tasks that demand preci-
sion while using highly fluctuating and noisy hardware.
The irregular dynamics observed in neuronal activity are
often modeled as arising from noisy inputs or from in-
trinsic noise in the dynamics of single neurons. However,
theoretical and experimental works have suggested that
explanations based on sources of noise in intrinsic neu-
ral dynamics are insufficient to account for the stochas-
tic nature of activity in the cortex [1–3]. An alternative
proposal is that noise in the cortex arises primarily from
chaotic dynamics at the network level. In neural net-
works in the balanced state [3, 4], chaotic activity induces
apparent stochasticity in the activity of single units, de-
spite the absence of intrinsic random noise. Thus, the
theory of balanced neural networks provides a compelling
explanation for the stochastic nature of cortical activity.

It remains unclear which computational functions in
the brain are compatible with the architecture of the
balanced network model, since this model assumes ran-
dom, unstructured connectivity in its rudimentary form.
The possibility that functional circuits in the brain are
in a balanced state raises another important question:
does the apparent stochasticity of single neurons in the
balanced state have similar consequences on function as
would arise from stochasticity which is truly intrinsic to
the dynamics of individual neurons and synapses?

Here we explored the effects of chaotic noise on contin-
uous parameter working memory, a task which is partic-
ularly sensitive to noise. Attractor dynamics [5] are often
put forward as a mechanism for the persistent neural ac-
tivity underlying this task. The dynamics of continuous
attractor networks are characterized by a continuum of
marginally stable steady states which make it possible to
memorize parameters with a continuous range of values
[5–9].

In continuous attractor networks, noise can cause diffu-
sion along the manifold of steady states, leading to degra-

dation of the stored memory [10–13]. Previous studies of
stochastic effects on continuous attractor dynamics as-
sumed intrinsic random noise in the neuronal activity or
in the input, or in both. For this reason we examined
whether a balanced network can be constructed with a
continuum of marginally stable states, and how, in this
scenario, chaotic noise would affect the maintenance of
the stored memory.

The broader question of whether balanced networks
can produce persistent activity has attracted consider-
able theoretical interest in recent years. Several works
have used a mechanism of clustered connections to ob-
tain slow dynamics [14–16]. Others have used short term
synaptic plasticity [17, 18], or different synaptic time
scales to generate slow dynamics through a derivative
feedback mechanism [19, 20]. However, previous works
have not demonstrated the existence of a continuum of
steady states in a balanced neural network analytically,
and it remains unclear whether such a continuum can be
obtained without evoking additional mechanisms, such
as short-term synaptic plasticity or derivative feedback.

Here we identify an architecture in which slow dynam-
ics are attainable in a simple form of a balanced network.
Using a mean field approach, we prove the existence of
a continuum of balanced states in our model in the large
population limit. In finite networks we show that the
chaotic noise drives diffusive motion along the attrac-
tor. We calculate the diffusivity and show that it scales
inversely with the system size, as predicted for continu-
ous attractor networks with intrinsic sources of neuronal
stochasticity. For a reasonable number of neurons and
suitable tuning, our network can operate as a working
memory network.

Our neural network model is based on the classical
balanced network model presented in Refs. [3, 4]. This
model consists of two distinct populations, one inhibitory
and the other excitatory. The recurrent connectivity is
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FIG. 1. (a) Two neural populations with rates r1, r2 in-
hibit each other with synaptic efficacies −J . (b) Two cou-
pled balanced subnetworks, each consisting of an excita-
tory and inhibitory population of N neurons. Connections
within each network are random with a connection prob-
ability K/N , 1 ≪ K ≪ N . Connection strengths are:

JEE/
√
K, JIE/

√
K, JEI/

√
K and JII/

√
K according to the

identity of the participating neurons. Without loss of gener-
ality, we chose JEE = JIE = 1 and defined JEI ≡ −JE, JII ≡
−JI . Mutual inhibition is generated by all-to-all connections
of strength −J̃

√
K/N from each inhibitory population to the

excitatory population of the other subnetwork. An excitatory
input

√
KE0 is fed into both excitatory populations.

random with a probability K/N for a connection, where
N is the population size (assumed for simplicity to be
the same in both populations), K is the average number
of connections per neuron from each population, and the
connection strength is ∼ 1/

