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Spontaneous fluctuations and stimulus response are essential features of neural functioning but
how they are connected is poorly understood. I derive fluctuation-dissipation relations (FDR)
between the spontaneous spike and voltage correlations and the firing rate susceptibility for i)
the leaky integrate-and-fire (IF) model with white noise; ii) an IF model with arbitrary voltage
dependence, an adaptation current, and correlated noise. The FDRs can be used to derive correlation
statistics or to infer the system’s response from observations of its spontaneous activity.

Small physical systems often display considerable fluc-
tuations that can be characterized by correlation func-
tions or power spectra. Fluctuation-dissipation relations
connect the statistics of these spontaneous fluctuations
of certain observables to their mean response to a time-
dependent perturbation. Originally proposed for equi-
librium thermodynamic systems [1, 2], they have been
extended to nonequilibrium setups with a steady state
[3–6]. Fluctuation-dissipation theorems can be used to
infer the response properties from observations of purely
spontaneous activity, to prove in a model-free way that
a system operates outside thermodynamic equilibrium
[7, 8], or to test whether a system obeys a Markovian
description [9, 10]; for general reviews on applications of
FDRs, see the comprehensive reviews [11, 12].

Fluctuations are especially prominent in neural sys-
tems, specifically in the spike generation of neurons
(nerve cells) in the brain, which is reflected in a long
history of stochastic modeling in neuroscience [13, 14].
Neurons are notoriously noisy due to intrinsic sources of
fluctuations (e.g. channel noise and unreliable synaptic
transmission); in the recurrent networks of the cortex,
the nonlinear interactions among many pulse-generating
units lead to a strong chaotic variability (a network noise)
even if single units follow a completely deterministic dy-
namics (i.e. the above mentioned channel noise, for in-
stance, is neglected) and even if external (noisy) stimula-
tion is absent. Most importantly, the response to external
signals are of overarching importance for nerve cells, as
it characterizes the transmission and processing of infor-
mation, which is the main task of these cells. So, it is
of vital importance to understand potential connections
between the statistics of spontaneous activity and the re-
sponse to a time-dependent perturbation in the case of
spiking neurons.

Let us consider a paradigmatic stochastic model of
computational neuroscience, the leaky integrate-and-fire
model with white noise ξ(t) and a time-dependent cur-
rent signal s(t):

dv

dt
= −v + µ+ s(t) +

√
2Dξ(t). (1)

The voltage across the nerve membrane, v(t), upon reach-
ing a threshold vT , is reset to vR < vT and, simultane-
ously, the time instant is registered as a spike time ti.
The most important output of this model is the spike
train, x(t) =

∑

δ(t − ti) (this is what is communicated
to other cells). In Eq. (1) time and voltage are mea-
sured in multiples of the membrane time constant τm
and the threshold-reset distance, respectively. The mean
constant input µ and the intensity of the white noise D
are important parameters that determine the stochastic
regime of the model [15].
For the spontaneous activity (s(t) ≡ 0) the power spec-

trum of the spike train can be analytically calculated and
expressed in terms of parabolic cylinder functions Da(x)
(see e.g. [16]):

Sxx(ω) = r0
|Diω(zT )|2 − e

z
2

R
−z

2

T

2 |Diω(zR)|2

|Diω(zT )− e
z2
R

−z2
T

4 Diω(zR)|2
. (2)

Here zT/R = (µ−vT/R)
√
D and r0 = 〈x(t)〉 is the station-

ary firing rate [17] with the angular brackets indicating
an ensemble average.
The response to a weak signal s(t) is quantified by the

time-dependent rate modulation r(t) ≈ r0 + Kx ∗ s(t),
given in terms of a convolution with the linear response
function Kx(t) or in terms of the susceptibility χx(ω)
(the Fourier transform of Kx), which can be expressed by
confluent hypergeometric functions [18] or, equivalently,
again in terms of parabolic cylinder functions [19]:

χx(ω)=
ir0ω/

√
D

iω − 1

Diω−1(zT )− e
z
2

R
−z

2

T

4 Diω−1(zR)

Diω(zT )− e
z2
R

−z2
T

4 Diω(zR)
. (3)

There is some structural similarity in the expressions for
power spectrum and susceptibility - both are given in
terms of ratios of differences of parabolic cylinder func-
tions, but, apparently, it is not possible to express one in
a simple way by the other. So, even in this case, where
we know the explicit solutions for the two characteris-
tics of spontaneous fluctuations and of the response to
a stimulus, it does not help us to connect them in a
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fluctuation-dissipation relation. The situation is similar
(analytical expressions are known but cannot be related)
for IF models with shot noise [20, 21], with dichotomous
background noise [22], or escape noise [23].

