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Solving the 2-Dimensional Fokker-Planck Equation for Strongly Correlated Neurons
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Pairs of neurons in brain networks often share much of the input they receive from other neurons.
Due to essential non-linearities of neuronal dynamics, the consequences for the correlation of the
output spike trains are not well understood in the strongly correlated regime. Here we consider two
leaky integrate-and-fire neurons with correlated white noise input. We analyze this scenario using a
novel non-perturbative approach. Hence our treatment covers both weakly and strongly correlated
dynamics, generalizing previous results based on linear response theory.

Introduction.—Both membrane potentials and action
potentials recorded from nearby neurons in networks
of the brain exhibit non-trivial statistical dependencies,
typically quantified by cross correlation functions [].
Theoretical models have emphasized that such correla-
tions are an inevitable consequence if two neurons are
part of the same network and share some synaptic input
[2]. However, for non-linear neuron models, correlation
functions are difficult to compute explicitly, especially for
low firing rates in the strongly correlated regime [3 4].
Previous analytical approaches have employed perturba-
tion theory [5] to study pair correlations under the as-
sumption of weak input correlation [6]. However, there
is ample evidence of massive shared input for pairs of
nearby neurons, resulting in strong correlations particu-
larly of their membrane potentials [I]. A full theory of
correlations, covering the case of both weak and strong
shared input alike, demands non-perturbative methods
that take non-linear effects into account [4]. In the work

where we define 0, = a?/a and P = P(Vq,Va,t). Us-

ing the new variables z = V}yl_i‘\;%ﬁ and y = Vf;;i\‘;%” the
equation can be rewritten as
8671; = %£1P+ %2/321:’4- \/7%51213 (3)
LyP = 8%’;) ;?;;; (5)
L2 = aagjéjy (6)

The first two terms represent independent populations,
and they fully describe the 2D dynamics for ¢ = 0. The

presented here, we suggest a non-perturbative solution to
the corresponding two-dimensional Fokker-Planck equa-
tion to describe correlated integrate-and-fire neurons in
any regime, with arbitrary precision. We demonstrate
that our theoretical predictions accurately fit to correla-
tion functions computed from simulated spike trains.

Model and Theory—We consider two leaky integrate-
and-fire (LIF) model neurons receiving correlated inputs.
Their dynamics are governed by the following stochastic
differential equations

TaVa:_Va+Ta(Na+Ua[V1_C£a:t\/Egc]) (1)

where input I, = p, + 04[vV1 — &, £ 1/c&:] with private
white noise £, (a = 1,2) and shared white noise &, all
components being independent. Input correlation coef-
ficient is given as £c¢, where 0 < ¢ < 1 and 7,, p, and
o, are constant parameters characterizing both the neu-
ron model and the input. Without loss of generality we
take only the positive sign in +4/c. The corresponding
Fokker-Planck equation is
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third term represents the correlated diffusion for ¢ > 0.
In order to calculate the cross-covariance function of

output spike trains, we first compute the joint steady
state distribution of membrane potentials from %—P; =0.

We have threshold potentials x;, y;, reset potentials z,.,
4 and boundary conditions

Po(z,y:) = 0= Po(ze,y) (Ta)

Py(z,—0) = 0= Py(—o0,y) (7b)

0:Po(x, — €,y) — 0 Po(xy + €,7) 20 0:Po(zy,y) (7c)
Oy Po(w,yr — €) = Do Po(,y, + ) 2 0, Po(,ye) (7d)

We derive an expansion of the stationary equation in
terms of eigenfunctions of the uncoupled operators ([7])

Lifi = afi, L2gi = A2igs (8)
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FIG. 1. (a) Leaky integrate-and-fire neurons driven by
strong shared noise, inducing synchronicity in the output
spike trains. (b) Examples of eigenfunctions with increas-
ing |Re(A)]. (c) A typical discrete eigenvalue spectrum of the
diffusion-based LIF model, comprising both real and complex
conjugate pairs of eigenvalues with Re(\) < 0. (d) Boundary
conditions in 2D voltage space with threshold potentials x+, y.
and resting potentials z,, y.. The magenta arrows represent
the reset mechanism once the threshold was hit and a spike
was elicited in either neuron.

with boundary conditions given as

filey) =0=lim fi(z) (9)

r——00

Oufi(we) 20 0, filwy — €) — By filws + ). (10)

Analogous expressions hold for g¢;(y). The eigenvalue
spectrum of this problem is countable with both real and
pairs of complex conjugate eigenvalues (Fig. [k). (We
assume here that the index ¢ increases with |Re(\;)].)
In order to expand the solution in the eigenspace of a
non-selfadjoint differential operator, the dual eigenvalue
problem needs to solved as well (see [7] for details.)

Lifi=Nifi, L3gi= Mg (11)
with conjugate boundary conditions
filze) = filwr) 9i(yr)- (12)

This guarantees that the basis {f;} and the conjugate
basis {f;} are bi-orthogonal in Hilbert Space

Gi(ye)=

L[“ﬁwﬁﬂ@dx=&j (13)

where we select free coefficients to satisfy bi-
orthonormality. The solution to Eq. |3| can now be ex-
panded in terms of functions that individually satisfy the
boundary conditions Eq. [7]

Po(x,y) = fo(z)go(y) + F(2)SG(y) (14)

where we define F'(z)SG(y) = >;; Sij fi(z)g;(y), for
some coeflicients S;; € C. This expansion exactly sat-
isfies the constraints for marginal distributions
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where the probability density function fy is given by
folz) = 2y mre " / l O(u — xr)euz du,  (16)
x

where O(z) is the Heaviside step function. The density
go(y) is defined analogously. Steady state firing rates of
both neurons are given by