√
K. The neuron activity (0

or 1) is determined in each update by the sign of the total
input to the neuron minus a threshold. For 1 ≪ K ≪ N
and over a wide range of parameters, the mean popula-
tion activity settles to a fixed point (the balanced state)
where on average the total excitation received by each
neuron is approximately canceled by the total inhibi-
tion. The single neuron activity appears noisy, neither
of the populations is fully activated or deactivated, and
the overall network state is chaotic.
Despite the nonlinearities involved in the dynamics of

each neuron, the population averaged activities in the
balanced state are linear functions of the external input
[3, 4]. We exploit this linearity to build a simple sys-
tem of two balanced networks projecting to each other.
The intuition comes from a simple model of a continu-
ous attractor neural network consisting of linear neurons
arranged in two populations that mutually inhibit each
other, Fig. 1(a). The linear rate dynamics of this system
are given by:

τ ṙ = −r +Wr +E , (1)

where E = [E0, E0], E0 > 0 is an external input and

W =

(

0 −J
−J 0

)

. (2)

For J = 1 the system has a vanishing eigenvalue, and the
fixed points form a continuous line: r1 + r2 = E0.

In our model, a balanced subnetwork replaces each of
these populations, and the inhibitory population in each
network projects to the excitatory population of the other
network, Fig. 1(b). As in [3, 4], the neurons are binary
and are updated asynchronously, at update times that
follow Poisson statistics. The mean time interval be-
tween updates is τE (τI) for neurons in the excitatory
(inhibitory) populations. In each update of a neuron k
from population i, the new state of the neuron σk

i is de-
termined based on the total weighted input to the neuron,

σk
i = Θ(uk

i ) , (3)

where Θ is the Heaviside step function, and uk
i is the

total input to the unit at that time,

uk
i =

4
∑

l=1





Nl
∑

j=1

J ij
klσ

j
l (t) +

√
KEl

0



− Tk . (4)

Here, Tk is the threshold and E0 is an external input.
We chose the external input to be zero for the inhibitory
populations and to be positive (and constant) for the
excitatory populations. We denote by ui the mean of uk

i

over all the neurons k within the population i, and over
the quenched noise. Similarly, we denote the variance of
uk
i by αi. Similar to the case of a single balanced network

[4], the mean field dynamics of the population averaged
activities for N → ∞ and K ≫ 1 are given by:

τiṁi = −mi +H(−ui/
√
αi) , (5)

where mi(t) = 1/N
∑N

k=1 σ
k
i (t) [i = 1 (2) for the excita-

tory (inhibitory) population of the first subnetwork, and
similarly i = 3, 4 in the second subnetwork] and H(x) is
the complementary error function. We chose the mutual
inhibition between the subnetworks to be all to all, and
scaled the interaction strength such that the total input
to each neuron scaled with

√
K.

To check whether there exist parameters for which the
system has a continuum of balanced states, it is conve-
nient to write the steady state equations of the above
dynamics as follows:

m1 − JEm2 − J̃m4 + E = 1√
K
(T 1−√

α1H
−1(m1)) ,

m1 − JIm2 = 1√
K
(T 2−√

α2H
−1(m2)) ,

m3 − JEm4 − J̃m2 + E = 1√
K
(T 1−√

α3H
−1(m3)) ,

m3 − JIm4 = 1√
K
(T 2−√

α4H
−1(m4)) .

(6)
Taking the limit K → ∞ while requiring that none of
the populations is fully on or off produces a linear sys-
tem of equations for the mean activities. By choosing
the interaction strength between the two subnetworks to
be J̃ = JE − JI , this system becomes singular, and has
a continuum of solutions which are a continuum of sta-
ble balanced states. Note that in order to have mutual
inhibition, J̃ should be positive, or JE > JI [21].
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FIG. 2. (a) Nullclines in the m1−m3 plane. K = 1000, JE =

4, JI = 2.5, J̃ = 1.5, τE = 1, τI = 0.8, E0 = 0.3. These
values are used throughout the manuscript. (b) Same as (a),

except that here J̃ is tuned to ≈ 1.7 to achieve a singular
Jacobian at the symmetric point.

In the limit of infinite N and finite (but large) K, the
dynamics are still deterministic and described by Eq. (5).
Eqs. (6) are now nonlinear, and a continuum of steady
states cannot be established. However, if the nonlinear
nullclines are close to each other, slow dynamics are at-
tainable in a specific direction of the mean activity space.
Note that there always exists a symmetric fixed point
where m1 = m3 and m2 = m4. If in addition, at the
symmetric point, the slopes of the nullclines are identical
(∂m3/∂m1 = −1), there is a vanishing eigenvalue for the
mean field dynamics, Eq. (5), at this point (SM). Un-
der these conditions, the eigenvalue is also expected to
be small in the vicinity of the symmetric point. In fact,
even for moderately large values of K, the two nullclines
nearly overlap over a large range of m1 and m3, Fig. 2(b)
(K = 1000). By requiring the existence of a vanishing
eigenvalue in the linearized dynamics around the fixed
point, it is possible to obtain a nonlinear equation for J̃ ,
which we solve numerically. In the limit of K → ∞, the
solution J̃ approaches JE − JI .

