Role of NMDA conductance in average firing rate shifts caused by external periodic forcing
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ABSTRACT

A widely accepted view of computations in the brain relies on population coding, where the neural
ensemble firing rate is modulated in a stable manner to transmit information and perform various cognitive
tasks. At the same time, oscillatory neural activity is specifically modulated in frequency, coherence and
power during cognitive performance. How the firing rate and oscillations interact remains a salient question.
In this paper, we develop a theory for the interactions between oscillatory signals and the firing rate of
neural populations based on activity of non-linear voltage-dependent NMDA synapses. Notably, we show
under which conditions oscillatory inputs can control the mean firing rate without loss of stability. Using
mathematical analysis and simulations of mean-field models, we demonstrate that presence of NMDA
synapses on both the excitatory and the inhibitory neurons is critical for sinusoidal oscillations to
significantly and stably increase the firing rate. We characterize the oscillation-induced mean firing rate
shift as a function of the fast and slow synaptic weights and demonstrate the parameter region, in which the
effect under investigation is mostly pronounced. Results of our work may help identify the properties of
neural circuits that allow for constructive control of the firing rate codes by large-scale neural oscillations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Oscillatory activity is abundant across neural networks of the brain, and its profile is sensitive to
various experimental and natural conditions (Wang, 2010). However, the relation between neural
oscillations and the most basic functions of the brain circuits such as encoding and redistributing of
information is poorly understood. One of the most prominent principles of information encoding in the
brain is population rate coding (Rolls, 2011). According to this principle, information is stored as
distribution of firing rates across a population. Firing rate in this case is defined as the average number of
spikes emitted in a relatively prolonged time interval. In this context, a question of how might the firing
rate modulations, necessary for information transmission and task execution, may interact with the
oscillatory profile of the neuronal activity, comes to the forefront.

In many cases, oscillatory profile is closely related to population firing rate (Azouz, Gray, 2003).
Also, there is evidence that oscillatory activity is not merely a byproduct of rate coding, as it could be
modulated independently of firing rates (Fries et al., 2001). In principle, oscillatory activity could be related
to rate coding in several ways. First, it could serve as an independent dimension of neural code. Second, it
could serve as a “metadata” that controls transmission of rate-coded information in the brain (Akam,
Kullmann, 2014; Fries, 2005). Third, it could provide a modulatory scaffold for rate coding which stabilizes
the code or makes the coding impossible by destabilizing the necessary firing rate dynamics (Dipoppa,
Gutkin, 2013; Schmidt et al., 2018).

In order to algorithmically implement the aforementioned functions, there should be mechanisms
of transformation between population rate code and oscillatory profile (Akam, Kullmann, 2010; Akam,
Kullmann, 2014). The conversion from firing rate to oscillatory properties is quite well understood at the
level of simple spiking networks (Brunel, Wang, 2003); also certain biophysical mechanisms were
described for microcircuits (Roopun et al., 2008), as well as for single neurons. However, the opposite
conversion, i.e. the effect of oscillatory properties on the mean firing rate, is much less studied.

To change the mean firing rate of a system by oscillatory entrainment, the system should be non-
linear. One candidate property is non-linearity of the f-1 curves (gain functions) of neurons in the
subthreshold state. The positive half-wave of input oscillations brings a neuron close to the threshold, thus
increasing the firing probability, while the negative half-wave does not strongly affect this probability.



Thus, in average, oscillatory input modulation could increase the mean firing rate (Rolls, 2011; Salinas,
Sejnowski, 2000); this effect has been explored mathematically in the limit of weak oscillations
(Voronenko, Lindner, 2017). However, given that in very noisy state (typical for cortical networks) the gain
functions are close to linear, the aforementioned mechanism should produce quite subtle effect.

Another possibility to link oscillations and firing rate modulation is to consider slow non-linear
mechanism, such as NMDA conductance or voltage-dependent ion channels; this idea was proposed in the
study (Akam, Kullmann, 2010), but has not been implemented in that study. In the present paper, we
theoretically investigate the role that slow voltage-dependent NMDA currents could play in shifting the
time-averaged state of an excitatory-inhibitory system in the presence of external zero-mean sinusoidal
forcing. In order to separate the effect of NMDA non-linearity from the aforementioned effect of gain
function non-linearity, we consider a low-dimensional population model with the gain functions linearized
about the unforced equilibrium. Slopes of the gain functions, as well as the time constants that define the
dynamics of population firing rates and voltages, are numerically derived from simulations of the uncoupled
networks of leaky integrate-and-fire neurons. In our study, we mainly concentrate on excitatory effect
produced by the external forcing. We demonstrate that in the presence of NMDA-receptors on the excitatory
neurons only, the positive shift of the firing rate could only be very slight (1-2 Hz) without loss of stability,
while the positive inhibitory firing rate shift could be more pronounced. However, when NMDA-receptor
are also present on the inhibitory neurons, the system could be made more excitable without loss of stability,
and the large positive shifts of both excitatory and inhibitory firing rates could be achieved.

The paper is organized as follows. (1) We describe our model and its linearized version. (2) We
provide analytical expressions for the relation between the parameters of the external forcing and the shift
of the time-averaged state of the system that the forcing produces. (3) We describe the procedure of
parameter selection that provides a realistic state of the system. (4) We perform geometrical analysis of the
phase plane for the system with NMDA-receptors on the excitatory population only. We find the time-
averaged steady-states for the unforced and for the forced system. We also discuss the stability-related
limitations for the steady-state shift that follows from our geometrical consideration. (5) We confirm
predictions of our geometrical analysis by explicitly simulating the corresponding population model. (6)
We perform the geometrical analysis and the confirming simulation for the system with NMDA-receptors
on both populations (excitatory and inhibitory). We discuss how adding NMDA-receptors to the inhibitory
population helps to overcome the limitations on the steady-state shift. (7) Finally, we compare the two
aforementioned cases for a range of values of a system parameter that controls excitability of the fast
subsystem.

Il. THEORY
A. The low-dimensional neural circuit system model

In order to describe the neural population dynamics of an excitatory-inhibitory neural circuit we
use a low dimensional model. The two different neural populations are recurrently intercoupled with
instantaneous excitatory AMPA and inhibitory GABAA, as well as slow non-linear excitatory NMDA
connections. The network also receives external excitatory inputs represented by sum of white-noise signal
with non-zero mean and sinusoidal signal with zero mean. We describe our system by the following six
variables:

(1) the excitatory and inhibitory population firing rates: r,,r;,

(2) the mean membrane voltages averaged over the excitatory and the inhibitory populations:
V,,V,, and

(3) the mean NMDA currents received by the excitatory and the inhibitory neurons:
I uvpaer avioai + these currents depend on the presynaptic firing rate, as well as on the postsynaptic
population voltage.

Dynamics of these variables are given by a system of first-order differential equations with the
variables  evolving around their  state-dependent instantaneous  “equilibrium”  values
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Here, u,,U, denote the mean instantaneous inputs to the excitatory and the inhibitory populations

respectively (expressed in terms of voltage). The functions r*°(u.), r**°(u,),V.*°(u,),V.*°(u,) take the

mean inputs as its arguments and depend both on the properties of the neurons and on the level of noise in
the system (we derive these functions from simulations of individual neurons, see below). Please note that
we do not model the noise explicitly; instead, its effect is incorporated in the functions

>0 (u,), £ u), V.2 (u,),V,*°(u;) . The functions giving the nonlinear NMDA-dependent excitation
(Iomae (1, V), 150 (1,,V,) ) take the excitatory firing rate and the mean voltage of the input population

as its arguments and are expressed as follows:

Lavoa (o Va) = a0 G ywpn Vo)L, (2)
where the index a could be replaced by € for the excitatory population or by i for the inhibitory population
(this notation will be used along the paper). Here J"™* is the strength of the NMDA-related coupling
between the excitatory population and the population a; the function g, describes the dependence of
NMDA-current on the membrane voltage:

o (V) =[L+exp(-0.062-V)/3.57] ", 3)

where V is expressed in millivolts.
The inputs u,,u; depend on the firing rates r,,r;, the external tonic inputs h,, h,, and the NMDA-

currents 1 one Invpai @S follows:

AMPA
ua(re7ri’ INMDAa)zJae r.e_‘]airi +ha+INMDAa/gma J (4)

where J2MPA ] - are the strengths of the fast synaptic couplings (the first index defines the input
population, and the second index — the output population), g,.. is the membrane conductance of neurons
from the population a. The synaptic coupling strengths are expressed as follows:

AMPA _ : AMPA
‘]ae - Jae KaeTma

‘]a'iMDA = ja'\::MDAKaeTNMDA , (5)
‘]ai = jai Kaiz-ma

where j_, is the amplitude of the instantaneous inhibitory postsynaptic potential on the neurons from the

population a; jA“™ is the amplitude of the instantaneous excitatory AMPA-postsynaptic potential onto

the neurons in the population a; jX°* - the amplitude of the NMDA-postsynaptic current step onto the



neurons from the population a; K, - number of inputs that a neuron from population a receives from

neurons that belong to population b (ab = e,i), 7., - membrane time constant the neurons from the
population a.

The time constant of NMDA-synaptic input is much larger than the time constants that govern the
dynamics of the population firing rates and the membrane voltages, i.e. Tyypa > Tpe, Ty Tyer Ty - 1 HUS, WE
can consider our system as a slow-fast system, and separate the time scales. At the fast time scale, the state

of the slow subsystem (I, ones Invoai) Can be considered as constant. Then the fast subsystem

(r,,r,V,,V,) converges to an equilibrium (r.,r",V.,V,") that depends on the state of (I ones |nvoai) -

At the slow time scale, the slow subsystem (INMDAe, wwvoai ) €volves, and its dynamics assumes that the
fast system is converged to an instantaneous equilibrium at each time moment, i.e.
(r,,r,V,,V,) = ( e ,Ve*,Vi*) . As seen below, we use the time scale separation to analyze the stability of

the fast and the slow subsystems independently, as well as to analyze the effect of the forced oscillations
of the fast subsystem on the dynamics of the slow subsystem.