1 oo TeU LT 1
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T1
and a similar expression for r,. Using Eq. [8] the solution
can now implicitly be written in terms of eigenfunctions

F(2)AMSG(y) + F(2)SA2G(y) + ¢0,F (x)S0,G(y)

= 7Eazf0(‘r)ay90(y) (18)
with diagonal matrix Aq;; = 2ai%ii and constant & =

\/%. In order to actually solve Eq we express the

action of the derivative operators on the

eigenbasis as

e
X, = / Fi@)0u 3 () de (19)
— 00
and similarly for Y. The final equation in matrix form is

A15+SA2+5XTSY: —cXo®Yy . (20)

Spike Train Correlations.—The covariance function of
two stationary spike trains Sq(t) = >, (t —t7') (a = 1,2)
is given as

Cr2(7) = (S1(t)S2(t)) — (S1(£))(S2(t)) (21)

where (S,(t)) = rq, with {.) indicating the ensemble av-
erage. Using renewal theory, it can be expressed in terms
of the conditional firing rate ry)2(7) as

Cra(T) 27”2(7"1|2(T) —71)- (22)

We derive the conditional firing rate from the stationary
joint membrane potential distribution Py(x,y) via the
distribution of the membrane potential conditional to a
spike at to = 0 found as Pyp(2) = —5.—0,FPo(x,y:),
since ff;o OyPo(x,yr)de = —2rom by construction.
Therefore, we have to solve the initial value problem

2’)"27‘2

f(t0,$> =
T0f =L f (24)

1
50y Po(z,y1) (23)
T2
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FIG. 2. Simulations and theory yield practically identical
results, demonstrated here for x, =y, = —2.0, z: =y = 0.8
and ¢ = 0.9. (a) Joint membrane potential distribution of
simulated data (smoothed 2D histogram of simultaneously
recorded membrane potentials), compared to Py (z,y), Eq.
The Ly error is approx. 0.02, partially caused by a boundary
effect for discrete-time simulations of Eq. b) Marginal
distribution fo(z), Eq. (black: data, yellow: theory).
(c) Same as (a), comparison between cumulative distributions
J5 . JY . Po(z,y) dody. (d) Symmetric correlation function
Ch2(7) with time rescaled by 71. The blue curve is the co-
variance function of simulated spike trains, while the yellow
curve is a numerical rendering of the theory developed here.

where £; is the time evolution operator in Eq. The
instantaneous conditional rate in Eq. [22|is then ry5(t) =

tion is given by

The instantaneous conditional distribu-

f(xat) = fO(x)

/\“t/Tl . 2
27“27'2 Z<ZS ) fl(x) ( 5)
The exit flux at threshold ryo(t) inserted into Eq.
yields the covariance function

47’172 Z 6

012 AlTS + @(—T)SeiAQT]ij (26)

for 7 =t1 —ty and A5 = Aaibij Using the symmetry

C12(1) = Co1(—7) we obtain the covariance function for
negative time lags as well. The correlation coefficient as
considered in [0] is computed as (see [7] for details)

0 XSV Xol)y

Cout(c) = 40‘/10‘/2 o a Al,iAQ,j

(27)

with C'V,, being the coeflicients of variation of the two
output spike trains. Here one can see how the correlation
transfer depends non-linearly on ¢ as S is a non-linear
function of c.
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FIG. 3. Numerical example solution with =, = y, = —2.0,
z¢ = y¢ = 0.8 and ¢ = 0.9. (a) logarithmic rendering
log(]Si;]/ max(]Si;j])) of mode coupling matrix S ( size:
53 x 53). (b) Relative convergence of correlation coeffi-
cients OF) = Y27 2, (SA 1)/ 204, (SAY)ij, in Eq.
(c) Matrix representation X of the derivative operators pre-
sented as in (a). (d) Relative error [*7_ [*" dady|Py" (z,y) —

Po(n)(ac, y)|, where n is truncation number and N = 53 is the
maximum truncation number in Eq. @ N is the number
of eigenvalues with property |Re(\;)| < 100. Here we solved
Eq. 20 for different n. The blue line is the L error in Fig. 2h.

Relation to Perturbative Approaches.—The perturba-
tive solution for small ¢ is S = Sy + ¢S1 + 255 + .. ..
Inserting this into Eq. 20| we obtain

X(S() —+ CSl +6252 + ...
+ (So+ ¢S+ ..

)Y + Ay (So + ¢Sy +...)
DA = —EXoYo. (28)

We find that Sy = 0 for ¢ = 0, since A15S0 k1 + A2 S0,k =
0 has no nonzero solution with A\ # — Aok, except A\ =
0 = Agg in which case we have set the coefficient of fygq
to 1. The O(c) equation for S is

A151 + SlAQ = — Xo ® Yo (29)

1
VT1T2

and using the definition ¢y = S VP e V;Zm the solution is
Sk = —YXo kYo, (30)

The recursion relation for terms of order O(c") is Sy, g =
—p Zij X1iY1;Sn—1,i; with which one can expand the
full perturbative series. Instead, for the non-perturbative
regime, S is obtained by solving a tensor equation

Yo MijriSi = Fij (31)
Miji = eXiu Yy + (A + A2j)6il~c5jl (32)
Fj = —cXo,:Y0,; (33)
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FIG. 4. Heterogeneous parameters lead to nonsymmetric
cross-correlation functions. (a) Non-perturbative correlation
transfer functions Cyyt(Cin) in Eq. [27] for symmetric param-
eters and for high and low firing rates, respectively (blue:
ry, = 0‘72131, CV? = 0.5; green: ry = 0'3117, CV? = 0.98).
Slopes of light blue and light green lines (corresponding to
% at Cin = 0), are computed using perturbation theory

as in [6]. (b) Asymmetry of the cross-covariance function
A = [7dr|Ca(7) — C21(—7)]| for two different input vari-
ances o1 vs. oz, for ¢ = 0.9. (¢) A for changing input vari-
ance o2, fixed o1 = oy and different values of ¢ between 0
and 0.95. Examples of asymmetric cross covariance functions
(time rescaled with 7 as in Fig. [2d, ¢ = 0.9, time window
T = 2.) for heterogenous parameters in Eq.[2]: (d) asymmet-
ric mean input pe, (e) asymmetric membrane time constant
Ta, (f) asymmetric input variance o;.

which can be obtained by flattening indices and using
conventional linear algebra techniques (Fig. [3p).

