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Mounting evidence in recent years suggests that astrocytes, a sub-type of glial cells, not only serve metabolic and
structural support for neurons and synapses but also play critical roles in regulation of proper functioning of the nervous
system. In this work, we investigate the effect of astrocyte on the spontaneous firing activity of a neuron through
a combined model which includes a neuron-astrocyte pair. First, we show that an astrocyte may provide a kind of
multistability in neuron dynamics by inducing different firing modes such as random and bursty spiking. Then, we
identify the underlying mechanism of this behavior and search for the astrocytic factors that may have regulatory roles
in different firing regimes. More specifically, we explore how an astrocyte can participate in occurrence and control of
spontaneous irregular spiking activity of a neuron in random spiking mode. Additionally, we systematically investigate
the bursty firing regime dynamics of the neuron under the variation of biophysical facts related to the intracellular
environment of the astrocyte. It is found that an astrocyte coupled to a neuron can provide a control mechanism for
both spontaneous firing irregularity and burst firing statistics, i.e., burst regularity and size.

Astrocytes are the most numerous glial cells in the mature
brain, and often surround neuronal somata and dendrites
and provide fine enmeshment of synapses. Unlike neurons,
these star-shaped cells do not elicit action potentials, yet
they contribute to information processing via feedback to
the cells by listening to the synaptic activity. We here in-
vestigate the their role on shaping the spontaneous firing
behavior of a neuron. By using a neuron-astrocyte pair
model, we identify distinct astrocyte-controlled neural ac-
tivity patterns and explore their individual statistical char-
acteristics under the variation of different biologically-
plausible intrinsic astrocytic factors.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spontaneous electrical activity, observed in many neurons
from distinct brain regions, has long been interested and is
by definition the ongoing activity of the cells when they are
not subjected to an input!-2. This non-stimulus-evoked activ-
ity can be observed in experiments by using different measur-
ing tools at the scales of single neuron?, neural microcircuits*
as well as whole brain>®. Depending on the brain region to
which it belongs and many other biological factors, the spon-
taneous spiking of a neuron may appear with different tempo-
ral firing patterns that are broadly categorized as "repetitive™”,
"random"® and "bursty"?. It is also possible to observe more
complex patterns emerging with chaotic dynamics!®!. Al-
though it was initially considered as “noise” and various fun-
damental questions concerning the meaning and features of
spontaneous neural activity are still a matter of debate, mount-
ing evidence in recent years suggests that it may reflect molec-
ular, cellular and network dynamics of the neurons and may

play roles in specific neuronal computations!2-1,

The spontaneous activity of a single neuron is more pro-
nounced compared to that seen at the larger population scale.
A widely observed typical feature of spontaneous spiking pat-
terns is highly irregularity. In recent decades, there has been
a great deal of effort in elucidating the functional implica-
tions of such irregularity both on the level of single cells and
cell populations!”20, Although the exact mechanism is not
clear yet and the research is still in progress, the synaptic
input correlations and the noisy environment have been sug-
gested as the origin of the firing irregularity?!24. In terms
of its implications, many experimental and theoretical studies
have reported that irregular spontaneous activity may reflect
an underlying rich coding structure and it may be associated
with several cognitive functions of the brain, such as working
memory2, selective attention?® and sensory coding?’. Thus,
the degree of irregularity in spontaneous firing patterns and
its control may be critical to understand the underlying mech-
anisms of such cognitive functions or, more generally, infor-
mation processing in the nervous system28.

To date, the control of irregular firing activity has been
mostly linked to internal dynamics of neurons (i.e., ex-
citability, ion channels, membrane currents) and background
activity induced by inputs from neighboring neurons?>3C,
However, the brain is not just composed of neurons but it
also includes glial cells which are generally considered to
provide metabolic and structural support for neurons and
synapses3132. In recent years, many experimental studies
have reported evidence that glial cells influence neural activ-
ity at both cellular and network level>334, but have not been
studied in any detail before with respect to their role in control
of temporal features of neural activity.