Here we connect the statistics of spontaneous spiking
and the firing rate response to a weak signal by means
of a simple calculation, which is markedly different to
the typical derivation of the standard FDR [24] and also
to recent calculations for IF models in discrete time and
embedded in networks [25]. The approach here builds
on two ideas: i) the reset can be incorporated into the
Langevin dynamics by means of the spike train (see e.g.
[26] or [27]), which permits to average this and related
equations, leading by the Rice method to equations for
spectral measures; ii) by means of the Furutsu-Novikov
theorem [28, 29], we can relate the noise-spike-train cor-
relator to the exact linear response function. We first
outline this calculation for the simple model in Eq. (1)
and then treat the biophysically more realistic and dy-
namically richer exponential integrate-and-fire model en-
dowed with correlated (colored) current noise.

LIF model with white noise.– Without signal current
(s(t) ≡ 0), we can rewrite Eq. (1) as follows

dv

dt
= −v + µ+

√
2Dξ(t)− (vT − vR)x(t), (4)

where the last term formally imposes the fire-and-reset
rule: the Delta-functions in x(t) will push the voltage
back from the threshold at vT to the reset point vR. Hav-
ing incorporated the reset rule into the equation, we can
now take averages over a stationary ensemble. If we, for
instance, directly average Eq. (4), we obtain

d

dt
〈v〉 = 0 = µ− 〈v〉 − (vT − vR)r0. (5)

which leads to 〈v〉 = µ−(vT−vR)r0, a non-trivial relation
between mean membrane voltage and firing rate.

Next, we take Eq. (4) at time t+ τ , multiply with the
spike train x(t) at time t, and average. Using Eq. (5) and
expressing the derivative by one w.r.t. τ , we arrive at

dCxv

dτ
= −Cxv−(vT −vR)Cxx+

√
2D 〈x(t)ξ(t + τ)〉 . (6)

Here we have introduced general correlation functions
Cyz(τ) = 〈y(t)z(t+ τ)〉 − 〈y〉 〈z〉 for time series y(t) and
z(t). One crucial insight is now that the last term in
the above equation, the spike-train-white-noise correla-
tion, is exactly proportional to the susceptibility with
respect to a weak signal in the presence of the white

background noise of intensity D. In fact, as a conse-
quence of the Furutsu-Novikov theorem this would hold
true for any (in general, correlated) input noise as long
as it is Gaussian. To see this more directly for our prob-
lem, imagine the (Gaussian) noise ξ(t) =

∑

ξn(t) being
subdivided into N independent Gaussian processes ξn(t)

with identical power spectra Snn = Sξ,ξ/N . The above
correlation is then the sum of the single correlation func-
tions 〈x(t)ξn(t+ τ)〉, in which ξn(t) represents a perfectly
weak signal that is transmitted in the presence of a noise
of intensity D (all the other N − 1 terms amount now to
practically the entire noise process ξ(t)). In result, we ob-
tain

√
2D 〈x(t)ξ(t + τ)〉 = 2DKx(−τ) or, in the Fourier

domain,
√
2DSxξ = Sξξχx(ω). Fourier transformation of

Eq. (6) then yields the following fluctuation-dissipation
relation for a stochastic LIF neuron with white noise

χx(ω) =
(vT − vR)Sxx(ω) + (1 + iω)Sxv(ω)

2D
(7)
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FIG. 1. Confirmation of the FDR for a white-noise
driven leaky IF model. Real (top) and imaginary part
(bottom) as functions of frequency for the left side (response
properties) and the right side (spontaneous activity) of Eq. (7)
for µ = 0.8, D = 0.1 and a broadband stimulus (uniform
power for |ω| < 2π · 100) and a small variance of

〈

s2(t)
〉

=

0.1. For both sets of simulations, 104 trials, a time step of
∆t = 10−4 and a time window of T ≈ 100 were used (for real
neurons with τm = 10ms, this would translate into a time
window of 1s).

On the left hand side, we find the susceptibility of the
firing rate with respect to a weak time-dependent sig-
nal, as can be, for instance, determined by a periodic
stimulation s(t) = ε cos(ωst) from the rate modulation
r(t) = 〈x(t)〉 = r0 + |χx(ωs)| cos(ωst− arg(χx(ωs)) (here
arg(·) is the complex argument) or, equivalently, by a
weak broadband stimulus as was used in Fig. 1. On the
right side of Eq. (7) are statistics of the spontaneous ac-
tivity (s(t) ≡ 0): Besides the spike train power spectrum,
the cross-spectrum between the subthreshold membrane
voltage and the generated spikes emerges - this is the
missing link between the spontaneous fluctuation statis-
tics and the response statistics. For a selected parameter
set, the relation is tested and confirmed in Fig. 1.