Asymmetric Correlations.—Neurons in biological net-
works have widely distributed parameters, and this het-
erogeneity may also influence information processing [§].
Moreover, robust asymmetries in spike correlations could
lead to asymmetric synaptic efficacies when integrated
via linear spike timing dependent plasticity [9]. Our ap-
proach reveals a temporal asymmetry in covariance func-
tions, Eq.[26]related to a heterogeneity of intrinsic neuron
parameters and input parameters (Fig. ) Such tempo-
ral asymmetry is more pronounced for large values of c,
especially in the non-perturbative regime that we address
in this work (Fig. [db-f.) (See [7] for parameters.)

Discussion and Conclusions—We developed a novel
theory of correlation functions for two LIF model neu-
rons driven by shared input. Our approach can deal with
the full range of input correlations 0 < ¢ < 1, and the
expansion converges fast (Fig. 7d). Also, our method
is widely generalizable [3]. Low output firing rates gen-
erally require a non-perturbative treatment, while the

4

approximation derived from linear response theory [6]
is reasonably precise if firing rates are high (Fig. [4h).
We considered firing rates between 1 and 25 Hz, and val-
ues for CV? between 0.5 and 1, consistent with what is
reported in neocortical neurons in wivo. Strong corre-
lations of membrane potentials were observed in nearby
neurons of cortical networks [I], compatible with the high
degree of shared input suggested from neuroanatomical
studies. In the strongly correlated regime the correlation
transfer function is non-linear [4) [6] and the dynamics is
quite sensitive to heterogeneities of the input and of the
model parameters [§]. Recent experiments demonstrated
that asymmetric correlation functions arise in neocortical
neurons as well [§]. Correlation asymmetries could make
an important contribution to structure formation in net-
works through Hebbian learning on short time scales in
the range of the membrane time constant of neurons [9].
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Supplementary Material: Solving the 2-Dimensional Fokker-Planck Equation for
Strongly Correlated Neurons

Introduction

In this appendix, we provide the essential details of our computations. First, we show how one derives the spectrum
and respective dual-spectrum for non-adjoint operators. Second, we compare our non-perturbative method to the
classical perturbation theory derived in [S5], and used in [S6]. Third, we prove all results presented in the main text.
Fourth, we show how the 2D equation is derived from the Kolmogorov forward equation as a simple generalization of
the 1D case. Finally, we explain numerical procedures and data analysis methods that were used to compare of the
theoretical functions with functions obtained from simulated data.

Appendix A: Eigenvalue spectrum of 1D operators

Two independent solutions of the following Sturm-Liouville problem

owg) | 1% _

Li¢ = Oz 2012 Ad (Sl)
are given in [S12] as
o1(2, ) = 1F1(1;)\71/2,—332) (S2)
ba(x,\) = Ffﬁﬁi{) 1F1(1 ; A7 % —a?) + 2z Fy (1 - % g —?) (S3)
T3

where 1 F1(a, b, 2) is the Confluent Hypergeometric Function of the first kind [S12]. We note that the fraction T
2

is regularized, as the reciprocal of gamma functions can be analytically continued to zero at its poles [S12].
There is another basis which is known to be numerically more stable and given in terms of Parabolic Cylinder
Functions as [S5]

(2, 0) = e F D_y(2/v2) (S4)
Do, N) = e~ Dy_1 (iz//2) (S5)

and we will discuss them in the following sections. All in all, it doesn’t matter which basis is used to expand a
function in the eigenspace of £;. Eigenfunctions are unique up to some normalization condition which we select to
be R(A) = =20, f(A,z) = 1.

The eigenvalue spectrum of Eq. is discrete and can be found by satisfying the boundary conditions

M) =0=lim f(z)
Falwr —€) 2 falar +o) (S6)
Dufa(w) = Bufalar — €) = ufilar + ).
A general family of solutions with the property lim,_, o fi(z) = 0 is given as
f@) {a(Awlw) +oN)d2(\a) @ <w<ar
d(N) (N, ) T >
The boundary conditions Eq[S32] require

a(A)d1(A, z¢) + b(A) P2 (A, 2¢) = 0
a(MN)pr(A, ) +b(N)d2 (A, 27) — d(X)d2 (A, 27) =0
a’()‘>(¢/1()‘7 xr) - ¢/1</\7 xt)) + b()‘)((bé()V xr) - (25/2()\, m'15)) - d()‘)(bé()‘v 1‘,«) =0.



In order to have non-zero solutions the determinant of the coefficient matrix must satisfy

P1(A, 2t) d2(\, 1) 0
$1(N, z) p2(N, z;) —¢a(A,z,)| = 0.
(01 (N @) = dh (AN ae)) (B5(A ) — do(N, @) —d5(A, 2r)

The eigenvalues {\;} are countably many isolated points given as solutions of

b2\, ) /Wr(ze) — p2(N, ) /Wr(z,) =0

(S8)

where we have the Wronskian Wr(z) = ¢, (2)da(z) — ¢1(x)dh(x) = 2¢=*". The spectrum is the same as given in [SH].