Astrocytes are the most numerous glial cells, are ubiq-
uitous in the mature brain, and often surround neuronal
somata and dendrites and provide fine enmeshment of
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that they are involved in memory formation®*, decision
making38, attention®?, cognitive*” and behavioral processes?!,
and modulate the behavior of neurons depending on their
own physiological and environmental factors*2. On the other
hand, a growing body of evidence in recent years has demon-
strated that the malfunctioning of astrocytes may contribute
to various neurodegenerative diseases (i.e., Alzheimer, mul-
tiple sclerosis)®3. Unlike neurons, these star-shaped cells
do not elicit action potentials, yet they contribute to infor-
mation processing via feedback to the cells by listening to
the synaptic activity. More precisely, the released neuro-
transmitter molecules at synapses during a spike transmis-
sion not only activate the target neuron but also they regu-
late Ca®>* dynamics in astrocytes depending on the spike traf-
fic at synapses. When the intensity of spike transmission at
synapses is low, astrocytes respond with small Ca®* transients
that cannot induce any significant input to the connected neu-
rons. With the increase in the intensity of spike transmission
at synapses, the intracellular Ca>* concentration exhibits os-
cillations, which constitutes the basis of the well-known Ca®™
wave propagation®*, and triggers the release of several glio-
transmitters (i.e., glutamate and adenosine) from astrocytes
to the synaptic cleft. Pre-and postsynaptic neurons consider
these gliotransmitter molecules as a feedback signal which
regulates their internal dynamics*> 47,

This signaling scheme in neuron—astrocyte communication
suggests that astrocytes may be a significant factor in de-
termining the level of neuronal spiking irregularity and may
serve as a control mechanism*®4?. Following this motivation,
we here investigate the activity of a spontaneously firing neu-
ron in a neuron—astrocyte pair, where the neuron is initially ex-
hibiting spontaneous firing activity. More precisely, we iden-
tify distinct astrocyte-controlled neural activity patterns (eg.
random, bursty) and explore their individual statistical charac-
teristics under the variation of different biologically-plausible
intrinsic astrocytic factors, i.e., the production rate of inosi-
tol trisphosphate, neuron-astrocyte coupling strength and the
number of calcium channels.

Il. MODELS AND METHODS

We consider a coupled neuron-astrocyte pair with noise
where the dynamics of the neuron is modeled with Fitzhugh-
Nagumo (FHN) equations as follows>%31:

v, 1
ed—t’” :Vm—gV,fl—aH—\/ZDé(t), (1)

and

do
— =Vu+ac+ Alastrm 2
dt

where V,, denotes the electrical activity of the membrane and
o is the slow recovery variable that restores the resting state
of the model. € is the time scaling parameter responsible for

separation of fast (V,,) and slow (®) variables of the model,
which is fixed to 0.005. a. is the bifurcation parameter that
determines the excitability level of the neuron. Namely, the
model neuron is in the excitable regime for | a, | > 1, with a
single fixed point, while for | a, |< 1, it exhibits oscillatory
behavior. In the excitable regime, spontaneous activity of the
neuron is caused by adding a Gaussian white noise source & ()
with zero mean and intensity D to the FHN equations.

The 5/, term in Eq. (2) is a depolarizing astrocytic feed-
back current, that is scaled with the coupling constant A, in-
duced by the dynamical changes in the concentration of two
main substances in the astrocyte: inositol trisphosphate (/P3)
and cytosolic calcium (Ca”*). Namely, an astrocyte responds
to the neuronal spiking activity by binding released glutamate
in the synaptic cleft to its metabotropic glutamate receptors
(mGluRs). The activation of these receptors then triggers the
production of /P3, which, consequently, causes the discharge
of Ca*" internal stores mediated by IP3 receptor channels
(IP3Rs). Such signaling scheme results in alteration of Ca®"
concentration in the astrocyte cytosol. To model these pro-
cesses, we use the approximation proposed by Nadkarni and
Jung>? for the dynamics of /P3 production in the astrocyte as
follows:

dliP3] 1 . |
= —(IP3"—|IP -
dt TIP3 ([ 3] [ 3]) + T1p3 1 + e(es*Vm)/Gx ’
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where the first term on the right hand side refers to decay in in-
tracellular /P3 concentration whereas the second one, defined
by a sigmoid function with steepness oy, refers to its produc-
tion which is triggered when V,, exceeds the threshold voltage
;. IP3*=160nM and T;p3 = 0.00014ms ! are the experimen-
tally determined values for the equilibrium concentration of
IP3 and the decomposition time constant, respectively. The
parameter ryp3 denotes the astrocyte /P3 production rate in
response to a single spike emitted by the neuron3.