B. Modelling assumptions

In the model described above, we made the following assumptions: (1) fast AMPA and GABAA
synapses are instantaneous; (2) NMDA currents are used as dynamic variables, instead of NMDA-
conductances; (3) NMDA-currents are non-saturating; (4) voltage and firing rate dynamics are described
by linear differential equations, without taking the effect of spike-to-spike synchronization into account;

(5) time constants 7,7, 7, %, do notdepend on the state of the system; (6) the main source of noise is

re?
external, and it is accounted for in the functions r>°(u,), r*°(u,),V.>°(u,),V,*°(u,) . The assumption (4)

is valid when the system operates in a subthreshold regime, in which the activity of the corresponding
spiking network is noise-driven and irregular (in this work, we check that the parameters we use satisfy
these conditions). Note that this regime is different from a supra-threshold one, where the corresponding
spiking network would show regular oscillatory spiking. We an argue that the assumption (6) is valid if the
fast synaptic weights are sufficiently small, which is also true in our case. While assumptions (1) and (5)
may be problematic in general, they only affect the relationship between the external forcing and the forced
oscillations of the fast system. In our analysis, we start from selecting the parameters of the forced
oscillations (as opposed to deriving them from the parameters of the external forcing), so the
aforementioned relationships are not important in our case. The assumptions (2) and (3) are crucial, as they
affect the non-linear dependence of the NMDA-currents on the firing rates and the membrane voltages. We
use these assumption to simplify our analysis.

We should also note that we the expression (3) for gy,pa(V) is valid for single-neurons. In the

network, there is a distribution of voltages across neurons {Vak} (a=¢e,i), where K is a neuron number;

the mean voltage of a population a is denoted by <Va">k =V, . Therefore, each neuron is characterized by
its own value of the voltage-dependent NMDA conductance g0, (V.*) - In the expression for the mean

NMDA-current across neurons, one should use the term <gNMDA(\/ak)>k , we make a simplifying assumption
and use Jyypa ((Vak>k)= Oywon (Vo). OF course, from the non-linearity of gy, it follows that
O MDA (< > ) <gNMDA(\/ )> However, under a quasi-static approximation, it should be possible to

find the appropriate function §,, such that gNMDA(V‘,ﬁ)=<gN,\,|DA(\/ak)>k .Yet this would make our

analysis unwieldy while having presumably small effect on our main conclusions.

C. The linearized system

The goal of our study is to investigate the impact of zero-mean periodic forcing on shift of the
equilibrium. In the system (1), this shift can be accounted for by non-linearity of the functions r>*° v *°



(governing the dynamics of the fast subsystem), as well as by non-linearity of the functions | ;SMODAa . In this
paper, we concentrate on the effect of the I,isMODAa non-linearity. Thus, to analyze this effect separately, we
linearize r>°,V.*° about the equilibrium. We should note, however, that the assumption of linearity of
r>° V> is non-realistic, especially in the case when the induced oscillations are strong; in the realistic
situation the influence of both r®°,V.*° and I3 non-linearities on the forcing-induced equilibrium
shift should be considered.

We now describe the linearization procedure. Let us assume that the full system has a stable fixed
point denoted as (I, 5, Ve, Vies I nvpreor |nmpaio) @nd the corresponding values of inputs as (U, Us,) -
Now let us linearize the functions r™°(u,),r*°(u,),V.*°(u,),V,*°(u,) about this fixed point, and
substitute these functions in (1) by their linearized wversions, which we denote as

rE(u,), re ), V> (u,),V:* (u,), respectively (let us redefine
I one (V) = 15 (VL) Lonioa = o (1,,V;) for notational convenience):
dr, 1
d_ta = Z(raSS (U, (0 1 Tvpaa)) — ra)
dav, 1 /., «
- = _(Va (U, (% s P wiona)) _Va) . (6)
dt 7,
dl NMDAa l
= I Svona (V) — |
dt TNMDA( NMDAa( e a) NMDAa)

Below, we will refer to (6) as the “unforced system”.
The linearized functions are expressed as follows:

{rass(ua): raO+cra '(ua_uao) (7)

Vass (ua) :VaO + C\/a : (ua - uaO)
where the appropriate derivatives are:

ss,0
c = dr.>"(u,)
du, |,
a0 . (8)
B dVaSS,O (ua)
CVa dua ,

D. Fixed points of the unforced system

Let us now reduce the system (6) to two algebraic equations with the excitatory rate r, and and
the NMDA current in the excitatory population |, as the variables. In the next sections, we demonstrate

that plotting the curves defined by these equations on the (I,-1 o) Phase plane provides a useful

geometrical intuition about existence of solutions (which are defined by intersections of these curves), as
well as about stability of these solutions.
Let us define the functions V_(r,) and V,(r)) in such way that, for an input u, (a==@,i), the

following identity is true:
Vo (2 (u,)) =V (u,) ©)
i.e., if the input u, moves the firing rate towards r,, then the same input moves the membrane voltage

towards V_(r,) . From (7), it follows that:

a

\Zsl(ra) :Va0+%(r _raO)‘ (10)

ra



Next, let us find the state of the fast subsystem (r,,r;,V,,V,) towards which it converges at the fast

e’ |’

time scale for a given pair of fixed values of the slow variables 1o, I\wvpa (We denote this state as
(r/,r" V. ,V."). By setting the right—hand part of the first equation of (6) to zero, we get:

r::(l NMDAe ! INMDAi) = Qra NMDAe Qra NMDAI (11)
Va*(l NMDAe ! INMDAi) :Va (ra (I NMDAe ! INMDAi))
where
Qe — Cre (1+ CI’I II)
re gmeQ
i Crecrl‘]el
Qre - N
gmiQ
Qe — re I‘IJISMPA
n gmeQ
: C. 1 C J AMPA
Qri — rl( re = ee ) . (12)
gmiQ
Q = (l CreJeAeMPA)(1+ Crl i ) + Cr‘eCI‘I JeIJ I?MPA
Qre NMDAg,0 Qre NMDAI,0
Pri =T _Qri I NMDAe,0 er NMDAI,0
Now we can conclude that the steady-state firing rates and NMDA-currents should satisfy:
INMDAa - IlilSMDAa(re’Va (ra)) (13)

= r;(INMDAe' | \wioai)
Using (11), let us express r, and |, from (13) as functions of r, and 1,
Q
Q_rire[re _(P Qre NMDAe ):|+(Pri +Qre| I NMDAe)’ (14)

I_NMDAi (re’ INMDAe) IEISMDAI (r V (r (re’ NMDAe)))

Finally, in order obtain self-consistent equations for r, and 1,5, . l€t us put (14) back into (13):

Fi(re | NMDAe) =

- re+Qre NMDAe re NMDA|( e’ NMDAe)

I NMDAe ~— IIZSMDAe (re ’Ve (re ))

As we mentioned previously, the first and the second equations of (15) define two curves on the
) -plane, intersections of which correspond to the fixed points of the system (6). Further in this

(15)

(re’ NMDAe
text, we will refer to these curves as the r,-curve and the |, -CUrve, respectively. We should note that
these curves are not nullclines, although they intersect at the fixed points of the system.

E. Analysis of the linearized system with external periodic input: forced oscillations

Our goal is to understand under what condition external periodic forcing may change the mean
activity of the neuronal populations in our model . We start by analyzing the linearized system (6) with
periodic external forcing. Here we derive the amplitude and phase relations between the external periodic
signal and the forced oscillations of the excitatory and inhibitory populations.



Let us apply an external periodic forcing to the system (6), with the circular frequency @ and the
complex-valued amplitudes of the oscillatory inputs to the E- and I-populations equal to h?* and h*,
respectively:
dr,
dt

dv 1
&= — (VU (r,, 1, )=V,
- Tva( S0 ywosa D) -V, ) | .

d|N|v|DAa _ 1 ( NMDAa(Re(r) Re(\/ )) NMDAa)

dt TNMDA

= i(rass (U (1 T ) — ra)

ra

osc _ 71AMPA
ua (re’rl’ INMDAa’ )_ ‘]ae

Using the time scale separation, we can assume that: (1) the slow variables |, and I, do
not get entrained by the external forcing (which is reasonable when the forcing frequency is not extremely
low); and (2) for a certain combination (I yoaes Invpai) » the dynamics of the fast variables r,,r,V,,V,
could be represented as harmonic oscillations about the attracting fixed point of the unforced fast subsystem
(r,r V), V) (see (11)) Thus, if we denote the complex-valued amplitudes of the forced firing rate

Aiwt
re_‘]airi + INMDAa/gma +h +h ¢

osculatlons as r?

e ! | 1

A and the complex-valued amplitudes of the forced membrane voltage oscillations as
Ve : ViA then the dynamics of the fast subsystem could be expressed as follows:

r (t) - r (I NMDAe ! NMDA|)+ rA ot
Aniat (17)
V (t) V (I NMDAe ! NMDAl) +V
The dynamics of (r,,r;), defined by the system (16), could be expressed in the matrix form:
d (I’ej M (I’e] |:Cre ( I NMDAe/gme + he + heAeiwt —Ug ) + reo]/rre (18)
i = Wi, + . 1
dt r' r' |:Cri (INMDAi/gmi +hi -i_hiAelwt _ui0)+ri0:|/rri
where
J AMPA 1 —C J
Tre Tre
M, = . (19)
rlJlsMPA _(Crl i +1)
7. T

ri ri

Now we put the expression for r,(t) from (17) into (18) and take into account the fact that
=1, (Iywoser Invoa) 1S the solution of (18) when h” =h* =0. After all cancellations, we get the

following equation for the amplitudes (r,r*):

H reA _ rE e re/Tre
ol )

Using (20), we can find the external amplitudes (h*, h*) that would produce the forced oscillations

e’l

of the firing rate with the amplitudes (r,r"):

h* =2t (i, +1)— IMPA 4 3k (21)
C

ra
osc

As the next step, we want to express the oscillatory part of the total input u,™ as a function of
(r,r™) . Let us put the expression I, (t) =1, (I yuone: Ivoa) + ;€' from (17) and the expression for

h? from (21) into the expression for ug* from (16):



* H * * 1 - H
U (17 + e 1 1R o t) = U, (17,1 ,INMDAa)+C—raA(l+|cor,a)e"”t, (22)
ra

where u (r N INMDAa) is the total input received under a certain state of the slow subsystem, given that

the fast subsystem converged to its steady-state (in the absence of the forcing). Here, we omitted the
dependence of 1., 0N | yones Invoa TOT NOtational simplicity.