In order to find a and b, we need to fix d(\)

ba(\, z,)e™r d(N)

‘N =5 00 - o)

—p1 (A x)emt dN)
e 1 (N ) = et o1 (A, a0)

b(A) =
We can find the exit rate at threshold R()\) as

RO = —300f () = = =3 (@) (0, 20) + BN, )

1N z) 0 (N a)e™ — dh(N, m)dr (N, z¢)

= —5d(A 2 2
P WP e P W

ert
2
e’t

)
— _ld()\)%()\,ﬂft)fﬁﬁ(/\’xt)ex? — P5 (A, 2)p1 (A, i)
2 6x£¢1 ()\7 x’r‘) - 6m?¢1(>\; zt)

“Lay e (da (N, z)dh (A, x0) — By, x)da (A, 24)
2 et (N, @) — €% pr(A, )
1 —ezf 26_$3
= ——d(\
2 ( )ewg(bl ()\) xT) - €$$¢1()\, xt)

- d(\)
TN z,) — e or (M @)

where we select
d(N) = ™ (N, z) — €% 1 (N, )

in order to have R(A) = 1. As a result we obtain

a(A) = da(A,z, )¢ and  b(A) = —d1 (A, z,)e"t.

(S9)

(S10)

We note that there is a numerical method which generalizes the procedure above to neuron models with no known

exlicit solutions [S13].

Appendix B: Dual eigenspace

In this section we explain non-orthogonal projections to a non-adjoint operator eigenspace. The solution to the

Sturm-Liouville equation, f(\, z), satisfying

oxf) 10%f

b= T30.2

=\f

(S11)
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FIG. S1. Eigenvectors for y9 = 0.8 and y, = —2., which corresponds to typical values in the fluctuation driven regime. Grey

shaded eigenvectors belong to real eigenvalues, and red shaded curves are the real part of eigenvectors that belong to complex
(non-real) eigenvalues.
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FIG. S2. Eigenvalue spectrum for yp = 0.8 and y, = —2., which corresponds to typical values in fluctuation driven regime.
The eigenvalue Ao = 0 does not appear in the correlation expansion.

are given above. As £ is not an adjoint operator (because of reset boundary conditions in Eq. ), in order to build
a bi-orthogonal basis, we need to find the dual equation LT f = \f [S14]
(LY fi) = (i £ufi) = (N = ) {fos i) (S12)

where (.,.) is an inner product in Hilbert space which is given in [S14] explicitly as

/dxfiﬁJ{fj —/dxfjﬁlﬁ = () —Ai)/dxfifj. (S13)
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FIG. S3. We observe that the imaginary poles approximately satisfy Im(\)? o< Re()) with Re(\,) ~ (2n — 1)? asymptotically.
Complex conjugate of this curve has the same property, because eigenvalues are in complex conjugate pairs .) Enclosed by the
dark blue curves are all complex numbers, where the spectral function satisfies | fspec(A)| < € for a given € > 0. We note that
imaginary eigenvalues are absent for values Vi, < p.

Here the LHS is the surface term which can be simplified by integration by parts as
(= A0 [ dofif; = = = (B~ 0aFi 1% ($14)

where we defined J; = —af; — 29, f; and [f(2)]¢ = f(a) — f(b). Dual boundary conditions that satisfy zero surface
term are then

flar) = (@) (S15)
This guarantees that (f;, fj) = 0;; with appropriate choice of constants. The corresponding dual equation is
. of 102f
Lif=—2>+-7=. S16
1/ ¥ o + 2 0x2 (S16)

The transformation f; = exgh(x) with following relations
fl= (2xh + h') e*
7' = (@+ 4%k + dab’ + ") e’
—zf = ( —22%h — xh') e

with f; satisfying Eq. for an eigenvalue \; . It can be shown after insertion of equations above in Eq. m that

d(zh)  10%°h

holds. The dual eigenfunctions are found to be

FOnz) = e @MW)\ ) + b(A)d2 (A, ). (S18)



The boundary conditions require that continuous and differentiable solutions satisfy

e @\ (h x,) + BNz (A, 2,)) = €7 @\ (N, 2e) + BN B2 (X, 22)). (S19)
This implies that @ = 0 because of the spectral equation (??), and as a nonzero Wronskian implies the independence
of two solutions. Finally, we select b(\) such that (f;f;) = di;,
@’ P2\, x)
<e$2¢2()‘1 (E), f()‘v x)>

frz) = (S20)

Appendix C: Details of the series expansion

This section repeats all results of the main text and includes detailed step by step computations. We use a
shorthand notation for eigenfunctions, f;(z) = f(\;, z). We repeat equations of the main text in order to put detailed
computations in context.

We consider two leaky integrate-and-fire (LIF) model neurons receiving correlated inputs. Their dynamics are
governed by the following stochastic differential equations

TaVa = *Va‘i’Ta(,ua‘i’o'a[\/lfcfai\/gfc])' (821)

We parametrize the input I, = pq + 04[vV1 — ¢ &, £ V/c&.], (with index a = 1,2 ), by
Hs,a = JEal/s,E - JIaVs,I (822)
o =\ TRave + Thvas (523)

where Jg and J; represent the amplitude of postsynaptic potentials for excitatory and inhibitory input spike trains.
We distinguish input parameters (Jg, Jr, Vg, vr) from intrinsic parameters (7,,, Vi, Vipn).
The corresponding Fokker-Planck equation is derived in following sections as

3P V 1 0’% CO102 81
G =0 (5 —m)p) v (2 ) P) w5 0000 (o, ) (51) 7 (s24)
starting from the Kolmogorov Forward Equatlon Here we define 9, = BT and P = P(Vi,Va,t). Using the new

Vi— Vi—pmin Vo— —H2T2
variables x = o and y = ot Eq. can be rewritten as

%I; ?51P+ Loy chp (S25)
LiP= 6(55) +%% (S26)
LoP = a(gj) + ;?;yf (S27)
Lis = aajéz . (528)

The first two terms represent independent populations, and they fully describe the 2D dynamics for ¢ = 0. The third
term represents the correlated diffusion for ¢ > 0.