Because we know most of the statistics by explicit ex-
pressions, we can use the relation above to determine the
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cross-spectrum between v(t) and x(t) analytically:

Sxv(ω) =
2Dχx(ω)− (vT − vR)Sxx(ω)

1 + iω
, (8)

which by virtue of Eq. (2) and Eq. (3) can be expressed
by parabolic cylinder functions and is confirmed in Fig. 2
by numerical simulations.
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FIG. 2. Cross-spectrum between subthreshold voltage
and spike train. Parameters as in Fig. 1.

The form Eq. (8) is instructive because it clearly shows
the two sources of cross-correlation between membrane
voltage and spike train. For once, there are the reset
events occurring as steps at the spike times: The voltage
contains so to speak the integrated spike train and is thus
in part correlated to the spike train x(t) as x(t) is cor-
related to itself. Secondly, the correlation with the noise
is shared between voltage and spike train and accounted
for by the response function.

Exponential IF model with adaptation current and col-

ored noise.– We now turn to a more general and biophys-
ically more realistic model, which, in its essential ingre-
dients, has been justified on theoretical grounds [30] but
also extracted from data [31]. As suggested by Brette
and Gerstner [32], we include a spike-triggered adapta-
tion current [33], and instead of white noise we allow for
a Gaussian noise with arbitrary temporal correlations:

dv

dt
= f(v)− a+ η(t)− (vT − vR)x(t) + s(t), (9)

τa
da

dt
= −a+∆aτax(t). (10)

Here the white noise ξ(t) has been replaced by a colored
noise η(t) with a prescribed power spectrum Sηη(ω). The
simple linear leak term has been replaced with the func-
tion f(v) = µ−v+∆v exp((v−vt)/∆v (see [30]). We note
that the parameter vt < vT sets a kind of soft threshold
but we still keep a hard threshold at vT and a corre-
sponding reset rule (this has been already incorporated
above). The variable a(t) acts as an inhibitory current
that pushes the voltage away from threshold. It evolves
according to the slow dynamics given in the second equa-
tion (the ratio of its time constant to the membrane time

constant is typically τa ≫ 1) but every spike generated by
the model kicks the adaptation variable up by the amount
∆a, which implements the negative feedback that results
in the spike-frequency adaptation seen in so many brain
cells [33].

We can again use the same methods to derive equations
for correlation functions and cross- and power spectra:
Multiplication with x(t) of the two eqs. above taken at
time t+ τ , averaging, using expressions for the mean val-
ues, and, finally, expressing the noise-spike-train correla-
tion function by the linear response susceptibility. This
gives us a fluctuation-dissipation relation for the adapt-
ing exponential integrate-and-fire model:

χx =

(

vT − vR + ∆τa
1+iωτa

)

Sxx + iωSxv − Sxf(v)

Sηη
(11)

Again, on the left hand side we have exclusively the re-
sponse to a weak stimulus, which can be determined by
means of a periodic or a broadband stimulus s(t). On
the right hand side, we find exclusively statistics of the
spontaneous activity for s(t) ≡ 0. Several observations
can be made: i) the adaptation dynamics enters only by
modifying the prefactor of the spike train power spec-
trum in a frequency-specific manner; ii) instead of only
the cross-spectrum of the subthreshold membrane volt-
age and the spike train (which still appears on the r.h.s.),
we now also get the cross-spectrum of the spike train x(t)
and the subthreshold nonlinearity f(v(t)), which in some
situations can be extracted from experiments [31].

As examples we pick two cases in Fig. 3, which both
confirm the FDR for the adapting neuron with colored
noise. For both cases it is difficult to calculate analyti-
cally any of the statistics shown or used here.

In Fig. 3a the constant input current µ is so weak that
the model is still in the excitable regime (comparable to
the LIF model) but we add a slow adaptation current and
low-pass filtered noise (Ornstein-Uhlenbeck noise with an
exponential correlation function and a correlation time
that is ten times the membrane time constant). In partic-
ular, the adaptation current leads to a high-pass shape of
the susceptibility [34]. Remarkably, the numerical fluctu-
ations of the susceptibility determined by stimulation or
from the spontaneous statistics via Eq. (11) behave very
differently: at small and up to intermediate frequencies
(ω < 1) the r.h.s. of Eq. (11) provides a very reliable es-
timate of the susceptibility while the estimate obtained
by broadband stimulation is more noisy. In the high-
frequency limit, it is the other way around: the broad-
band stimulus yields a more reliable estimate of the re-
sponse while the estimate from the spontaneous statis-
tics becomes really noisy. Hence, if we want to know the
response at specific frequencies, it will depend on the fre-
quency whether we can benefit from Eq. (11) or whether
we should resort to the simple stimulation method to get
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FIG. 3. Confirmation of the FDR Eq. (11) for an expo-
nential IF model with a (colored) Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
noise and a spike-triggered adaptation current. Real
(top) and imaginary part (bottom) as functions of frequency
for the left side (response property χ(ω)) and the right side
(fluctuation statistics) of Eq. (11) for µ = 0.8, τOUP =
10, σ2 = 0.5, τa = 100,