The intracellular Ca** concentration is modeled based on
the well-known Li-Rinzel (LR) equations which describe the
Ca** dynamics with three distinct fluxes: Jypgmer is Ca®*
flux from ER (Endoplasmic Reticulum) to the cytosol through
IP3R channels, Jp,, is the Ca** flux from cytosol into ER
via AT P-dependent pumps and J;,. is the leakage flux from
the ER to intracellular space due to difference in Ca?* con-
centrations between ER and cytosol. The model equations for
the Ca** dynamics are as follows>43:

d[Ca**
% = —Jchannel — qump — Jieak; (4)
with fluxes defined as
Jchannel = ClvlminiQB([Ca2+] - [Ca2+]ER)7 (5)
; v [Ca2+]2) (6)
P
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Here, g refers to the fraction of activated /P3Rs and satisfies
the equation

dq _

dt = ay(1—q) — Byg + (1), (10)

where o, and f3, refer the activation and inactivation rates of
these receptor channels (see>? for the equations). In our study,
stochastic dynamics for /P3Rs are also taken into account, and
modeled with the Langevin approach where random kinetics
of the IP3Rs are incorporated into model via an independent
zero-mean Gaussian white noise source &, (¢) whose autocor-
relation function is defined as>

Ga ) = P,y
where Nt corresponds to the number of IP3Rs which
determines the channel noise strength. Note that Nt and
effective channel noise level are inversely related. Unless
stated otherwise, the channel noise is ignored throughout our
analysis in this work to understand the fundamental principles
of communication between neuron and astrocyte. The values
of astrocyte parameters are listed in Table 2728,

Finally, the astrocytic current equation is obtained from
Nadkarni and Jung>? as a function of intracellular Ca®>* con-
centration of the astrocyte according to experimental data de-
fined by

Lisiro = 2.11In(y)®(Iny),  y=[Ca*']—196.69 (12)
where I,4,, is the slow inward current which acts as a
depolarizing input to the neuron. y is the amount of Ca®"
above the threshold level and ® is a Heaviside function:
H(x) = 1forx >0, and H(x) = 0 forx < 0. For statistical
accuracy, each data point in the following results is obtained
by averaging 50 independent realizations of the model equa-
tions for any given set of the neuron and astrocyte parameters
(noise level, coupling strength, /P3 production rate).

Ill. RESULTS

In what follows, we will systematically investigate the ef-
fects of astrocytes on the firing dynamics of a single neuron

TABLE I. Astrocyte standard parameters

Parameter | Value Description

cl 0.185 Ratio of ER volume to cytosol volume
V] 6sec ! Maximum Ca*T channel flux

vy 0.11sec™ T |Ca*T leak flux constant

v3 0.9uMsec™T [Maximum Ca®T uptake

k3 0.1uM SERCA activation constant

di 0.13uM IP3 dissociation constant

ds 0.08234uM |Ca®* activation dissociation constant
o 2.0uM Cytosolic free Ca>* concentration

by considering the proposed neuron-astrocyte coupled model.
To do so, we begin by exploring how an astrocyte changes the
spontaneous spiking behavior of the proposed neuron model
by changing the coupling strength A. In Fig.1, we present rep-
resentative voltage traces of membrane as a function of time
for different A values of the astrocyte-neuron pair. It is seen in
the top panel that the isolated neuron (4 = 0) exhibits noise-
induced firing activity. When the effect of the astrocyte is
considered, i.e., A > 0, dramatic variation in firing profile and
new firing regimes start to emerge with the increased values
of A as illustrated in the following panels of Fig. 1. For in-
stance, when the coupling is weak, we observe that neuronal
firing activity decreases during some specific periods of time.
Further increase in A results in a significant reduction in the
number of spikes (see panels ¢ and d) and, finally, the activ-
ity completely disappears during these periods (see panels e,
f and g) when A exceeds a certain level. These observations
suggest that an astrocyte provides a kind of multistability into
the neural dynamics by switching the firing behavior from one
mode to the another, i.e., from random spiking to bursty firings
or from silence to random spiking.

Next, we explore the effect of noise intensity D for differ-
ent values of coupling strength A and excitability level a,. By
changing these parameters, we observe three different neu-
ronal phenomena, namely silence, bursty and random spike
states. To classify our observations in Fig. 1, we perform
a phase plane analysis in our neuron-astrocyte coupled sys-
tem. Fig. 2 presents the activity mode of the neuron on (D,
A) plane for three different excitability levels (a.). It is seen
that there exists three different activity mode regardless of the
excitability level of the neuron: silence, random spiking (RS)
and bursty behavior. Note that these activity profiles at dif-
ferent excitability states emerge due to the inputs from both
astrocyte and noise. It is seen that if the D is not high enough
than a certain value, the neuron is silent for all a, values. The
critical level of D shifts to the right (large noise) as a, in-
creases. This is mainly due to the fact that the closer values
of a, to the bifurcation point (g, = 1.0) in the FHN model
neuron provides more excitability where the occurrence of a
spike requires less noise. On the other hand, when D is suffi-
ciently large, the neuron exhibits RS activity as well as bursty
behavior. But the latter one occurs at relatively large values
of D and A and the region of this firing regime shrinks as a,
increases. These observations on the phase plane suggest that
it is possible to switch firing mode of a neuron by fine tuning
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FIG. 1. Firing behavior of the model neuron in the excitable regime
with and without astrocyte interaction. All panels show time evo-
lution of the neuron’s membrane potential for a fixed parameter set
as a, = 1.01, D = 0.04 and r;p3 = 1.5. (a) A =0 (without astrocyte
interaction), (b) A = 0.00025, (c) A = 0.00075, (d) A = 0.001, (e)
A =0.0025, (f) A =0.0075, (g) A = 0.025. To distinguish the ran-
dom and bursty spiking modes, we apply a rate-threshold method
during quiescient periods of bursting activity. When the average
number of background activity induced firings during these periods
is higher than a threshold value (50 spikes/s), the firing mode of the
neuron is determined as random spiking. Otherwise, we consider the
firing mode as bursty.