In order to obtain the stationary 2D membrane potential distribution we solve the steady state equation with
oP
& =0,
ot

= f.clpo + - £2P0 b L15P, (S29)
\ﬁ

with threshold potentials x, y¢, reset potentials x,., ¢, and boundary conditions
Po(z,y1) = 0= Py(we,y) (
Po(x, —00) = 0 = Py(—00,y) (

02 Po(x, — €,9) — 0Py, + €,y) = 00, Po(x,y) (S30c
Oy Po(x,yr — €) — 0, Po(,y, + e) = 8 Po(z,yt) (
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We derive an expansion of Eq. in terms of the eigenfunctions of the uncoupled operators £ and £ (index ¢
increases with | Re(\;)])

Lifi=Mifi, L29i = A2y (S31)

with boundary conditions given as
filey) =0=lim _fi(z) (532)
Dufilws) = 0ufilxy — ) = Dufilz, + ). (833)

Analogous expressions hold for for g;(y). The eigenvalue spectrum of this equation is countable with both real
and pairs of complex conjugate eigenvalues. In order to expand the solution in the eigenspace of a non-selfadjoint
differential operator, the dual eigenvalue problem needs to solved as well (derived above)

Lifi=Xufin L1gi= Aadi (S34)

with conjugate boundary conditions (also derived above)

filw) = filz) s @ilye)= Gi(yn). (S35)
In order to investigate regularized reset boundary conditions, we write derivatives of eigenfunctions in the form

Oy fo(x) = 2r17 [ ng,? )]+ Afo(z) (S36a)

,90(y) = 2ram[s Z Y au(y)] + Bgo(y) (S36b)

0 fi(z) = Rugr(z) + > X5 fulz) + fo(x) (S36¢)

k=1 m
B
8y9;(y) = R v S36d
95 (y) = Rajk Z gy o 90(y) (S36d)

where X1 are generalized Fourier coefficients of a continuous function 0f; = 8, f; — Risx(z) and similarly for Y1,
The constants R defined above are chosen as

1
Rii=—30,1i,, = (37)
1
Ryj = —Qaygj|yt =1 (S38)
The box function « is defined as
k(z) =0(x — x,) — O(x — ) (S39)

with Heaviside functions
0 <0
O(x) = -
1 2>0
It should be pointed out that one encounters an analog of the “Gibbs phenomenon” for generalized Fourier series for

our case of a non-selfadjoint series expansion [S15]. This partially limits the convergence properties of our theory.
One can easily show via direct integration and using boundary conditions

/ " e fodafi(e) = 0

Yt
/ dx §o0ygi(y) = 0.



FIG. S4. Comparison of the voltage distribution from simulated data and the theoretical prediction of the 2D distribution for
¢ = 0.9. The relative error is in the order 10~2. This is a quantitative demonstration of the match in Fig. 2a.

FIG. S5. Comparison of the asymmetric voltage distribution from simulated data and the theoretical prediction of the 2D
distribution for ¢ = 0.9, other parameters are as in Tab. E The relative error is in the order 1072, This is a quantitative
demonstration of the match in Fig. 2a.

This implies that the projections fogo ,fodi, fejo are identically zero. Hence, the constants A and B are found as

A=— fo=x, — x4 (S40)

Ty
Yt
B=—/ Go =Yr — Yt (s41)
The solution as a series expansion in the basis above is

Po(x,y) = fo(z)go(y) + F(x)SG(y) (542)

where we define F(2)SG(y) = 3_;; Sijfi(z)g;(y). The first column and first row of the expansion coefficients are
zero except the coefficient of fogo, leaving only the matrix S with S;; € C as unknown. This expansion satisfies the
constraints for marginal distributions

Yt Yt

" ayre) = 1@ [ dyoow) + Y505 [ dygsw) = fo (549

as [ dygo(y) =1and [ dyg;(y) = 0. The probability distribution fy(z) is given by

2

folz) = 2rime " / du O(u — z,)e" . (S44)
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A constraint for go(y) is given analogously. Again, ©(z) is the Heaviside function. Using ff;o dz fo(z) = 1 and
changing variables, steady state rates are given by [S5]

Ty 1

T = [\/7?71/ e (erf(u) + 1) du] .

Ty

(S45)

We obtain the same expression for ro with the appropriate parameters. Using Eq[S31] Eq[S29]is given in terms of
eigenfunctions as

F(x)AM1SG(y) + F(x)SA2G(y) + ¢0,F (x)S0,G(y) = —¢0y fo(x)0yg0(y) (S46)
with A, = ’\T‘: 0;; and ¢ = \/:?2 In order to solve Eq. we express the action of derivative operators on the
eigenbasis as

Xy = [ R@ou ) s (847)
Yt

Yij = fi(y)0y fi(y) dy (S48)

Xio = fo(2)0. f;(x) da (S49)
v

Yio = fo()0y f;(y) dy. (S50)

The final equation in matrix form is then
A1S +SAy +EXTSY = - Xy 0Y,. (S51)

Here we should note that we solve an equation assuming stationarity in a discrete sub-space. This is only an approx-
imation of the unique full solution of Eq. In this way, we can obtain an approximate solution (due to sub-space
projections) with arbitrary precision. The way we constructed this solution provides us with explicit spike train
covariance functions.