Now let us find the how the amplitude of the forced voltage and the forced firing rate are related
V2 and r. Let us put (22) and the expression V, (t) =V, (I yuoses Iavoa) +V, €' from (17) into the

equation for V, from (16). Using the expression (7) for V,*, and taking into account that
A Vss(u(e, -, NMDAa)),weget:

iV = [ Acva (l+|a)2' ) VaA]. (23)
N

ra

Solving (23) with respect to V.* yields:

VA rL'w) (24)
(1+|a)z'Va)

In our analysis, we found it convenient to parametrize our system by r , instead of h*,h*.

The latter pair of parameters could be derived using (21). The relation (24) will be requwed in the next
section, where we express the forcing-induced shift of the time-averaged equilibrium.

F. System with external periodic input: forced shift of the time-averaged equilibrium

In this section, we analyze the influence of the forced oscillations of the fast (r,,r,V,,V,)-

subsystem on the dynamics of the slow (1 uones I nvoai) -SUbSystem due to its non-linearity.

First, let us introduce short notations for the functions that govern the dynamics of the NMDA-
currents (see (6) and (2)):

1 SS
Ga (re7va’ INMDAa) = —( I NMDAa (re’va)_ INMDAa) . (25)

NMDA
Now let us apply the time scale separation and rewrite the equations for the NMDA dynamics

without periodic forcing, substituting the fast variables r,,V, in (25) by the values r, V., towards which

these variables converge at the fast time scale:
dl

" NMDAa. G | ’ | .
dt a( NMDAe NMDAI) , (26)

G;(I NMDAe ! I NMDAi) = Ga (re*(l NMDAe ! I NMDAi)1Vz:(I NMDAe ! I NMDAI )’ I NMDAa)
where 1, ,V. are given by (11).
To account for the effect of the external forcing, we write the equations for the slow dynamics with
r,,V, notequal to r,,V, (asin (26)), but oscillating about r, V., (see (17):
di

NMDAa __ (> 0sC
- Ga (I NMDAe ! INMDAi 7t)

dt , (27)
Ggsc(l ampaes | mpa 1) = G, (re* +|rf ), INMDAa)
where . =argr®, w,, =argV,".
In order to estimate the effect of the forced oscillations on the slow dynamics, we apply the
averaging method (Strogatz, 2015). We introduce the new slow variables Iy,,0,, and Iy,p, that describe

the values of | ,o @nd | yon - FESPECtively, averaged over the forcing period T = 277/ . From the time



scale separation, it follows that T is much smaller than the characteristic time of the slow dynamics.
Consequently, the dynamics of the time-averaged variables T, I o could be expressed as follows:

NMDAe ' * NMDAI
r T+T
dlyvpsa :1

df T -!.Ggsc(INMDAe’ | ioai> t)dt. 8)

Let us write an explicit expression for G.*, using (25) and (27):

osc _
Ga (I NMDAe ! I NMDAI ’t) -

1 : (29)
:—(‘];\(‘eMDAgNMDA( ))( ))_INMDAa)
TNmDA
In order to analytically estimate the integral in (28), let us expand g, about V. :
gNMDA(V )= Z gak (V -V, )
(30)
0. = dgNMDA(Va)
ak av, |
From the expansion (30), we get:
gNMDA( a* ))(re*"' rl )):
: )+ VA )+
o (3D)

) cos(wt +y,,, ) cos(wt +y,, ) +
A 2)

Now we put (31) into (29), omitting the higher-order terms, and calculate the integral in (28). As
we integrate over the period of oscillations, all time-dependent cosine terms cancel out, and we get an
autonomous equation:

)cos® (at +y,, ) +o( r,

dINMDAa_é i i
- — Ya |\ 'nmDAer ' NMDAI

df
g ~ ~ * [~ ~ Da ~e’\7a
G, ( | vione + | nmpai ) =G, ( | ione » o ) + # ' (32)
NMDA
Da(l’e,Va):%JaﬁMDA[Z rA (V, )cose, (v)}

where @, =y, —,, is the phase lag between the voltage and the firing rate oscillations, and 7.,V are
newly introduced variables such that:

R=r (INMDAe’ INMDAl)

V V ( I NMDAe ! i.’NMDAI )

We can consider (r ,K,Ve 171) as a slowly moving “center”, around which the fast subsystem

(33)

oscillates under the external forcing. From now on, we will refer to the (7

siiodes Lvpa ) -SYstem described

TV,
1 e 1

by (32), together with the variables 7

" V that functionally depend on I I as the time-
averaged forced system.

NMDAe®~ NMDAi’



current depends both on the presynaptic firing rate and the postsynaptic voltage, while the second term
(containing

Our numerical results (see the following sections) show that, for the selected parameters, the first term is
much larger than the second one. Thus, the forcing-induced shift of the time-averaged equilibrium is mainly
related to the joint effect of the presynaptic firing rate oscillations and the postsynaptic voltage oscillations,
occurring with a small phase lag between them.

We parametrize our system by r* and r,*, so we want to express D,, D, in the terms of r/*,r.*

o Cva (1 0772)

=1r, , (34)
" (1+ o’tl, )
and the cosines of the phase lags:
A 1+ 2
COS @, = Cosarg —- = @ Trelve
Te \/(1+ a)zr\fe)(1+ a)zrfe)
o (35)
VA (1+@’rm, )cosy, —o(r, —7,)siny,
COS @, = cosarg—4 =
Te \/(1+ a)zr\fi)(1+ a)zfrzi)
where y_ is the angle between r* and r.”.
Taking into account (25) and (26), the steady-states of (32) should satisfy:
INMDAa IlflSMDAa( e’Va(ra))-i_ Da(re’va(r:\)) (36)

r _r (INMDAe’INMDAi)

which is the analog of (13) in the case of the time-averaged forced system. Now let us exclude f and

I NMDAI
and 1,0 » Which is analogous to (15):

=P +Qre NMDAe +Qre NMDAl( e’ rNMDAe)+QreD (I’ V(F(I’e, I~NMDAe )))

| pse = IlflSMDAe (I’ \7 (r ))"’ D, (F v, (F))
where T and 1., are the same function as it was introduced in (14).

Similar to the unforced case, the steady-states of the tlme-averaged forced system could be found

as intersections of the 7 -curve and the INMDA -curve onthe (7,1, )-plane, which are defined by the

firstand the second equations of (37), respectively. Both g,pa @81d Gxypa are positive in the physiological
range of voltages. Also, in the results section we demonstrate that, for the selected parameters,
COS¢,,COS ¢, are also positive. Consequently, both D, and D, are positive. Also, for J2™* being small

from (36), similarly to (14), and get the self-consistent expression for the steady-state values of T,

; (37)

enough, Q < 0. Thus, from (37) and (15), it follows that the ] ,-curve is shifted upwards relatively

to the 1,50, -CUrVe, and the 7 -curve is shifted to the left relatlvely to the r,-curve. In the following

J AMPA

sections, we will demonstrate that in case of =0, such character of the I - and the ;76 -curve

NMDAe
shifts implies that the external forcing always increases the mean firing rates.
Further in this paper, we denote the fixed point of the time-averaged forced system that corresponds

to the fixed point  (r,,ry, Ve, Vigs lnvoaeor Invoaio) O the  initial  system  as

(reo r-IO VeO’V07 INMDABO’ INMDAlO)

G. Stability analysis of the unforced and the periodically forced systems



Let us now investigate the stability conditions for the systems with and without the periodic forcing.
We want to identify conditions under which the periodic forcing changes the time-averaged activity without
destabilizing it.

For the unforced system, we can apply time scale separation and analyze stability of the fast and
the slow subsystems independently. The fast (r,,r,,V.,V,) subsystem is stable when all the eigenvalues of

the matrix M, (given by (19)) have negative real parts. Stability of the slow (I\oaes Invpai) SUbsystem

of the unforced system could be determined by analyzing (26). In the case of J\V™* =0, the slow
subsystem is stable, if:

dGe (I NMDAe) < 0 ) (38)
dl NMDAe INMDAGO
In the case of J,\""™* = 0, one should consider the matrix:
dG; dG,
di dl yoa
M MDA = NMEAe NMIi)AI . (39)
G dG
dl NMDAe dl NMDAI

INMDAeO | NMDAI 0

The slow subsystem is stable if all the eigenvalues of M,,,,, have negative real parts.
Applying the time scale separation to the forced system, its asymptotic dynamics could be
considered as forced oscillations of the fast (I, r;,V,,V;) subsystem around the point (F.,, ;,,V.,,V,,) that

functionally depends on the equilibrium (fNMDAeO,fNMDAiO) of the time-averaged slow subsystem

(Npper T ) - AS the matrix M is constant, stability of the fast subsystem does not depend on the state

of the slow subsystem. Consequently, if the fast subsystem of the unforced system is stable, it is guaranteed
that the forced oscillations will have a finite amplitude (at least in the case when this amplitude is small

enough, so we do not need to take fixed points other than (Ioae0: Invoaio) N0 CONsideration).
The stability conditions for the time-averaged forced slow subsystem are similar to (38) and (39).
For J)V™* =0 we get:

déef I~NMDAe)