A and D without any change in its internal dynamics.

Following our initial motivation, we now continue to ana-
lyze the effect of astrocyte on the firing behavior of the neu-
ron by considering the facts observed in the above phase-
plane analysis. Since the prominent features of random spik-
ing and bursty modes differ from each other, separate anal-
yses for these two firing regimes are necessary. More pre-
cisely, we investigate the impact of astrocyte in determining
the neuron’s spiking (ir)regularity which is believed to be im-
portant for information processing capacity of neurons. On
the other hand, for the case of bursty mode, we study the role
of neuron-astrocyte communication on the frequency and size
of the bursts.

A. Spontaneous spiking regularity with astrocyte

Both in vivo and in vitro recordings indicate that sponta-
neous neural spiking activity in most brain regions is highly
irregular®®®.  Over the past recent decades, understanding
the nature, cause and functionality of that irregularity has been
attracted a great deal of attention and many hypotheses have
been proposed regarding these issues. For instance, it has been
suggested that the irregular timing of spikes could convey in-
formation, providing a broad information bandwidth on the
neural spike train®?83. On the other hand, the irregularity may
be the reflection of noise which limits the information process-
ing capacity of cells®%3. So far, in terms of nature and cause,
although various physiological mechanisms including inher-

0,1 01
0,01 0,01
< SILENCE

0,001 0,001

RANDOM RANDOM

SPIKING SPIKING
0,0001 - 0,0001"; -
10 10 10

(b)

0,01
< SILENCE
0,001
RANDOM
SPIKING
00001~
10

(¢

FIG. 2. Each panel shows phase diagrams spanned by parameters
D and A for different excitability level of the neuron: (a) a, = 1.01,
(b) a. = 1.03, (c) a, = 1.05. Regions of different firing behavior are
given by the following color codes, Black: Random spiking regime,
Red (gray): Bursty Regime, White: Silence. The rate of /P3 pro-
duction is set to r;p3 = 1.5. In these parameter regions, the region
of silence state is enlarged and the bursty state observed for higher
noise intensity and excitability level a,.

ent neural dynamics and environmental factors (e.g. stochas-
tic dynamics of ion channels, balance between excitation and
inhibition) have been proposed as the source and the controller
of spiking irregularity, the underlying mechanism for this phe-
nomenon is still not known exactly®®%8. Thus, we are inter-
ested in what would be the role of astrocytes in determining
such irregular firing patterns.

To do so, we simulate our coupled model systematically
and search the astrocytic factors that may have effects on neu-
ral activity of the neuron through the CV (Coefficient Varia-
tion) of spike trains. CV is a widely used measure of spiking
irregularity which is obtained by the division of the standard

deviation to mean of the interspike intervals (/SIs) and defined
byl269;

VEIUISL—p)?2/N—1
Y ISI;/N ’

cv =( i=1,2,.,N (13)

It should be noted that the larger values of the CV imply
more irregular spike trains. First, we investigate how CV
changes with the coupling strength A as a function of 7;,3
and D for a fixed excitability level of the neuron a, = 1.01.
Obtained results are presented in Fig. 3. It is seen that CV
first exhibits a small increase for all A at lower values of D
where the astrocyte does not provide any significant feedback
to the neuron due to the lack of required number of arriving
spikes for the calcium accumulation. More precisely, such
noise levels are not enough to turn on the astrocyte, and this
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FIG. 3. The dependence of the CV, a measure of spontaneous spiking
irregularity, on D and A4 for different values of r;p3: (a) rjp3 = 0.8,
(b) rip3 = 1.5, (¢) rip3 = 2.5. The presented results are obtained for
a fixed level of excitability of the neuron, which is set to a, = 1.01.