The stability of the approximate line attractor can be
probed by numerically evaluating the eigenvalues of the
linearized dynamics along the line. For a large range of
parameters, we obtain three large negative eigenvalues,
and one eigenvalue which is negative but small (compared
to τ−1

i ). Thus, the approximate line attractor is stable.
An illustration of the existence of a direction in mean ac-
tivity space, along which the dynamics are slow, is shown
in Fig. S4.

We next consider the realistic case where both N and
K are finite, while still requiring N ≫ K ≫ 1. We per-
formed numerical simulations of networks with N rang-
ing between 104 to 12× 104. To simplify the analysis, we
chose the random weights within each subnetwork such
that they precisely mirrored each other. This choice en-
sured that the fixed point would be symmetric (m1 = m3

and m2 = m4). When the connections in each sub-
network are chosen independently, the fixed point de-
viates slightly from this symmetry plane (this deviation
approaches zero for infinite networks). All the results

FIG. 3. (a) Projection of the mean activities on the m1 −m3

plane, for finite N = 105. (b) Dynamics of the projection
along the special direction (red) and a perpendicular projec-
tion (black). (c) Measurements of G(X,∆t) from simulations
(black. Blue: standard deviation of the mean), compared with
the semi-analytical approximation (Eq. (S28)) (N = 1.2·105).
Lower inset: zoom-in on ∆t ≤ τ . Upper inset: similar mea-
surements from a single, disconnected balanced network. (d)
Diffusion coefficient as a function of N . Symbols: simulation
results. Red: fit to ∼ 1/N dependence.

described below remain qualitatively valid.
In our simulation, individual neurons approximately

exhibited exponential ISI distributions similar to those
observed in the two population case, although their dy-
namics are deterministic. Fig. 3(a) shows the averaged
population activity projected on the m1 − m3 plane.
Fig. 3(b) shows the projection along the slow direction:
X(t) ≡ v

T
0 · [m(t)−m0], where m0 is the vector of mean

population activities at the symmetric fixed point, and
v0 is the left eigenvector of the linearized dynamics with
an eigenvalue close to zero. Note that X(t) exhibits slow
diffusive dynamics, characterized by a timescale of ∼ 1 s.
To demonstrate that the dynamics are effectively one di-
mensional, a projection on a perpendicular direction is
shown as well.
The dynamics of the projectionX can be characterized

as a stochastic process with the moments:

F (X,∆t) ≡ 〈X(t+∆t)−X(t)|X(t) = X〉t
∆t

, (7)

G(X,∆t) ≡
〈

[X(t+∆t)−X(t)]2
∣

∣

∣
X(t) = X

〉

t
. (8)

Eq. (7) characterizes the systematic drift along the at-
tractor. For small ∆t and near the fixed point, we ex-
pect F (X,∆t) ≈ −λX with constant λ, characterizing
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the timescale of decay towards the fixed point. In fact,
we found that this relation held to a very good approx-
imation over a wide range of positions along the ap-
proximate attractor (Fig. S2). In simulations of the fi-
nite N network, we estimated λ from measurements of
F (X,∆t) near the symmetric point, and tuned J̃ to ob-
tain λ−1 ≫ τ . In Fig. 3, λ−1 ≃ 3 s.
Eq. (8) characterizes the random diffusion along the

approximate line attractor, driven by the chaotic noise.
Fig. 3(c) shows measurements of this quantity from sim-
ulations, for X near the symmetric fixed point. On short
time scales compared to τ , G can be analytically ap-
proximated using the averaged autocorrelation function,
qj(t) ≡ 1/N

∑N

i=1〈σ
j
i (t+∆t)σj

i (t)〉. Using an expression
for q, derived in Ref. [4] for a network with a single fixed
point, we obtain, for ∆t <∼ τ ,

G(X,∆t) ≈ 2∆t

N

4
∑

j=1

(v0j )
2

[

−∂qj(t)