—= e <0, (40)
dl NMDAe I~NMDAeO
and for JiE‘MDA # 0 we require the real parts of the eigenvalues of the following matrix to be negative:
dG, dG,
. Alore A uwons
M \wioa = NM~DA NhﬁDA : (41)

dG, dG,

dlose  Alwoai i i
NMDAe0 » ' NMDAI 0

We should note that the time-averaged forced system may have no equilibria (i.e. the , -curve and

the fNMDAe -curve do not intersect). In this case, the conditions (40) and (41) are, obviously, not applicable,

and the system diverges.
Let us transform the stability conditions (38) and (40) to a form that is suitable for further

geometrical analysis. We can use the expressions (26) and (25) for G: and G, to explicitly write down the
derivative dG /dl 0,  then apply the chain rule: d/dlyon = (d/dre)-(dre*/leMDAe), and take into

account that, according to (11), dr; /dl 0. = Q. - The same procedure could be applied to dée/d fNMDAe



, with the exception that Ge differs from G: by the function D, . As the result, the derivatives in (38) and
(40) could be expressed as:

dG:(INMDAe) _ 1 1+ dl'f‘SMDAe(re'\Z!(re))| _Qe
dl NMDAe | \MDACO NMDA dre r *
- *0 . (42)
dée(r e) 1 d ss =\ (F F\/ (¥ e
dr—NMDA - —1+d—~(|NMDAe (%.V,(%))+D,(F.V, (re))) QL
NMDAe  |fo.0  CNMDA i re £
For JAY™ being small enough, QF, > 0. Consequently, taking into account (42), the stability conditions

(38) and (40) (that correspond to the case JN"™* = 0) could be rewritten as follows:

dIEISMDAe(re’\Za(re))| <i
dr, Q.
fo _ (43)
d ss F\/ r r 1
P (INMDAe(re’ve(re))+DE(re’ve(re)))~ <Qe

We further discuss (43) in the results section, where we consider the system with JN"°* = 0; we

also provide geometrical interpretation for these conditions in terms of positions of the r,, T, | \\ione » | nvioae

-curves on the phase plane. In the subsequent results sections, where we consider the case of J\“™* =0,
we check the stability conditions (39) and (41) numerically.

I11. PARAMETER SELECTION AND VALIDATION
A. Parameter selection

In this section, we briefly describe the selection of the primary parameters of our model, as well as
calculation of the parameters derived from the primary ones.

In this work, we are mainly interested in the effect of the recurrent synaptic weights on the system’s
ability to change its time-averaged steady state under external forcing. To separate this effect from possible
influence of the unforced steady state change caused by changes in the synaptic weights, we a priori select
the steady state of the unforced system and then vary the synaptic weights, automatically re-tuning the

external input strengths for each combination of the weights in such way that the pre-selected steady-state
is kept constant. More precisely, we fixed (i.e. set a priori) the total mean inputs u,,,U;, and the total input
2

xe!

variances o, o , and calculated the external mean inputs h,, h and the external input variances o7, o,

e’

as functions of the total input parameters and of the synaptic weights.

The same was done for the oscillatory part of the external input: we fixed the amplitudes reA

A
1
of the forced oscillations of the excitatory and inhibitory populations, as well as the phase lag y, between

them, and then we derived the amplitudes |h.

.‘hiA‘ of external oscillations delivered to the populations

(and the corresponding phases) as functions of reA

,‘riA‘ ,7, and of the synaptic weights.

S

The linearization coefficients C,,,¢,, that define the slopes of r*°,V.*° at u_, given o, (see (8)

) were derived from simulations of individual leaky integrate-and-fire (LIF) neurons (one excitatory and
one inhibitory). These LIF neurons were described by the following parameters: the membrane time

constant 7, the resting potential E _,, the spiking threshold V;h , the reset voltage V, . We performed
simulations for values of u, close to U, obtained numerical estimations of r*°(u,),V.*°(u,) for each
of them, and then calculated C,,,C,, using these estimations. Also, we performed similar simulations for

u, =u,, and calculated CV values CV,, from the obtained spike trains.



In order to find population time constants z,, and z,,,, we considered a population of uncoupled

LIF neurons with the corresponding parameters. We delivered a small input step that shifted the total input

from u,,, and measured the dynamics r,(t) and V,(t) that the network demonstrated in response to this

input step. Then we fitted r,(t) and V,(t) with exponential functions, from which we obtained the

constants 7z, and 7,,,.

The aforementioned procedures of parameter derivation are described in more details in the
Appendix.

To pursue our analysis and make clear the role of the non-linear NMDA synaptic currents, we
considered two models. The first model (Model 1) contained NMDA currents on the excitatory neurons

only ( jo™°* =0), and the second model (Model 2) contained NMDA currents both on the excitatory and

the inhibitory neurons ( j,; " # 0). The parameters of both models were selected in such way that provided
realistic mode of operation, as well as existence and stability of the time-averaged forced equilibrium. The
synaptic weight ]l./:MP 4 was decreased in the Model 2 (compared to the Model 1) in order to demonstrate

that the fast subsystem could be made more excitable in the presence of the slow NMDA inhibition without
loss of stability (which leads to a more pronounced forcing-induced shift of the mean excitatory firing rate).

Al the primary parameters of the Models 1 and 2 models, except of j-"** and j """, are the same.
During the selection of parameters, we used the following convenient property of our system: one

can note that the 7, .-curve does not depend on the fast synaptic weights Jo"™*, J2"™*, J;, J;;. Thus,

we were able to control the fixed point of the time-averaged forced system by changlng the fast synaptic
weights (at the same time automatically adjusting the external inputs, as described above). Change of the

fast weights caused “rotation” of the 7 -curve around the unforced equmbrlum (o, I ympaeo) » NOt affecting
the J

NMDAe 02" NMDAe0
The primary parameters are listed in the Table 1; the derived parameters, as well as characteristics
of equilibria are listed in the Table 2.

NMDA

ei?

-curve, so the position of the time-averaged forced equilibrium (7 , 7 ) was easy to predict.

Table 1. Primary parameters

K, 800 Tre 20 ms U, -67.25 mV
K, 200 T 10 ms Ui, -65.25 mV
TAMDA 200 ms Orme = O 100 puS/cm? O 142 mv
jah 0mv V=V -70 mV Cio 13 mv
jamoA 0.15 pA/em? VARSIVAL -55 mV w/2x 20 Hz
J, -1 mv E.=E, -70 mv r’ 10 Hz
J, 0mv I 5 Hz
Ve 0
Model 1 jaMPA 0.117 mV Model2 JaMeA 0.06 mV
JMeA 0 pA/cm? jaMeA 0.003 nA/cm?
Table 2. Derived parameters and characteristics of equilibria
o 24.2 Hz V., -75.06 mV CV,, 1.1
' 29.5 Hz V,, -69.93 mV CV, 0.9
C. 1021.2 I, 6.2 ms v, 2.37 mV
c, 3528.9 T, 2.8'ms V4| 0.60 mV
Cye 0.506 Tye 7.9 ms oS @, 0.993




C 0.454 T 4.4 ms cos ¢ 0.986
Model 1

h,, -69.79 mV o, 11.94 mV | \voeo 19.07 pA/cm?

h, -17.86 mV o 9.12mV | \wioaio 0 pA/cm?

h? 25.53 mV argh? 0.16

Ih?| 7.96 mV arg h* 3.08

P, 27 Hz V., 7431 mV @ \vbrco 23 pA/em?

, 39 Hz V, -68.71 mV  \ioaio 0 pA/cm?
Model 2

h,, -69.79 mV O 11.94 mV | e 19.07 pA/cm?

h, -12.03 mV oy 9.17 mV | \mioaio 0.52 pA/cm?

h2 25.53 mV argh? 0.16

Ih?| 3.42 mV argh” 3.00

Py 36.8 Hz /s 7173 mV lvioco 36.27 pA/em?

% 70.9 Hz vV, -64.61 mV [ \oaio 1.08 pA/cm?

B. Parameter validation

In this section, we demonstrate that the parameters we selected are physiologically plausible and
lead to realistic behavior of the system.

Post-synaptic potentials produced by activation of the fast receptors are given by the synaptic
weights JAVPA, JAMPA § . J. . Post-synaptic potentials produced by the NMDA receptors activation are
equal to 1.16 mV for the E-E connections and to 0.026 mV for the E-I connection. All these value lie in the
physiological range roughly below 1.5 mV.

In our model, we define the external inputs by their mean values h,, and standard deviations o,
However, the inputs in real networks are represented not by continuous signal but by spike trains. Let us
assume that neurons from a population a receive K, excitatory and K inhibitory external inputs which

have the synaptic weights equal to J_,, J.; and the presynaptic firing rates equal to r,, respectively.
We want to check whether it is possible to select reasonable values for the aforementioned parameters of
the external inputs that provide the values of h , and o, that we used in the model. One of the appropriate
combinations of these parameters is the following:
K. = K;; =4000, K. =K;=1000, r,=r;=25Hz, rj=r'=5Hz, J,=044mV,
J:=157TmV, J; =0.62mV, J; =1.6mV . We suggest that these parameters fall into physiologically
reasonable range of values.

As we use linearized versions of the gain functions in our model, the firing rates could, in principle,
become negative, which is non-sense. However, we fix the steady-state and the amplitude of the induced
oscillations in such way that it does not happen. Specifically, the minimal firing rate for the excitatory /

ae’ al'

inhibitory population during the oscillations (T,
Hz / 34 Hz in the Model B.