small increase in CV is not a consequence of neuron-astrocyte
interaction. It appears due to the effect of noise on internal
dynamics of FHN neuron. On the other hand, for moderate
noise levels, a second resonance peak emerges with the acti-
vation of feedback from astrocyte to the neuron where the CV
increases as A get larger values. Finally, for very large val-
ues of D, the noise suppresses the inputs from astrocyte and
the neuron fires under the influence of noise, which results
in an overlap of CV curves for all neuron-astrocyte coupling
strengths, following the CV trend of an isolated neuron. Fig.
3 also features the effect of /P3 production rate on CV behav-
ior. It is seen that the above mentioned coupling-induced reso-
nance peaks become more pronounced at all A levels with the
increased values of r;,3 (see maximum CV values for a given
A in all panels). Moreover, it is also obvious that resonance
curves shift to the left for higher r;,3, indicating that produc-
tion rate provides less noise requirement for higher resonance
peaks in CV.

The above results clearly demonstrate that inherent dynam-
ics of an astrocyte can induce more irregular firing patterns of
spontaneous spiking activity for a particular range of noise in-
tensity as well as provide a control mechanism for the level of
such irregularity. To verify the validity of this conclusion and
to investigate the dependency of astrocytic control on internal
dynamics of the neuron, we perform similar analyses for dif-
ferent values of a, since the level of neuronal excitability is
critical in determining the required spike inputs to activate the
astrocyte. Obtained results are shown in Fig. 4, demonstrat-
ing the CV versus D and a, for four different values of 7;,3.
In the case of isolated neuron (see Fig. 4a for r;,3 = 0), since
the astrocyte does not provide any feedback to the cell, varia-
tion of CV curves are determined only by the noise and a,. It

is seen that similar CV trends occur for different excitability
levels, which only shift to the right for increasing values of
a.. This is due to the fact that a less excitable neuron (i.e.,
large a, ) needs more noise to fire an action potential. On the
other hand, when r;,3 > 0 (see Fig. 4b-d), we observe the
similar effect as in our previous analysis in Fig. 3 where the
required noise intensity for resonance peaks decreases as r;jp3
increases at all excitability levels. One can easily follow this
shift by comparing CV curves for a given excitability level in
panels of Fig. 4. It is also obvious that there exists a thresh-
old level of r;p3 for different excitability levels of the neuron
to effectively control the CV. For instance, when 7;,3 = 0.8
(see Fig. 4b), the above mentioned astrocyte-induced second
resonance peak of CV starts to emerge with decreasing ampli-
tudes as a, increases. With the increase in r;;3, the second res-
onance peaks for all considered a, values become clearly pro-
nounced. Fig. 5 provides a better illustration for the influence
of such interaction between neuron and astrocyte parameters
where we only plot maximum CV (CV,,) values computed
in Fig. 4 as a function of a, and ;3. It is seen that CV,,,4y is
independent from a, when r;p3 is less than a threshold value
which is around 0.8 < r;,3 < 1.5. These findings indicate that
a less excitable neuron needs astrocyte partners having large
IP3 production rate to exhibit more irregular firing activity.

3 —a_=1.01 3
——a =1.02
e
2 _ae:l‘03 2
> a =1.04 >
(@] € (@]
——a =1.05
1 K 1 m
0 0
10° 10° 100 10° 10° 10% 10" 10°
D D
(a) (b)
3 3
2 2
> >
O @]
1 1
0 = = 0
10° 102 100 10° 10° 102 10" 10
D D

© (d)

FIG. 4. The dependence of the spontaneous spiking irregularity as
a function of D and a, for different values of r;p3, (a) rip3 = 0, (b)
rip3 = 0.8, (¢) rip3 = 1.5, (d) rip3 = 2.5. The presented results are
obtained for a constant coupling strength which is set to A = 0.001.

To explain the mechanism underlying neuron-astrocyte
cross-talk and improve our understanding on the analysis pre-
sented above, we demonstrate the traces of the neuron’s mem-
brane voltage and the astrocyte feedback current 1,4, for dif-
ferent values of A and r;,3 (see Fig.6). Note that the color-
coded I, traces in the top panels of Fig. 6 (a) and (b) cor-
respond to the same color-coded membrane potential traces
shown in the following panels of each figure. It is seen that
the lifetime and the amplitude of the 1,4, significantly change
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FIG. 5. Variation of the maximum level of spontaneous spiking irreg-
ularity as a function of a, for different values of r;,3. The presented
results are obtained for a fixed astrocyte-neuron coupling strength
A =0.001.