The covariance function of two stationary spike trains represented as a sum of delta functions is given as

Cij(r) =0t +7—t) > 0t —t) = O o(t+7—t))(D_ 6t —t)). (S52)
k l k l

It can be simplified using renewal theory in terms of the conditional rate r;;(7) as
Cij(1) = ri(ry; (1) —15). (S53)

For any given stationary joint membrane potential distribution Py(z,y), the distribution of the membrane potential
conditional to spike at ¢y = 0 is expressed as

Pyp(x) = Probability(z | spike in [to, o + dt)). (S54)
The conditional probability of observing a spike in the sequel is then Pjp(z) = —ﬁayPo(x, Yy¢) as
ff;o dx 0yPy(x,y:) = —2ra7e by construction. Solving the initial value problem
1
flto,z) = —anPo(x,yt) (S55)
of=Lsf (S56)

where £ is the time evolution operator in Eq. Using Py(z,y) the instantaneous conditional distribution is found
as

Pipe) = — -0, Po(w ) = fo = 5 3 fie) (), (557)

27‘27’2 27"27’2



because 0ygo(y:) = —2rom and 0yg;(y:) = —1. Applying the time evolution operator

27;72 ; fi@) ( ; Sij)]
=Jo- 27";2 ;fz(x)(; Sij)eAlit

fz,t) = e“ [ fo —

the conditional rate becomes

7aa:f(xtv t)
1

+ 47“27'27’1 Z (ZS”) Rt

Using this in Eq. yields

Alz
Cra(7) =r2(r1j2(7) — 1) 47271 E e ( E SU) (S58)
The counterpart of this is computed in a similar way

Cia(7) = 47_27,1 Z(ZSZJ) Aai (S59)

Finally, the integral of the covariance is then found as

/ C(r (SA +A7S) (560)

by reordering the matrices and using Eq.

/ C(r) = Z(A;lAlsAgl + AT SARA Y (S61)
= Z ATH(—EXSY — eXoYo)As )y (S62)
- —CZ LXSY + XoYo)A; )y, (S63)

Comparison to linear response theory

The perturbative solution for small ¢ is given as a geometric series with matrix coefficients S = Sy +¢S1 +¢2Sa+ ...
Inserting this into Eq. we obtain

EX(So+ Sy + Sy + )Y + Ay (So + ¢Sy + ...) + (So + ¢Sy + )Ag = —EXoY,. (S64)

We find that Sp = 0 for ¢ = 0, since A1xS0,x + A21S0,k1 = 0 has no nonzero solution with A # —Agk, except
A1 = 0 = Agg in which case we have set the coefficient of fygo to 1. The O(c) equation for S is

A ST+ S1Ay = — Xo® Yy (865)

1
VT1T2

and using the definition ¢y = 27— V;;;ﬁ the solution is
Stk = =Y Xox Yo, (S66)
The recursion relation for terms of order O(c") is Sp 1 = =V Zij XkiY1jSn—1,4; with which one can expand the full

perturbative series.
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The result of linear response theory for output spike train correlations is given in [S6] as

dry dr
oW _ COL02 Tt _ crf/zvﬂgm[e$§ erf(z;) — e®r erf(z,)][ev erf(y,) — ¥ erf(y,)] (S67)
out,pert CV1 CV2 \/T1T2 CVl CV2
where erf(z) is the error function [S12]. We used the following formula for the C'V? = %,
IST
Yth 5 Y
CV?= 27r1/2/ dxe® / dy[1 + er f(x)]? (S68)
given in [S16]. We compare this to our result (shown in Fig.4a)
A po—— AT XoYoAs! |+ O( $69
out 4/mims %: 1 01042 i (%) ( )
and find a perfect match. Moreover, C; with quadratic corrections can be easily calculated
c _ -
2 ~ i 3 [Al LeX XovYoY + XoYo)A; 1} L, TO@), (S70)

ij

VT1T2

where Y = X

Appendix D: 2D diffusion approximation and Fokker-Planck Equation

1D Fokker Planck Equation

A derivation of the Fokker-Planck equation for an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process is given in [S17]. One starts with a
1D discrete process with PSPs given by e and —e. The excitatory and inhibitory rates are given by the formula

A, o2
TE= + 2 (S71)
A o?

The “free” membrane potential takes values on a lattice y + ke, where y is resting potential. Since this defines a
Markov process, the p.d.f. of transitions satisfies

flat+ M) = [ faGost+ Al ) thy)d: (573)
and the infinitesimal transition p.d.f. is given by

fo(z,t + At|z,t) = [1 — (rg +r1)Atd(x — 2) + rpAtd(x — z — €) + rAtd(z — z + €) + o(At). (S74)

Inserting this into the integral in Eq. [S73] yields

[l t+ Atly) = [1 = (re + ) Atlf (2, tly) + redtf(z — € tly) + riAtf(z + € tly) + o(At). (S75)
In the limit At — 0 we obtain
0
Expanding right hand side into a Taylor series using
Cnle) = €[rg + (=1)"r]] (S77)
equation Eq. [S76] becomes
o) = (=D, o
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FIG. S6. Correlation and covariance transfer with respect to asymmetry of o. (a) Correlation coefficient for two different input
variances o1 vs. o2, for ¢ = 0.9. (b) Integral of the cross-covariance function ffooo d7C2 (1) for two different input variances o1
vs. o2, for ¢ = 0.9. (c) Correlarion coefficient for changing input variance o2, fixed o1 = oy and different values of ¢ between
0 and 0.95. (d) Integral of the cross-covariance function for changing input variance o2, fixed o1 = oy and different values
of ¢ between 0 and 0.95. (See Tab. for other parameters.)