The values of CV (numerically obtained from the simulations of individual LIF neurons) at the
unforced steady-state (I, F,V.,Vigs | nmpaeos |nmvoaio) @re equal to 1.1 for the excitatory neurons and 0.9

for the inhibitory neurons, which corresponds to Poisson-like spiking that is experimentally observed for
most of the cortical neurons. Values of CV under external forcing are not fully tractable, as the spike trains
are partially modulated by oscillations. However, we can consider a system that has the equilibrium state

(¥ IO,Veo,V,O,INMDAeo,NNMDA,O) in the presence of purely asynchronous input with appropriately




increased mean. For the parameters of the Model A, the CV in such system equals to 1.1 for the excitatory
neurons and 0.9 for the inhibitory neurons; for the parameters of the Model B, the CV values of the
excitatory and inhibitory neurons are equal to 1.0 and 0.8, respectively. From this, we can conclude that the
equilibrium shift produced by the external forcing does not move the system out of the physiologically
plausible region of asynchronous firing.

The difference between the spiking threshold and the time-averaged forced equilibrium voltage for

the excitatory / inhibitory neurons (Vath —\7a0) equals to 19.3 mV /13.7 mV in the Model A and to 16.7 mV

/9.6 mV in the Model B. These values are large compared to the amplitudes [\/aA of the forced voltage

oscillations (2.37 mV for the excitatory neurons and 0.6 mV for the inhibitory neurons). Consequently,
even during peaks of oscillations, the neurons are well below the spiking threshold, so spiking is driven by
random fluctuations of the input and not by oscillations themselves. Furthermore, the ratio between the
firing rate amplitude and its time-averaged equilibrium for the excitatory / inhibitory neurons

(I} /Fao ) equals to 0.37/0.13 in the Model A and 0.27/0.07 in the Model B. The values for the excitatory

population (0.37 and 0.27) are larger than usually observed experimentally, however, they still suggest that
the system is far from unrealistic oversynchronization and all-or-none spiking pattern driven by oscillations.
In summary, the system demonstrates hallmarks of the sparsely synchronous regime characterized by
moderate periodic firing rate modulation and irregular fluctuation-driven spiking of individual neurons
which is believed to be typical for oscillatory cortical networks.

IV. ANALYSIS OF SYSTEM WITH NMDA SYNAPSES ON THE EXCITATORY
POPULATION ONLY (MODEL 1)

In this chapter, we analyze the system with NMDA-receptors located on the excitatory neurons
only (Jywmoai =0). First, we plot the r,- and 1,5, -Curves and discuss their relation to existence and

stability of the equilibrium in the time-averaged forced system. Next, we confirm the predictions of the
phase-plane analysis by a direct simulation of the system. Finally, we discuss relations between the forcing-
induced shift of the equilibrium and the parameters of the model.

A. Phase-plane analysis

Given the condition J,ox; -curves of the unforced

system are expressed as follows:
_ e
re - Pre +QreINMDAe
ss 7 !
| vpae = T rnvipae (re Ve (re ))

and the similar equations (37) for the - and |
expressed as follows:

f. =P +Qree|NMDAe
Inwiore = Timose (Fe’Ve (ﬁe)) +D, (re Ve (re))
From (44) and (45), it is seen that the r,- and T, -curves are identical and both represented by a

straight line.
In the Fig. 1(a), the phase plane is shown: the solid black line represents the r, /7 -curve, the solid

=0, the equations (15) for the r,-and |

NMDAe

(44)

nvipae -cuUrves of the time-averaged forced system could be

(45)

blue line represents the | -curve, and the solid red line represents the I -curve. The point S, is

NMDAe NMDAe

the equilibrium (Iy, | yupaeo) OF the unforced system, and S, is the equilibrium (F.y, Tyypaeo) OF the time-

averaged forced system. The unstable fixed point of the time-averaged forced system is denoted by §1. A

zoomed in region of the phase plane containing the equilibrium points is presented in the Figure 1B (this
region is denoted by the grey rectangle in the Figure 1A). The dashed red line is the tangent line to the

| \wiose -CUrVe that passes through S, (the tangency point at the |y,,5. -CUrve is denoted by A). The
importance of this line is discussed below.



Now we provide a simple geometrical interpretation for stability of the slow subsystem of the
unforced system. Taking a look at the stability condition given by the first inequality in (43), one can see

that its right-hand part defines the slope of the r, / I, -curve, while the left-hand part defines the slope of the
line tangent to the I, -CUrVe at S, (see the equations (44) for the r,/F, - and the I, -CUTVES).
Consequently, the slow unforced subsystem is stable at S, if the re/l’e -curve (solid black line in the Figure
1B) goes steeper than the 1,,,,. -curve (solid blue line in the Figure 1B) at S,. Also, from this condition

it follows that, if S, is stable, then .y >T.; (as the I, -CUrve goes above the |, -curve), i.e. the

forcing has an excitatory effect on the system.
Similarly, from the second inequality in (43) (which provides the stability condition for the time-

averaged forced slow subsystem), one can see that its right-hand part, again, defines the slope of the T, / T,

-curve, and the left-hand part defines the slope of the line tangent to the |,,,,,, -CUrve at §0 (see the
equations (45) for the r, / I, - and the fNMDAe -curves). Thus, the time-averaged forced slow subsystem is

stable at §0 , if the re/l’e -curve (solid black line in the Figure 1B) goes steeper than the fNMDAe -curve (solid

red line in the Figure 1B) at §0.
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FIG 1. (a) Part of the phase plane with ., 7., | \yones umose -CUTVeS for Model 1. (b) Zoomed in region of
interest (denoted in the panel A by the grey rectangle). Solid black line - r, /f, -curve; solid blue lines -



| \ope -CUrVe; solid red lines - Ty, -CUTVE; S, S, - equilibria of the unforced and the time-averaged
forced systems, respectively; §1 - unstable fixed point of the time-averaged forced system. Red dashed

line - tangent line to the I,,,, -CUrve containing S;; A - the corresponding tangency point.

The condition for existence of the time-averaged forced equilibrium §0 could be geometrically
formulated as follows. The dynamics of the forced system is bounded only if the r, / I, -curve intersects
with the fNMDAe -curve, i.e. the r,/f, -curve should go steeper than the line passing through S, and tangent

to the Ty,,00 -CUTVE (the latter is represented by the dashed red line (S,A) in the Figure 1B). As we make

AMPA
e ' ‘]ei

), the angle of the

the fast subsystem more excitable (by increasing J"™*,J. or decreasing J.

r, /. -curve decreases, and eventually this curve coincides with the (S,A) line, which corresponds to the
saddle-node bifurcation in the time-averaged forced system (the stable fixed point §0 merges with the
unstable fixed point §1 at the point A). With the further increase of excitability, the fixed points §0 and

§1 disappear, and the dynamics of the forced system diverges.

B. Numerical simulations of the low-dimensional system

To confirm the predictions of the geometrical analysis, we performed numerical simulation of the
system described by (16). Simulation was performed during T =10swith the time step At=0.1ms.

Periodic external forcing was turned on at t, .. =200 ms.

Results of the simulation are presented in the Figure 2; top panel represents the firing rate traces,
and the bottom panel — the membrane voltage traces (in both cases, the real part is shown). Red traces
correspond to the excitatory population and the blue traces — to the inhibitory population. Thin solid lines

represent the simulated dynamics and demonstrate forced oscillations for t >t . Thick solid lines
represent the simulated traces smoothed with 250-ms time window. Thick dashed lines represent

predictions obtained from the geometrical analysis. We can see that the averaged simulated traces approach
the values that are very close to the predicted ones.
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FIG 2. Results of simulation of Model 1. Red: excitatory population; blue: inhibitory population.
Thin solid lines - simulated traces; thick solid lines — simulated traces averaged over 250 ms; thick dashed
lines — predictions of the graphical analysis.

C. Dependence of the steady-state shift on parameters

In this section, we analytically describe how certain parameters of the system affect the forced-
induced shift of the time-averaged equilibrium.
Let us rewrite the system (45) in the following form:

{TNMDAe = (I’e —Pe )/Q:e = p(i:e’g)
rNMDAe = IlflsMDAe (Fe’\Te (re))+ D, (re'\7e(r-e)) = q(r’e,é) ,
where & ={@} is a vector of parameters that define the functions p and . The steady-state f;, of the
time-averaged forced system is given by the equation:

p(reo’ 5) = Q(reo 1 5) : (47)

If a parameter @, is such that q depends on it, but p does not, then the dependence of [, on 6,
could be obtained from the following expression:

o, g (ap 6qj

(46)

06, 06,/ \ o, or,
As we mentioned in the previous section, if T, is stable (which is the case of interest), then the

(48)

term in the denominator of the right-hand part of (48) is positive. Consequently, as &, grows, sign of change
of f,and g is the same.
Using (2), (32), and (34), we can express ¢ as follows:



A
e

e 9w (\7e (I’e))COS P+

e

where o, = [q,a (1+ 0z, )J/[cra (1+ 0z, )] .

One can see that q grows with J V™

q= Je“eMDA[gNMDA (Ve(R))F, +% Al G on (ve(fe))fe]

(49)

can conclude that f, also grows as J ;"""

On the other hand, if p depends on a parameter &, , but g does not, the the dependence of I, on
6. could be obtained from the expression:

o,
Top_ B jl®_A1 (50)
06, 06/ \or, or,
Consequently, T, grows with 6, as p decreases with &, , and vice versa.
Using (12), we can calculate the derivatives of p by the fast synaptic weights:
op o
W = _(reO - reO) gme
ap _ (Feo _reo)gmecrl‘]ei
8‘1 i?MPA (1+ Crl ||)
= AMPA (51)
ap :(reo eO)gme rIJ
8‘Jei (1+ Cr| ||)
ap _ (Feo - r-eO ) gmeCrl‘]el‘Jlle-\MPA
a‘Jii - (1+ CI‘I u)

Using the fact that [, >I,, when both T, and r,, are stable, be can conclude from (51) that 1,

increases with J2V™ J. (i.e. when self-excitation in the system gets stronger), and decreases with

JAMPACJ . (i.e. when self-inhibition gets stronger).