depending on the variations in A and r;,3. Namely, the in-
crease in both parameters results in amplitude enhancement
as expected. However, as we increase A and Tip3, the life-
time period decreases and increases, respectively. By observ-
ing the corresponding voltage traces in the following panels,
one can see that there is a relevant correlation between the fir-
ing activity and 1,4, where the number of spontaneous firings
decrease when 1,4, is strong enough. The activity reduction
periods become more pronounced for increased values of both
coupling strength A and r;p3. It should be noted that a further
increase of these astrocytic parameters induces complete ces-
sation of firing activity during the periods of time when the
astrocyte is active (data not shown). This bursty behavior will
be discussed in the next section. The firing activity reductions
at random periods of time arise from the fact that the feedback
current /4, decreases the excitability of the neuron. There-
fore, the more frequent and long-lasting disruptions of firing
activity by I,4, induce more heterogeneous interspike inter-
val distributions resulting in increased levels of spontaneous
spiking irregularity. The results concerning the regulatory
role of astrocyte on spontaneous spiking statistics presented
in Figs. (1-5) can be interpreted with this understanding.

So far, the intracellular Ca?* dynamics that underlies the
generation of I,4,, has been considered with a determinis-
tic approach where many local and global processes taking
place in the cellular environment are ignored. This approach
simply models the activation of the astrocyte current. How-
ever, metabolic processes are noisy due to many external and
internal factors. For instance, the astrocytic second messen-
ger IP3 sensitizes IP3 receptor channels (/P3Rs) mediating
Ca’*" release from the endoplasmic reticulum. /P3Rs are typ-
ically distributed in clusters with several channels on the ER
membrane of the astrocyte. The noise caused by the random
opening and closing of these channels is expressed as Ca’*
channel noise of the astrocyte which is already included in
our model (see Eq. (5)). Accordingly, if the clusters comprise
a few channels, Ca®" release occurs stochastically, thus gen-
erating noise, and the level of noise is dependent on the size

of the cluster, i.e., the number of /P3Rs denoted by Nt. Thus,
we utilize a stochastic LR model combined with Langevin ap-
proach for Ca®* release from ER that has proven accurate for
a variety of cluster sizes’?. In Fig. 7, we show how astrocytic
noise, which is controlled by the cluster of Nt channels, af-
fects the resulting behavior of CV as a function of neuronal
noise level D in our model setup. As seen in the figure, re-
gardless of the Nt values, the CV curves exhibit a bell-shaped
dependence on neuronal noise, indicating the presence of an
optimal D for maximum firing irregularity. Moreover, CV val-
ues increase as the level of the astrocytic noise increases in
the system (decreasing Nt). It can be observed that the de-
crease in Nt decreases the optimal D corresponding to the
peak CV,,4,. This indicates that it requires less spike inputs
from the neuron that is controlled by D to obtain the same fir-
ing irregularity level in the presence of astrocytic noise in the
neuron-astrocyte coupled model. Finally, for too high neu-
ronal noise levels, the system is dominated by the neuronal
noise; astrocytic noise then becomes insignificant and intense
firing activity of the neuron due to high noise level causes the
CV to decrease. These findings indicate that, for fixed param-
eter sets (a., A and Tip3), the density of channels influences
the neuronal dynamics distinctly in the coupled system.

B. Bursty Regime with Astrocyte

In recent decades, many researchers have suggested that
the astrocyte provides an important physiological mechanism
to enable bursty firing activity’!’2. We have already showed
the emergence of such a bursty mode at the proper coupling
strength A (see Fig. 1). In this section, based on statistical
analyses, we investigate whether it is possible to control the
frequency and size of bursty firings with the dynamics of the
astrocyte. To do so, we first describe some statistical notations
to characterize the bursty regime as illustrated in Fig. 8a. The
IBI (interburst interval) is the period between two bursts, the
BD (burst duration) is the time period between the beginning
and the end of each burst period, and finally, the /SI; denotes
the i-th interspike-interval’>’#. After providing the necessary
descriptive information, we now show the effect of A and Tip3
on IBI and BD in Fig. 8b and Fig. 8c respectively, by moni-
toring the membrane potential traces.

The V,, voltage traces of the neuron in the left panel,
which has the same characteristic even though the A increases,
clearly shows that it does not change the frequency and size of
the burst window. On the other hand, with the increased val-
ues of 7,3, it is seen that /B[ increases and BD decreases. This
indicates that r;,3 can control the burst characteristic. Another
point draws attention: the first /BI period occurs earlier as r;,3
increases because the astrocyte is activated in a much shorter
time with larger /P3 production rate.