For € — 0 all terms vanish, except the first two

lim Cy(e) = lim[e(rg —r1)| = Ag —Ar=p (S79)
e—0 e—0
. 2 _ 2
ll_r}l(l) Cs(e) = ll_I)r(l)[E (re+r))=o0 (S80)
lim Cap(€) = lm[e® ) (rpp + (—=1)**Prp)] = 0. (S81)

Hence one obtains the well-known Fokker-Planck equation as

of o2 9
Frie O.f + gﬁxf (S82)

The generalization of this to the leaky integrate-and-fire model with time constant 7, i.e. with an additional term
of form =%, is straightforward. Using the definitions @1 = ze 27, wo(u) = 2e A7 4 ee=HAW/T gy (1) =
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ze AT — eem(HHAL=W/T where t < u < t + At, and then averaging over u, one obtains

xy = ze AT (S83)
To = 1 /HAt 2o (u)du = ze AT 4 Z(1 — AT (S84)

2T AL, 2 - At

1 t+At At €T

- — o /7_71_ —At/T
T3 = /t z3(u)du = ze At( e ). (S85)
This leads to the infinitesimal transition p.d.f.

falz, t + At|z,t) = [1 — (rg + r1)At)d(z1 — x) + rpAtd(ze — x) + riAtd(xs — ) + o(At). (S86)

Inserting this in the integral of Eq. and then using d(¢(z)) = (Iséﬁz(;)%I) (where ¢ is a monotonic function which

vanishes at z), it follows that

€T -
Kt(em/ —1),tly) +

PIALF (AT T (T = 1), y)} + o A).

F st Atly) = AU = (rp + D) ADF(AY 7, ) + rpALf(eAY T —

In the limit At — 0 this becomes

o F@ 4 b) = o (25 ty)) + reli @ 6 t) — F )] + i+ e ty) — St (587

Here, drift and diffusion terms are again given as in Eq. The corresponding Fokker-Planck equation is

o 2
87{ = (2 -n)o.f + 02 (S88)

2D Fokker-Planck Equation

As in the 1D example above, the derivation in 2D is performed via expanding a 2D Taylor series of the right
hand side of the 2D analog of Eq.[S76] The three diffusion terms are 92, 85 and 0,0, with corresponding diffusion
constants. Concerning input spike trains, there are 6 independent sources acting in 3 directions expressed by the
derivatives above. Here we assume that shared spikes can be either excitatory or inhibitory. For simplicity we assume
inhibitory and excitatory PSPs have the same shape and amplitude. Following the same procedure as described above
we obtain 2D infinitesimal transition probabilities as

Py(z,y,t + At|21, 20,t) = 6(y — 22)0(x — 21)+
0y — 22){[—(rig + rin)At6(z — 21) + 11pAtd(z — 21 — €1) + rir Atd(x — 21 + 1) }+
W= (rag + r2r) At]o(y — 22) + rapAtd(y — 20 — €2) + 1o Atd(y — 22 + €2) }+
{[=(rsg + rsr)At]d(x — 21)0(y — 22) + rspAtd(x — 21 — €1)0(y — 20 — €2)+
+rsrAtd(x — 21 +€1)0(y — 22 + €2)} + o(At).  (S89)

§(x— 2

The contribution of all lines except the last two have already been discussed for the 1D case. Here we focus on those
two lines to derive the coupling term in Eq.[S24] Inserting the contribution of these lines

[—(rsg + 7si)At]o(x — 21)0(y — 22) + rspAtd(x — 21 — €1)0(y — 22 — €2)
+r5iAtd(x — 21 +€1)0(y — 22 + €2)

into the 2D Kolmogorov Forward Equation (see discussion above), taking the limit At — 0 and performing Taylor
expansion up to second order, is given as

- (TSE + rsi)P(xvy) + TSEP(x —€1,Y — 62) + TSIP({E + €1,Y + 62) =

1
— (rsg — 1s1)(€10: P + €202 P) + §(TSE +757) (261620102 P + €303 P 4 €303 P) + o(€?).  (S90)



The simplest case for which limits e; — 0 and e5 — 0 are well defined is ¢; =

2

_ AE g
B = ? 2¢2

o A[ 0'2
Ts1 = — 262.

Reparametrizing these equations
general we need to fix the ratio £ = « for the hmlt to converge.
indicating rates of input spike trams as previously used in Eq. [522]

Hs,a = JE(LTS,E - Jlars,l

_ 2 2
Ogq = \/JEaTS»E +JIaTSJ'

We want to emphasize that the firing rate of the shared input is independent of the neuron parameters.

we give just a simple argument. We assume that the shared input has the

13
€9 = €, then
(S91)

(S92)

with ¢ (as in Eq. [S , one can easily obtain the coupling terms in Eq. In
We now return to the parametrization with r

Here
property ps.a = JEaTs,E — J1aTs,1 = 0

(balance of excitation and inhibition). This means that o, =
JEa = 9J14, this implies that 05, = Jga7s,r and hence 221 =

Os2

JEaJIaTs,I
El _ €1 _

JE2 €2

We have the variance of the shared input and the total variance related as o

+ J#,rs, 1. With the additional relation
(asymmetry parameter as in Tab. .