〈

s2(t)
〉

= 0.2 in (a) and µ = 4, τOUP =

1, σ2 = 0.1, τa = 10,
〈

s2(t)
〉

= 0.1 in (b). In both plots
vt = 1,∆v = 0.2,∆a = 2, vR = 0, vT = 1. For the deter-
mination of the susceptibility a broadband stimulus (uniform
power for |ω| < 2π · 100) was used. For all simulations, 104

trials, a time step of ∆t = 10−3 (in a) and ∆t = 10−4 (in b)
were used.

the susceptibility.

In Fig. 3b, the input current is increased, the Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck noise is reduced in standard deviation and cor-
relation time (now equal to the membrane time constant)
such that the susceptibility displays pronounced reso-
nances at the firing rate (i.e. at ω = 2πr0). Also in this
dynamically very different regime the relation between
the fluctuation statistics and the response, Eq. (11), is
excellently confirmed.

One potential problem with verifying and/or exploiting
the relationship Eq. (11) for real neurons is that although
the membrane voltage and the spike train might be acces-
sible, the same is not necessarily true for the subthresh-
old nonlinearity f(v). For non-adapting neurons, this
can be determined by in vitro experiments [31], however,
such experiments might not be possible or hampered by
adaptation phenomena. Comparison of fluctuation and

response may help to infer appropriate values of vt and
∆v, which would be one potential use for the FDR.

Conclusions.– The relation between spontaneous fluc-
tuations and the response to external perturbations have
been worked out for an important class of spiking neuron
models of the integrate-and-fire type. However, there is
still work to be done: In the same framework, it is eas-
ily possible to derive relations for the susceptibility of
the subthreshold membrane voltage and its spontaneous
power spectrum. The simple method introduced here
can be applied to all types of neuron model with spike-
associated reset such as the two-dimensional Izhikevich
model [35] or the generalized IF model [36] if the voltage
dynamics is driven by Gaussian noise.

We note that an entirely independent set of
fluctuation-dissipation relations can be derived by the
more common approach to nonequilibrium thermody-
namic systems with a steady state going back to Agarwal
[3, 4] and discussed also more recently in the literature
[5, 9, 10]. This approach will lead to relations in terms of
the correlation function of the conjugated variable that
is a highly nonlinear function of the membrane voltage
steady state distribution. Finally, there is also work
on fluctuation-dissipation-relations for integrate-and-fire
models in discretized time by Cessac et al. [25], the re-
lation to results here has to be clarified.

The division into subthreshold voltage and spike train
used in the derived relations may appear somewhat con-
ceived and as an artifact of the integrate-and-fire frame-
work. However, it is meaningful because the spike
train represents the important signal that is communi-
cated to other neurons. In this context, it will be also
useful to generalize the analysis to conductance-based
neuron models of the Hodgkin-Huxley type. As the
above mentioned multidimensional IF models approxi-
mate conductance-based models in many situations sur-
prisingly well, I expect that the fluctuation-dissipation
relations found here may hold true (at least approxi-
mately) also for these more detailed models of neural
firing.

In the context of neural information transmission, it is
worth mentioning that both susceptibility and spike-train
power spectra appear in the coherence function which
provides a frequency-resolved measure of signal transfer
[37]. Also in stochastic mean-field theories of neural net-
works, both power spectra as well as susceptibilities play
important roles (see e.g. [38, 39]). For these problems,
fluctuation-dissipation relations for spiking neurons may
be used to simplify, reformulate, and better understand
the statistics of interest.

[1] H. B. Callen and T.A.Welton, Phys. Rev. 83, 34 (1951).
[2] R. Kubo, Rep. Prog. Phys. 29, 255 (1966).



5

[3] G. S. Agarwal, Z. Phys. 252, 25 (1972).
[4] P. Hänggi and H. Thomas, Phys. Rep. 88, 207 (1982).
[5] J. Prost, J.-F. Joanny, and J. R. Parrondo, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 103, 090601 (2009).
[6] J. R. Gomez-Solano, A. Petrosyan, S. Ciliberto,

R. Chetrite, and K. Gawedzki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103,
040601 (2009).

[7] P. Martin, A. J. Hudspeth, and F. Jülicher, Proc. Natl.
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