To check whether this bursty activity mode is not a tran-
sient behavior, 2D ISI histograms are obtained for very long
periods of simulation time with the same A and r;,3 values
considered in upper panels. These charts shown in panels (d-
1) present detailed information about whether the neuron ex-
hibits bursty firing or regular spiking behavior without observ-
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FIG. 7. The dependence of the spontaneous spiking irregularity on
D for different values of Nt. The presented results are obtained for a
fixed parameter sets, which are a, = 1.01, A = 1.01 and rip3 = 1.5.

ing the membrane traces. Namely, the large clusters located

at relatively small ISI; and IS/ values indicate the firing ac-
tivity during the burst, while the other two small clusters in
histograms denote the starting and the completion of the burst
periods. In Figs. 8(d,e,f), it is clear that the size and the scat-
tering of clusters do not change very much with A. However,
as seen in Figs. 8(g,h,i), small clusters get less noisy as 7;p3 in-
creases. These observations from Fig.8 indicate that the cou-
pling between the astrocyte and the neuron is responsible for
the emergence of the bursty firing mode while it has no signif-
icant influence on bursting statistics (i.e. IBI). It can also be
inferred that r;,3 might be a critical player in the regulation of
the bursty firing mode statistics.

To support these findings, we systematically investigate the
statistical changes in bursty regime through average and stan-
dard deviation of BD and IBI measures as functions of A and
rip3 for three different neuronal noise levels. Fig. 9 features
the obtained results. It is seen that the mean (< BD >) and
standard deviation (opp) of BD and IBI are approximately
constant as A varies for any given levels of noise (see pan-
els (a) and (c)). This indicates that our finding from Fig.
8(d-f), i.e. that is A has no role on burst statistics, is robust
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to neuronal noise. The most striking point here is that neu-
ronal noise acts as a control parameter for the lifetimes of the
bursts in such a neuron-astrocyte crosstalk environment. In
other words, with increased values of D, the emergent intense
neuronal discharges result in stable (i.e. periodic and almost
equal amplitude) astrocytic currents in time due to the rapid
Ca?* accumulation in the cytosol of the astrocyte. Thus, small
< BD > and large < IBI > occur as D increases. Addition-
ally, since the stable astrocytic current pulses trigger regular
and consistent burst activity for large D, opp and o5 become
quite small. On the other hand, panels (b) and (d) illustrate
that r;,3 has a significant role on BD and IBI statistics. The
< BD > decreases with r;,3 at all considered D levels, while
the < IBI > shows the opposite direction of change from the
< BD > (as expected). We know from previous analyses that
as rj,3 increases, astrocyte current emerges with greater am-
plitude and lifetime. Thus, < BD > decreases for larger values
of r;p3, which results in longer cessation of firing activity dur-
ing the periods of time when the astrocyte is active. It is also
clear from panels (b) and (d) that the influence of neuronal
noise (D) on burst statistics under the variation of 7;,3 exhibits
similar behavior as that observed in the case of A variation
(panels (a) and (c)).

Finally, we investigate how the intrinsic noise stemming
from random nature of /P3R channels affects the bursty fir-
ing mode. To do so, we compute the standard deviation of /BI
and BD by fixing the neuronal noise level to D = 0.005 under
the variations of A and 7;,3. Results are presented in Fig. 10.
It is seen that as the astrocytic noise increases (Nt decreases),
oypr and opp increase. This finding is more pronounced for
opp because the BD windows are larger than the /BI windows.
On the other hand, we still observe that A has no role under
the variation of Nt (see panel a and c¢). However, r;»3 can be
expressed as a control parameter that allows modification of
burst patterns. It is seen from panel (b) that opp first gradually
decreases, and then, saturates to an approximately fixed level
with the increase of r;3. When the effects of Nt and D are
compared on burst mode firing, it can be said that although the
trends exhibit similarity, the standard deviation of burst statis-
tics under the variation of Nt is much larger than for the case
of D (around 100 times). The reason of such an extraordinary
distinction arises from the fact that Nt and D shape the char-
acteristics of the astrocytic current. Recall that the increase of
D results in a more stable /5, both in time and amplitude.
However, as can be observed from Fig. 11 where we illustrate
L,stro and the corresponding V,, voltage traces of the mem-



7 ——D=0.0034 7
6 D=0.005 6
_ —D=0.05
3 5 'g 5
7"\" 4 05 Ly 0.5
Ay
% \ g - % : \g
v |2 v 2
R 3 2\ a
o o
1 © 1 © R
0
0.03 o.}(\)e 0.09 0.03 o.Aoe 0.09 T 15 3 25 ° 115225
r\p3 r\pS
@) (b)
7 7
6 6
~5 <5
3 3
24 05 24 05
A A
o3 o o3 o
v g v /-/ 3
2 ~ 2 <
@ @
1 Cy 1 / 5
0 0 —=
0.03 0.06 0.09 0.030.06 0.09 1 15 2 25 115225
A A r r
ip3 ip3
(c) (d)