∂t

]∣

∣

∣

∣

t→0

, (9)

where v
0 is the left eigenvector of the system’s Jacobian

with an eigenvalue close to zero (SM). Note that G is
proportional to ∆t and inversely proportional to N .
A similar scaling of G(X,∆t) with N and ∆t also holds

in the single balanced network in Ref. [4], for ∆t ≪ τ .
However, in the case of a single balanced network, G
saturates for ∆t >∼ τ (upper inset in Fig. 3(c)). On
time scales larger than τ , the behavior of our network
differs dramatically from that of the single balanced net-
work, since G continues to increase as a function of ∆t,
up to ∆t of order λ−1 (Fig. 3(c)). Thus, the diffu-
sive motion generates correlated activity over time scales
much longer than τ . Because the chaotic noise is un-
correlated on time scales larger than τ , and since λ is
approximately constant along the attractor, we expect
the motion to approximately follow the statistics of an
Ornstein–Uhlenbeck (OU) process. This approximation
provides a good fit to the dynamics, Figs. S3 and 4(b), as
expected. This made it possible to extract a diffusion co-
efficient D from the simulations which characterizes the
random motion on time scales τ <∼ ∆t <∼ λ−1.
According to Eq. (9), fluctuations in the mean activ-

ity scale as 1/N , but this equation is valid only for time
scales smaller than τ , whereas the diffusion coefficient
D characterizes fluctuations on longer time scales. Fig-
ure 3(d) demonstrates that the diffusion coefficient, ex-
tracted from a fit to the statistics of an OU process, is
inversely proportional to N . The same scaling with N is
observed in continuous attractor networks with intrinsic
neural stochasticity [10].
To understand this result in more detail, we start by

considering the time dependent correlation functions of
mi in a single balanced network. An analytical expression
for these correlation functions is not available (see [22] for
further discussion), but our simulations show that they
decay over time scales of order τ , and that they scale

FIG. 4. Chaotic nature of the noise driving the diffusive
motion. (a) Projections of the mean activities over the spe-
cial direction in 30 trials with the same update schedule and
the same initial conditions, except for one neuron which was
flipped in each population (N = 105). (b) Variance over 1500
trials as a function of time, with 2σ errorbars. Red: fit to the
variance of an OU process (D ≃ 3.4 · 10−61/10s ).

as 1/N , Fig. S5. Furthermore, we showed (SM) that
the statistics of diffusion in the coupled system can be
expressed precisely in terms of the correlation functions
of the single, uncoupled balanced networks (Eq. S24).
The measurements of G from simulations are in excel-
lent agreement with this analytical prediction, Fig. 3(c).
Thus, the correlation structure of the chaotic noise in
the single balanced network determines the statistics of
diffusive motion along the attractor in the coupled two-
population network. The 1/N scaling of the diffusion
coefficient (Fig. 3(d)) is a consequence of the decay with
N of cross correlations in activity of different neurons
in the single balanced network: in this sense, for large
N the network behaves as a collection of neurons with
independent random noise.

Finally, we briefly address the chaotic nature of the
noise that drives diffusive motion. Figure 4(a) shows re-
sults from multiple simulations in which the initial net-
work state differed solely by a flip of one neuron in each
population (out of ∼ 105 neurons). All other param-
eters, including the asynchronous update schedule and
the network weights were identical across runs. The time
dependence of the variance across different runs was sim-
ilar to the variance over realizations of an OU process,
Fig. 4(b), with a similar diffusion coefficient as observed
in the fit for G(X,∆t) [Fig. 3(c)]. Thus, the different
initial conditions are equivalent to different realizations
of dynamic noise that drives diffusive motion along the
approximate line attractor.

In summary, we demonstrated that slow dynamics
along a continuous line in the population mean activ-
ity space are attainable in a simple balanced network.
In finite networks, the chaotic dynamics of neural activ-
ity drive diffusive motion along the attractor. We calcu-
lated the diffusivity in the system, based on the correla-
tion structure observed in a single balanced network, and
showed that the diffusion coefficient along the attractor is
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inversely proportional to the network size. This is similar
to the effect of noise that arises from intrinsic neural or
synaptic mechanisms [10]. Thus, the persistence of the
network can be improved by increasing the number of
neurons. In a network with 105 neurons per population,
diffusion over one second causes a deflection of ∼ 10−2

in units of mean activity, compared to a range of order
unity. This network size is sufficient, with proper tuning
of the synaptic weights, to achieve persistence times of
several seconds, which is much greater than the single
neuron time scale.
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