As we have seen, the requirement of stability of the time-averaged forced system strongly limits
the possible shift of the excitatory firing rate produced by the external forcing. However, the shift of the

inhibitory firing rate could be made sufficiently large. Using (11) for | on = lnvoaeo @nd
Iumvpae = | nvioaeo » WE Can express the firing rate shifts as follows:
i“NMDAeO I NMDAe0 ) (52)
NMDAeO I NMDAe0 )
Consequently, the |nh|b|t0ry firing rate shift could be derived from the excitatory firing rate shift:
. Qi /o
fio —fio = QZ' (reo - reo)- (53)
re

If we increase JAM™ and decrease J; is such way that the product J-*J does not change

(and also adjust the external inputs in order to keep U, U, 05,05, I, 1™ constant, as it was described

above), then Q7 will increase, while Q, and T, will stay the same . Consequently, by increasing J "™

(with the corresponding adjustment of other parameters), we can make the deviation F,, —r;, as large as we

want.

V. ANALYSIS OF SYSTEM WITH NMDA SYNAPSES ON THE EXCITATORY AND
INHIBITORY POPULATIONS (MODEL 2)



In this section, we analyze the Model 2 that contains NMDA receptors both on the excitatory and
inhibitory neurons. First, we note that the excitatory-to-inhibitory (E-I) NMDA coupling J " is much

weaker in the model than the excitatory-to-excitatory (E-E) NMDA coupling J P4 s0 the main effect of

the external forcing on the system is still excitatory. The role of the E-1 NMDA coupling here is to make
the system more robust, which allows the fast subsystem to be more excitable without having divergent
dynamics in the presence of the external forcing. In the Model 2, the fast subsystem was made more

excitable compared to the Model 1 by decreasing the E-1 AMPA coupling J "™,

"
i
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FIG 3. Part of the phase plane with I, £, | uose» |nupae -CUTVes for the Model 2. Solid black line -
I, -curve; dashed black line - [, -curve; solid blue line - 1, -curve; solid red line - 1,5, -CUrve;

S,, S, - equilibria of the unforced and the time-averaged forced systems, respectively.

A. Phase-plane analysis

The phase plane for the Model 2 is presented in the Figure 3. The legend is the same as in the Figure
1A (which represents the same picture for the Model 1), with the difference that the [, -curve now differs

from the r, -curve; the [, -curve is represented in the Figure 3 by the dashed black line, and the r, -curve is

represented by the solid black line.
Comparing the Figures 1 and 3, one can see two major differences between the Model 1 and the

Model 2. First, as it was demonstrated above, the [, -curve for the Model 1 is a straight line, while this curve

for the Model 2 is concave. Consequently, the position of the time-averaged forced equilibrium §0 in the

Model 1 is limited by the point, denoted in the Figure 1B as A (which is the point on the [,,y,. -Curve

such that the line (S,A) is tangent to the I,,,oa, -CUrve); at the same time, there is no such limitation in the
Model 2.
The second difference is that in the Model 1 the unstable fixed point §1 of the time-averaged forced

system exists near the equilibrium point §0 , while in the Model 2 the T, -curve quickly goes away from the

I \mpae ~CUrVE in the region above §0, so there is no unstable point §1 near §0. Thus, we expect that no

saddle-fold bifurcation (and, consequently, no divergent dynamics) will occur if we make the fast
subsystem more excitable (as we observed in the Model 1). In the following section, we demonstrate that
it is indeed the case, and that the system loses its stability via Hopf bifurcation, and starts to generate very
slow oscillations.



We should note that stability of S, and S, for the case of J"™ 0 does not follow from simple

geometrical considerations, so it should be checked explicitly by numerically calculating the eigenvalues
of the matrices given by the expressions (39) and (41). We did it for the Model 2, and confirmed that both

S, and S, are stable.

(0ie Firing rate, Hz

Membrane voltage, mV

62

B4

66 -

68 [

-70

72 I ol

T4

76 [

-78

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000

——  Excitatory Time, ms
— Inhibitory

FIG 4. Results of simulation of Model 2. Red: excitatory population; blue: inhibitory population.
Thin solid lines - simulated traces; thick solid lines — simulated traces averaged over 250 ms; thick dashed
lines — predictions of the graphical analysis.

B. Numerical simulations of the low-dimensional system

We confirmed the predictions of the geometrical analysis for the Model 2 by numerical simulation
of the system (16), using the same simulation parameters as we did for the simulation of the Model 1. The
results of simulation are represented in the Figure 4; the legend is the same as in the Figure 2.

One can see that the simulation results are in the good agreement with the predictions; however the
prediction error is a bit larger than for the Model 1. This error is caused by the fact that the prediction is
obtained using time scale separation which assumes the infinite ratio between the slow and the fast time
scales, while in our system this ratio is, obviously, finite. To prove that the error is caused by the finite time

scale ratio, we increased 7, (making it eight times larger) and proportionally decreased JNV>*, JNVPA

(making them eight times smaller), so J V™%, J™P* did not change (see (5)), and the predicted shift was

the same as for the Model 2. Simulation of the modified model (see Appendix) demonstrated almost perfect
match with the prediction.

C. Dependence of the steady-state shift on parameters

In this section we numerically explore dependence of the forced-induced shift of the time-averaged
equilibrium Ar,, =T, —r,, on certain parameters of the system having NMDA receptors both on the

e

excitatory and the inhibitory population.



The dependence of Ar,, on the slow synaptic weights J 2", 33V

is presented in the Fig. 5(a),
on the external forcing amplitudes reA, riA — in the Fig. 5 (b), on the fast excitatory synaptic weights

AMPA AMPA
‘J ee ! ‘] ie

— in the Fig. 6(a), on the fast inhibitory synaptic weights — in the Fig. 6(b). The borders of

instability of the unforced slow subsystem are denoted by the black lines; of the unforced fast subsystem —
by the green lines; of the time-averaged forced system — by the red lines.
Fig. 5,6 suggest that Ar,, increases with J V™%, JAYPA 3. (i.e. when there is more excitation in

1
the system) and decreases with J\V'°*, JAMPA 13 (i.e. when there is more inhibition in the system). Also,

ei
Ar,, increases with reA (i.e. when the excitatory population is more activated by the external forcing) and
decreases with riA (i.e. when the inhibitory population is more activated by the external forcing).

It is seen that the maximal Ar,, is always observed near the borders of instability of the slow

subsystem. The time-averaged forced system becomes unstable as J"™*, 32V, J.,r increase and

in'e
JMPA JAMPA (g r” decrease. The unforced slow subsystem becomes unstable as JNV°A, JAVPA g

' Yee
increase and JMP*, J AVPA
AMPA
‘]ee

,J,; decrease. The unforced fast subsystem becomes unstable for very large

values of J LV

J AMPA
ie

and for combinations of very moderately large values of and very small values of

. Interestingly, there is an optimal combination of JZ"°*, J ™" for which the maximal Ar,, is
reached [see Fig. 5 (a)].
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FIG 5. Dependence of the forcing-induced shift of the time-averaged equilibrium Ar,, on the following
parameters: (a) the slow synaptic weights J V™%, J"M°* ' (b) the external forcing amplitudes r*, r*. Black

line: the border of stability of the unforced slow subsystem; red line: the border of stability of the time-
averaged forced system. The instability region is filled by the dark-blue color.
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following parameters: (a) the fast excitatory synaptic weights , (b) the fast inhibitory synaptic

weights J;,J;; . Black line: the border of stability of the unforced slow subsystem; red line: the border of

stability of the time-averaged forced system; green line: the border of stability of the unforced fast
subsystem. The instability region is filled by the dark-blue color.
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FIG. 7. (a,b) Bifurcation diagram of the time-averaged forced system. Horizontal axis: J , Vertical

axis: J2MPA. Black line ABCD: saddle-node bifurcations; B and C are the cusp points. Red line CG: Hopf

bifurcations. Green line: Focus-to-node transitions. The point E is the intersection between CG and AB. In
the region to the left of the blue line, the unforced system is unstable. Horizontal lines: the probed values

of JVMPA; they are denoted by the numbers 1 — 9 at the right parts of the panels. (c,d) Blue / grey lines:

one-dimensional (1-D) bifurcation diagrams (dependence of the time-averaged forced [, equilibria on

NMDA

AMPA
‘] ei e

) for various values of J, . Diagrams are marked by the numbers that correspond to horizontal

lines in the Fig. 7(a). Solid lines: an equilibrium is stable; dashed lines: unstable. Blue color: the unforced
equilibrium is stable; grey color: unstable. Superimposed thick lines: an equilibrium is a focus. Red line
CG connects all Hopf bifurcation points; black line ABCD connects all saddle-node points; the meaning of

A,B,C,D,G is the same as in the Fig. 7(a). E1, E> — points on the Ab and CG lines, respectively, at J 5"
value that corresponds to the point E in the Fig. 7(a). The numbers 1 — 9 in the left and the right parts of the
panels correspond to the numbers in the Fig. 7(a,b) and link the curves with the selected J "™ levels.

Now we describe the dependence of the system’s behavior on the slow E-I NMDA coupling weight
J P4 and on the excitability of the fast subsystem (varied via the fast E-I AMPA coupling weight .J ****
). We analyzed the bifurcations that occur in the time-averaged forced system when and are
varied and explored the consequences of these bifurcations for the ability to excite the system by external

T NMDA T AMPA
Jie Jie



periodic forcing without destabilizing it. The main purpose of this analysis is to define how strongly the
equilibrium could be shifted by the external forcing without loss of stability under various parameter
combinations.

In the Fig. 7(a), the two-dimensional (2-D) bifurcation diagram for the time-averaged forced system

is presented, with J**"* on the horizontal axis and J*** on the vertical axis. In the Fig. 7(b), a region
of the diagram is zoomed in. The region to the left of the blue line in the Fig. 7(a,b) corresponds to instability
of the unforced equilibrium r,;, and it is irrelevant for our analysis. The black line corresponds to saddle-

node bifurcations: two fixed points merge and disappear as the line AB or BC is crossed from the right to
the left, and as the line BC is crossed from the left to the right. In the region above the green line in the Fig.
7(a,b), one of the fixed points is a focus, so the system demonstrates either damped or sustained slow
oscillations. This focus is stable to the right of the red line CG and unstable to the left of it; the red line CG
itself corresponds to the supercritical Hopf bifurcations. The Intersection of the AB and CG lines is denoted
by E.