FIG. 9. The variation of the average and standard deviation of burst
duration and interburst interval as a function of A and r;)3 for dif-
ferent values of D. (a) Variation of the mean < BD > and standard
deviation ogp of burst duration as a function of A. (b) The same
analyses as in panel (a) for r;,3. (¢) The mean < IBI > and standard
deviation oyp; of interburst-interval versus A. (d) The same analyses
as in panel (c) for r;,3. Here, the excitability control parameter of the
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brane (with same color-codes) for three different values of Nt,
I,stro becomes unstable with the increase of astrocytic noise
(decrease of Nt). Namely, it is obvious that the width and po-
sition of s, pulses in time significantly becomes random as
Nt decreases, which results in the emergence of both long and
short burst periods under the same biophysical conditions (see
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>
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FIG. 11. Time variation of the membrane potential of the neuron
and the feedback current I, for different values of the number of
IP3Rs. For each Nt values, we plot the voltage traces of the neu-
ron (top panel) and I, feedback currents (bottom panel) by using
the same color code for fixed rjp3 = 1.5 and A = 0.025. The other
parameters of the model are a, = 1.01 and D = 0.005.

voltage traces in Fig.11). Thus, oyp; and opp reach larger val-
ues as the astrocytic noise increases compared to the case of
the increase in neuronal noise.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we study the effect of an astrocyte on the
spontaneous firing activity of a neuron that is initially subject
to noise arising from biophysical conditions. To do so, we
used a bipartite model that includes a neuron and an astrocyte
and explored the parameter space that may induce intriguing
neuron firing behaviors which are not present without astro-
cytes (isolated neurons). First, through an astrocytic parame-
ter space analysis, it was shown that, in addition to the noise-
induced spontaneous firing regime, a new bursty firing mode
may emerge that does not exist in an isolated FHN neuron dy-
namics. We explained this astrocyte induced new firing mode
through analysis of the feedback current /4, introduced into
the neuron dynamics. When there exists a crosstalk between
these two different cells, the membrane voltage of the neu-
ron acts on the intrinsic calcium dynamics of the astrocyte,
which in turn affects the distance to threshold of the excitabil-
ity level of the neuron through I,4,,. Depending on the wave-
form (width and amplitude) and the frequency of the feedback
current provided by astrocyte, we showed that this interaction
may result in either a spontaneous or bursty firing mode.

In order to observe what would be the impact of astrocytes
on these firing regimes, we restricted our analyses to the most
significant features of each individual firing behavior. We first
investigated the coherence of noise-induced spontaneous fir-
ing behavior of a single neuron that is coupled to an astrocyte.
Compared to the isolated case, our findings revealed that the
inherent dynamics of an astrocyte can induce more irregular
firing patterns of spontaneous spiking activity for a particular
range of noise intensity. It was also shown that the astrocytic
parameters A and r;,3 provide a control mechanism for the



level of such irregularity. We then extended our analyses by
adding an additional noise source into our system, stemming
from stochastic nature of IP3 receptor channels that control
Cay release inside the astrocyte. It was found that the reso-
nance behavior of CV as a function of neuronal noise remains
in such a coupled system. Further, the astrocytic calcium noise
enhances this effect by reducing the required neuronal noise
intensity for the same irregularity level.

Secondly, we studied whether it is possible to control the
basic features of the bursty firing mode with astrocyte dy-
namics. By analyzing the width and regularity of bursty pe-
riods, we concluded that the coupling strength A between as-
trocyte and neuron, which has a key role in determining the
firing regime, does not play a significant role in modulation of
bursty behavior, but the /P3 production rate in astrocyte r;,3
has the ability to control all considered features of burst firing
mode. Moreover, our findings suggest that, in such a neuron-
astrocyte crosstalk environment, neuronal and astrocytic noise
act as a control parameter for determining periodic (the same
burst width) and stochastic (random burst width) characteris-
tic of BD and IBI statistics, respectively.

Finally, we would like to emphasize that our study provides
an alternative theoretical framework indicating the power of
astrocytes in shaping the neural activity. However, since the
system under study in this work includes a single neuron-
astrocyte pair, we cannot generalize our findings to a popu-
lation scale. Thus, a possible extension of our study could
be investigating the dynamics of spontaneous and burst fir-
ing modes in networks of neurons and astrocytes, which have
been mostly studied so far in only neuron populations’>’® by
considering various biophysical circumstances such as net-
work topology and the type of gliotransmitters.
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