2 2 ;
1= 5. This means

co? and 05 9 = CO

that the coupled terms (including non-diagonal terms eje2) in Eq. [S97] n can be expressed as

o1
02

CO’%
CO102

30 ) (

. . . . . 2
Remembering that the private input variance, i.e. Opa =

final form amounts to

CO102
) @)

(S93)

(1 —¢)o,, is a fraction of the total variance o, the explicit

T oo ((Bompr)ro((Z-mp) ey o0 (0 (0 (3) e
30 ) (ot ) (1) 7 oo

Eq. [524] follows when the two matrix terms are summed up.
Note that the most general case is a straightforward extention of the argu

ment above. With definitions Jg, = €,

and Jr, = gq€,- We assume p, and o, are finite, shared spike train rates read then

rope L (glusl 051) _ 1 (gzusz
> I+g1\ & & IT+g2\ e

NI (0?1 _ /m) 1 (032
> (g1 +97) \ € €1 (92 +935) \ €3

Os1
€1

After simple elimination, with minimal requirements
J19aTs1)€1€2 = 051052 in the most general expansion

€2

—(rsg+rs)P(x,y) +rspP(x—€1,y —e2) + 151 P(x + g1€1,y + gae2) =

(rsg + g1927s1)€1€20102P + — 5

7(T.SE 791TSI)6182EP -

1
(rsg + gors)EEO2P + —

2

052
; ) (S95)

Hs2
- ) (S96)

22 and g1 = go, it can be shown that lim.,o(rsg +

(TSE - g2r51)6282p)+

1
(rs + 93rs1)€305 P) +o(e?).  (S97)

2

Appendix E: Numerical analysis and parameters

Numerical evaluation of correlations

We compute spike train correlations via average conditional histograms. (We use numpy.histogram() to obtain
the probability of P(t¢ — t?) using a triangular envelope around zero lag, as weight function.) One can express this
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Table 1. Parameters for Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 of the main text
Model parameters

Symbol  Description Value
Tty Yt voltage threshold 0.8
Try Yr voltage reset —2.
Tm membrane time constant 1.
Simulation parameters
dt time bin 0.005
tiotal total time 2000
Nirials number of independent trials 20
Data analysis parameters
Nibins number of bins in x diraction 300
Nybins number of bins in x diraction 300
[x—,z¢]  data recording range [-3,0.8]

2D boxcar smoothing range 10 x 10 bins
Statistics of output spike trains

71,T2 spikes per 7, 0.231

CV2, CV2 squared coefficient of variation 0.5
Numerical analysis of correlations

Tobserve observation time interval [—2.,2]

Nbins number of bins ~ 450

as an integral over two variables 7 = t; — ¢ and s = t; + ¢ with bin size A

1 THA dr’ u(r’) / ’ ’ )
) =+ / e ey /l ds' S 8(r' = 1)8(s' — ;) (S98)

(") i.j

where we have

T/\/E—T 7<0
T/N2+7 7>0

(r) = T/NV24+71 7<0
= T/V2—7 7>0

with observation window 7.

Solution of stochastic differential equations
We used Euler-Maruyama scheme to integrate stochastic differential equations, like the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck Process
TV ==V 4 pu+oVrT[V1—cé+ ek, (S99)
The discrete time approximation with ¢ty < t; < ta... < t, < T is then

dt dt [dt
V%_‘_l = (17 ?)‘/;+?/l+ 7[\/170712':&\/671671'] (8100)

where n; and n.; are normally distributed random numbers ~ A/(0, 1).

Voltage data and smoothing

We simulated the stochastic differential equation in Python. We recorded simulated data for several trials and
binned 2D data with the function numpy.histogram(). We averaged the histogram for Ny, trials. We smoothed
the histogram data with a 2D boxcar kernel averaging over m X n bins. Parameters used are given in Tab. [I]



Table 2. Parameters for Fig. 4a of the main text
Numerical analysis data

Symbol  Description Value

C; range of input correlation data points [0,0.95]

ACqn step of input correlation data points 0.05
Model 1 (dark blue) parameters

Tty Yt voltage threshold 0.8

Tr, Yr voltage reset —2.

Tm membrane time constant 1.
Statistics of output spike trains 1

71,72 spikes per 7, 0.231

CV?%, CV% squared coefficient of variation 0.5
Model 2 (dark green) parameters

Tty Yt voltage threshold 2.

Try Yr voltage reset —1.

Tm membrane time constant 1.
Statistics of output spike trains 2

71,72 spikes per 7, 0.017

CV?2, CV% squared coefficient of variation 0.98

Table 3. Parameters for Fig. 4b, Fig. 4c of the main text

Neuron 1 parameters

Symbol Description Value
Tt voltage threshold in [1.,0.5]
Ty voltage reset in [-2.5, —1.25]
Tm membrane time constant 1.
Neuron 2 parameters
Yt voltage threshold in [1.,0.5]
Yr voltage reset in [—2.5, —1.25]
Tm membrane time constant 1.
Reference parameters and sigma asymmetry
Tt rof voltage threshold 0.8
Trref  VOltage reset —2.
Tm membrane time constant 1.
data points for z = a‘gfﬁ; a in [0.8,1.5] with steps of 0.1
o/ores Vs Cout
Cin range of input correlation data points [0,0.95]
AC;, step of input correlation data points 0.05

Table 4. Parameters for Fig. 4d of the main text
Neuron 1 parameters

Symbol Description Value
Tt voltage threshold 0
T, voltage reset —-2.5
Tm membrane time constant 1.
Neuron 2 parameters
Yt voltage threshold 0.83
Y voltage reset —1.66
Tm membrane time constant 1.

Input correlations
Cin input correlation 0.9

15



Table 5. Parameters for Fig. 4e of the main text
Neuron 1 parameters

Symbol Description Value
Tt voltage threshold 1.
X voltage reset —2.5
Tm membrane time constant 1.5
Neuron 2 parameters
Yt voltage threshold 0.5
Y voltage reset —-1.25
Tm membrane time constant 1.

Input correlations
Cin input correlation 0.9

16
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