To provide deeper understanding of the system’s behavior, we fixed J IQ’MDA at various levels and

analyzed how the fixed points of the system depend on ]:MP 4. The values of jiZMD”‘ we used are shown

in the Fig. 7(a,b) by horizontal lines and marked by numbers. The corresponding one-dimensional
(1-D) bifurcation diagrams are shown in the Fig. 7(c) by the blue / grey lines [and marked by the same

numbers as in the Fig. 7(a,b)], with J;’M” “ on the horizontal axis, and the steady-state values of 7 on the

vertical axis. A region of interest of the Figure 5(c) is shown in more detail in the Fig. 7(d). Stable parts of
the diagrams in the Fig. 7(c,d) are represented by solid lines, and the unstable parts — by dashed lines.
Superimposed transparent thick lines denote parts of the diagrams that correspond either to stable or

unstable foci. A diagram parts have grey color if they are located in the range of .J**** values for which

the unforced system is unstable. All points of saddle-node bifurcations are connected by the black line, and
all points of Hopf bifurcations — by the red line; the points A,B,C,D,G have the same meaning as in the Fig.
7(a,b). Please note that point E in the Fig. 7(a,b) is not a codimension 2 bifurcation, because the lines AB
and CG correspond to bifurcations that occur on the different branches of 1-D diagrams. In the Fig. 7(d),

the bifurcation points on the two stable branches for the JAV™* value that corresponds to the point E, are
denoted by E; and Eo.

For all ngDA values below the cusp point B [see lines 1 — 6 in the Fig. 7(a)], the corresponding 1-
D diagrams contain a stable branch that terminates by a saddle-node bifurcation [see the lowest parts of the
diagrams 1 — 6 in the Fig. 7(c,d) that are located below the black line AB]. For J** values below the
cusp point C [lines 1 and 2 in the Fig. 7(a)], this is the only stable branch of the 1-D diagram. From the Fig.
7(c,d), one can see that the lower branches go up as J;MP 4 decreases. Consequently, the maximal values

of i;e() for the diagrams 1 and 2 are achieved at the j:MPA values that correspond to saddle-node bifurcation;
these maximal 1760 values lie on the black line AB.

For JNMP* values between the cusp points C and B [lines 4 — 6 in the Fig. 7(a)], the corresponding
1-D diagrams still contain the aforementioned lower stable branch, but, in addition to that, a part of another
branch with higher [ is also stable; in the Fig. 7(c,d), these stable branch parts are located between the
black line BC and the red line CG. Bistability occurs for combinations of JY"°* and J“™ that lie in the

region CEB in the Fig. 7(a,b). In principle, forced oscillations may cause the system settle onto the upper
stable branch, but our numerical simulations demonstrated that in most cases the lower branch is selected
(however, a counter-example is presented in the Appendix). Furthermore, the bistability region CEB is very
narrow, so, even if selection of the upper branch is possible, it requires extremely fine tuning of parameters.

For JMP* values below the point E [lines 4 and 5 in the Fig. 7(a)], the Hopf bifurcation line CG
(red) in the Fig. 7(a,b) lies to the right of the saddle-node bifurcation line AB (black). Accordingly, as
JAMPA- decreases, the upper stable branch of the 1-D diagram [see diagrams 4 and 5 in the Fig. 7(c,d)] loses
its stability (crossing the red line CG) before the lower stable branch disappears (crossing the black line



AB). Consequently, if we assume that the upper branch is never selected under bistable conditions, than the
maximal values of T, that could be reached by varying J2"™ are, again, located on the AB line.

e

For JNP values between the points E and B [line 6 in the Figure 5(a)], the Hopf line CG goes to

the left of the saddle-node line AB. In this case, as JA"™* decreases, the lower stable branch of the 1-D
diagram [see diagram 6 in the Fig. 7(c,d)] disappears (crossing the black line AB), but for even smaller
JAMPA values, the upper stable branch still exists, until it loses stability via Hopf bifurcation (crossing the
red line CG). Consequently, the maximal values of T, that could be achieved by varying JA"™
on the CG line.

For JY™P* values above the cusp point C [lines 8 and 9 in the Fig. 7(a)], only one stable branch of
the 1-D diagram exists [see diagrams 8 and 9 in the Fig. 7(c,d)]; this branch loses its stability via Hopf

bifurcation as J2“™* decreases (crossing the red line CG). The maximal values of T, that could be

e
AMPA
e

, are located

achieved by varying J ; , are, again, located on the CG line.

In summary, we can distinguish two regions of ];VMDA values, based on the location of the maximal

 , that could be achieved by varying .J ***. First, for a J " value below the point E in the Fig. 7(a,b),

the maximal iﬂ'e , Is achieved at the value of ];MP “ that corresponds to the saddle-node bifurcation that

terminates the lower stable branch of the 1-D diagram at its left side [see diagrams 1 — 5 in the Fig. 7(c,d)].
All such 7 values are located on the curve AE: in the Fig. 7(d). Second, for a ];VMDA value above the

that corresponds to the Hopf

point E in the Fig. 7(a,b), the maximal 7 is achieved at the value of ]ijMPA

bifurcation [see diagrams 6,7 in the Fig. 7(c,d)]. All such 1760 values are located on the red line E2G in the

Fig. 7(d). Thus, the dashed line AE:E,G in the Fig. 7(d) defines maximal 1760 values that could be, in

principle, achieved by the external forcing without destabilizing the system. As one can see, the largest of
these values is reached at the point E»; this value corresponds to the firing rate shift (relatively to the
unforced equilibrium) that is equal to approximately 20 Hz.

VI. CONCLUSION

Numerous theoretical concepts of neural processing (e.g., selectivity to certain information) are
formulated in terms of average firing rates. At the same time, brain activity demonstrates collective
oscillatory patterns that correlate with functional states, task requirements and behavioral features. In order
to build a theory that reconciles rate-based neural coding with functional role of oscillations in computations
and information routing, one should consider a non-linear mechanism that converts oscillatory power into
tonic firing rate shifts. In this paper, we explored a potential role that NMDA-synapses with non-linear
behavior could play in shifting of the average level of population activity in the presence of external
oscillatory input. We considered an excitatory-inhibitory population model with the population firing rates,
mean membrane voltages, and NMDA-currents as the dynamical variables. NMDA-current depended both
on presynaptic firing rate and postsynaptic voltage. In order to delineate the NMDA-related effects from
the effects of non-linearity of spike generation mechanism, we linearized the dependences of the firing rate
and the mean voltage on the synaptic input about the unperturbed equilibrium of the system.

We applied the time scale separation and the time-averaging method, which allowed us to
analytically derive expressions for the mean firing rate shift, induced by the oscillatory input to the system.
Under realistic model parameters, we found that such shift is mostly produced by joint effect of the
presynaptic firing rate and the postsynaptic voltage oscillations occurring almost in phase, and not by the
non-linear dependence of NMDA-current on the postsynaptic voltage. Our analytical predictions were
confirmed by direct numerical simulations.

We considered two models. In the Model 1, NMDA receptors were located exclusively on the
excitatory neurons, while in the Model 2, they were located both on the excitatory and the inhibitory
neurons. Using phase plane analysis based on our analytical results, we geometrically proved that the
oscillation-induced firing rate shift is strongly limited by stability requirements in the Model 1. Adding
even very weak NMDA input to the inhibitory population allows to overcome this limitation and achieve
pronounced firing rate shift (up to 20 Hz) without destabilizing the system. Finally, we explored the



parameter space and found optimal regions of parameters (NMDA input weights to both populations,
AMPA input weight to the inhibitory population), in which the strongest firing rate could be achieved under
the same amplitude of the entrained oscillations.

It is clear that many neural processes could potentially link oscillatory activity to mean firing rate
modulations. As the examples, one could propose non-linearity of spike generation, non-linear behavior of
various slow voltage-dependent ion channels, transition between spiking and bursting, or synaptic
plasticity. Furthermore, the character of such link should critically depend on microconnectivity patterns.
Nevertheless, the NMDA-based mechanism that we proposed here is rather general and should play certain
role in oscillatory-induced firing rate shifts alongside with other potential mechanisms in most neural
configurations. However the extent to which the NMDA-related non-linearity is involved in these shifts is
a subject of future experimental research.

APPENDIX A: PARAMETER DERIVATION
1. Linearization coefficients and the CV

In our numerical computations, we assumed that the source of the input variance is mainly external,
so this variance does not depend on the state of the system. Following this assumption, we simulated a
single excitatory (and a single inhibitory) leaky integrate-and-fire neuron that received Gaussian white

noise with the amplitude o, and the tonic input u,. We probed several values of u, around u,,. The
simulations were governed by the following equations:

i
&=—v,+E_+U,+0,7.() (A1

ma
v, >V v, V)
where v, - the membrane voltage, 7, - the membrane time constant, E,, - the resting potential, 7, (t) -

white noise with zero mean and unit standard deviation, Vath - the spiking threshold, V, - the reset voltage.

For each value of u,, we calculated the resulting mean membrane voltage \7;5'0 (u,) and the firing

rate £*°

(u,). Given these empirical dependencies, we numerically estimated their derivatives at u,,, thus
determining the constants ¢, and C,, .
Also, from the simulated spike train for u, =u,, we calculated the coefficient of inter-spike

interval variation CV,, which characterizes irregularity of the spike train.

2. Population time constants

In order to find population time constants z,, and z,,, we considered N =5000 uncoupled
neurons whose dynamics are governed by (A1) with u, =u_,. We repeated this simulation 20 times. For
each time bin, we averaged the membrane voltages over neurons and trials, thus computing the empirical
temporal dynamics of the population membrane voltage \7a (t) . We also averaged the numbers of spikes
produced by the network over trials, thus computing the empirical temporal dynamics of the population
firing rate F,(t). After £, (t) and V,(t) stabilized (given u, =u,,), we increased u, by Au=2mV,

continued the simulations, and calculated fa (t) and \7a (t) for the subsequent time moments, until they
stabilized again. Then we fitted the transitions of £ (t) and \7a(t) produced by the increase of u, by

exponential functions, from which we got 7,, and z,,, respectively. The resulted f,(t) and V, (t) for

excitatory and inhibitory network (and the corresponding exponential fits) are presented in the Figures 8(a)
and 8(b), respectively.
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FIG. 8. Results of simulation of an uncoupled population of excitatory (a) and inhibitory (b) neurons. Top
panels: dynamics of the population firing rate, bottom panels: dynamics of the mean membrane voltage.
Blue lines: simulation results; red lines: exponential fits.
3. Parameters of the external inputs

Using the single-neuron simulation (as in the previous paragraphs), we numerically defined the
steady-state population firing rate r,, and the population membrane voltage V_, given the input

ua = uaO
{rao - fass,O (uao)
VaO :VaSS’O (uaO)
From the found values of r, and V,,, using (2), we calculated the steady-state NMDA-current

(A2)

I NMDAaO0 :

I (A3)

Then we determined mean total inputs h_,h, mean external inputs h ,h., and external input
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Although h_,h,, o2, o2 donot participate directly in our analysis, we use them to check whether
these values could be achieved under realistic conditions.

In order to calculate the external oscillatory inputs, we used the real-valued amplitudes reA

A
[
of the forced oscillations delivered to the excitatory and inhibitory populations, respectively, as well as the
phase lag y, between them, and constructed the corresponding complex-valued amplitudes as follows:

A_|.A
r, =\

e

. (AS5)
i =[n" expliv,)
Then we calculated the complex amplitudes heA, hiA of the oscillatory external inputs using the
expression (21).

APPENDIX B: MODEL WITH VERY SLOW NMDA DYNAMICS

For the Model 2, we observed a deviation between the prediction and the simulation results (see Figure 4).
In order to confirm that this deviation is due to finite ratio between the slow and the fast time scales, we
considered a modified version of Model 2, in which the time constant of NMDA dynamics was made very
large. The slow synaptic weights were appropriately rescaled, so the predicted effect of the external forcing
was the same as for the Model 2. In summary, we following parameters differed from the Model 2:

Tywpa = 1600 ms

JNMPA —0,01875 pA/cm®

JAMPA = 0,000375 pA /em?

Due to very slow dynamics, we simulated the modified model for a longer period of time

T =120s.

The result is presented in the Figure 9. One can see that the prediction error is much smaller than
in the Figure 4 (for the Model 2), so the prediction is almost perfect.
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FIG. 9. Results of simulation of a model analogous to Model 2, but with very slow NMDA time constant.



Red: excitatory population; blue: inhibitory population. Thin solid lines - simulated traces; thick solid
lines — simulated traces averaged over 250 ms; thick dashed lines — predictions of the graphical analysis.

APPENDIX C: DESCRIPTION OF THE BIFURCATION DIAGRAMS

In this section, we provide complete description of the bifurcation diagrams depicted in the Fig. 7.

We successively go from small to large values of jiZ'MDA [referred to by numbers from 1 to 9 in the Fig.
7(a)] and describe the events that occur as JAM™ is varied.

The values 1 and 2 represent the case, in which only one saddle-node bifurcation is possible. In the
Fig. 7(a), it corresponds to crossing of the line AB by lines 1 and 2 from the right to the left. In the Fig.

7(c,d), one can see that, as J-“™ decreases, the stable branches of diagrams 1 and 2 (representing stable

e

nodes) merge with the corresponding unstable branches (representing saddle points) and disappear. For
even smaller values of jif:MPA, the dynamics becomes divergent. The Model 1 considered in the paper,

belongs to this case.
For the value 3, in addition to the aforementioned saddle-node bifurcation, one can observe the

cusp which is denoted by the point C in the Fig. 7(a-d). For larger values of J\™*, two saddle-node lines

e

CB and CD grow from the cusp point C. In according to this, the diagram 4 in the Fig. 7(c,d) contains three
saddle-node bifurcation points. Let us describe the sequence of events that occur as JA"™* decreases from
the maximal value to zero.

- For large 32", two equilibria exist: the first one is the stable node that corresponds to the lower

branch of the diagram 4 in the Fig. 7(c,d), and the second one is the saddle that corresponds to the upper
branch of the diagram 4.

- As JMMPA decreases, the line 4 in the Fig. 7(a) [as well as the diagram 4 in the Fig. 7(c,d)] crosses

the black line BC. After this, two additional middle branches in the diagram 4 appear (as a result of a saddle-
node bifurcation). The lower-middle branch corresponds to a saddle point. The upper-middle branch
corresponds to a stable node just to the left of the bifurcation point, and very soon undergoes the subsequent
changes.

- As J"MP* further decreases, the line 4 in the Fig. 7(a) crosses the green line, and the fixed point

corresponding to the upper-middle branch of the diagram 4 in the Fig. 7(c,d) transforms from the stable
node to the stable focus (denoted by superimposed thick line).

- After this, the line 4 in the Fig. 7(a) crosses the red line CG, after which the fixed point that
corresponds to the upper-middle branch of the diagram 4 in the Fig. 7(c,d) becomes an unstable focus via
supercritical Hopf bifurcation (the branch is now denoted by dashed line with superimposed thick line). We
should note that all three aforementioned events (the saddle-node bifurcation, the node-to-focus transition,
and the Hopf bifurcation) are almost indistinguishable from each other as they occur at the very close values

of JAMPA: the latter two events are better distinguished for greater values of JX°* (i.e. on the upper-

middle branches of the diagrams 5 and 6, see below).
- After the Hopf bifurcation, alongside with destabilization of the fixed point, a stable limit cycle
appears. The additional analysis demonstrated that this stable limit cycle exists only in the narrow range of

J2MPA values just below the bifurcation point. For even smaller values of JA¥™* , the limit cycle disappears

via homoclinic bifurcation, merging with the separatrix loop of the saddle point that corresponds to the
lower-middle branch of a 1-D diagram.

- Eventually, the line 4 in the Fig. 7(a) crosses the black line AB. This corresponds to saddle-node
bifurcation, analogous to the one described above for the diagrams 1 — 3. In the Fig. 7(c,d), the lower stable
branch and the lower-middle unstable branch merge and disappear at this bifurcation. For smaller values of

JAVPA there are no stable fixed points in the system.

- Next, the line 4 in the Fig. 7(a) crosses the blue line that marks the border of instability of the
unforced system. At this point, the diagram 4 in the Fig. 7(c,d) changes its color from blue to grey.

- After this, the line 4 in the Fig. 7(a) crosses the green line second time, and the fixed point
corresponding to the upper-middle branch of the diagram 4 in the Fig. 7(c,d), transforms from unstable
focus to unstable node (denoted by the dashed line without superimposed thick line).



- Finally, the line 4 in the Fig. 7(a) crosses the black line CD of saddle-node bifurcations. At this
moment, the upper and the upper-middle branches of the diagram 4 in the Fig. 7(c,d) (corresponding to a

saddle and an unstable node, respectively) merge and disappear. For smaller values of JAY**  there are no
fixed points in the system.
For subsequent values of below the cusp point B, e.g. for the values 5 and 6, the 1-D

diagrams are similar to the diagram 4, with some differences. First, one can see that the rightmost parts of
the lines 5 and 6 in the Fig. 7(a) lie above the green line, in the “oscillatory” region. Consequently, the fixed

point that corresponds to the lower branch of the diagram 5 or 6 in the Fig. 7(c,d) for large values of J A"

corresponds to a stable focus, and not to a fixed node, as it was in the diagram 4. This focus transforms to
a node as the line 5 or 6 in the Fig. 7(a) crosses the right part of the green line. Also, the saddle-node

bifurcation that corresponds to the line DC in the Fig. 7(a) is no longer observed, because, for large J N

e
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values, the DC line goes in the physically non-sense region of negative JA"™ values.
The important difference of the value 6 from the value 5 is that the Hopf bifurcation [crossing of

the red line by the line 6 in the Fig. 7(a)] occurs in this case for a smaller value of J“™ than the saddle-

node bifurcation [crossing of the line AB by the line 6 in the Fig. 7(a)]. This is true for all values of J\"°*

that lie between the points E and B in the Fig. 7(2). In the Fig. 7(c,d), one can see that, as we move along
the diagram 6 from the right to the left, the lower two branches merge and disappear via the saddle-node

bifurcation, but for somewnhat smaller JA"** values, the system would not diverge, but jump to the upper-
middle branch, as this branch is stable.
The value 7 corresponds to the cusp point B in the Figure Fig. 7(a,c,d). For JX"°* values above

this point, such as for the values 8 and 9, the saddle-node bifurcations that corresponded to the lines AB
and BC in the Fig. 7(a) are no longer present. In the figure Fig. 7(c,d), one can see that the lower stable

branches of the diagrams 8 and 9 do not disappear via saddle-node bifurcation as J iQMPA decreases (like it

was observed for the diagrams 1 — 6). Instead of it, the lower branch continues to the left, and the fixed
point that corresponds to this branch, first, transforms to a stable focus and then loses its stability via the
Hopf bifurcation.

For the value 8, as for all the previous values, there is a range of values, for which the lower
branch of the diagram 8 in the Figure Fig. 7(c,d) corresponds to a stable node. In the Fig. 7(a), the line 8
goes below the green line in this range. For the J}™* values above the point F in the Fig. 7(a), such as for

7 AMPA
‘]ie

the value 9, the lower branch of the 1-D diagram corresponds to a stable focus for all JA"™* values to the

right of the Hopf bifurcation.
Acknowledgements: Supported by Russian Science Foundation grant (No: 17-11-01273)
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