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Abstract In order to comprehend and enhance mod-
els that describes various brain regions it is impor-
tant to study the dynamics of trained recurrent neural
networks. Including Dale's law in such models usually
presents several challenges. However, this is an impor-
tant aspect that allows computational models to bet-
ter capture the characteristics of the brain. Here we
present a framework to train networks using such con-
straint. Then we have used it to train them in simple
decision making tasks. We characterized the eigenvalue
distributions of the recurrent weight matrices of such
networks. Interestingly, we discovered that the non-
dominant eigenvalues of the recurrent weight matrix
are distributed in a circle with a radius less than 1 for
those whose initial condition before training was ran-
dom normal and in a ring for those whose initial condi-
tion was random orthogonal. In both cases, the radius
does not depend on the fraction of excitatory and in-
hibitory units nor the size of the network. Diminution
of the radius, compared to networks trained without
the constraint, has implications on the activity and dy-
namics that we discussed here.
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1 Introduction

One popular approach to understanding the dynamical
and computational principles of population responses
of neurons in the brain is based on the analysis of arti-
ficial recurrent neural networks (RNNs) trained to per-
form tasks inspired by behaving animals (Barak (2017);
Mante et al. (2013); Russo et al. (2020)). In general,
the optimization of network parameters specifies the
desired output but not how the output is achieved. In
such a way, trained networks also serve as a source of
mechanistic hypotheses of different kinds for computa-
tional neuroscience and data analyses that link neural
computation to behaviour (Song et al. (2016)).

Simple models of recurrent neural networks have
been successfully used to explain the different mech-
anisms in the cortex, such as decision-making, motor
control, or working memory (Murphy and Miller (2009);
Mante et al. (2013); Zhang et al. (2021); Freedman
and Assad (2006); Roitman and Shadlen (2002)). Mod-
els can be dissected to better understand how certain
biological computations are mechanically implemented
(Sussillo and Barak (2013); Vyas et al. (2020)).

RNNs of rate units describe biological circuits as
a set of firing rates interacting through connection
weights. These systems interpolate between biophysi-
cally detailed spiking-neuron models and a wider class
of continuous-time dynamical systems where the units
of an RNN can be interpreted as the temporal average
of one or more spiking neurons (Song et al. (2016)).

These models are used because it is well known that
a nonlinear dynamical system, such as the brain, can
be approximated by an RNN with a sufficient number
of units (Funahashi (1989); Funahashi and Nakamura
(1993)).
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One of the aspects that sometimes are omitted
when considering models of trained networks, in Com-
putational Neuroscience, it is the fact that neurons
present differences between excitatory and inhibitory
units (Dale (1935)). Some examples of models with-
out neuron differences describing behaviour in the mo-
tor cortex can be found in Churchland et al. (2012);
Mante et al. (2013); Sussillo et al. (2015). It is known
that in this brain area, each neuron has a fixed set of
neurotransmitters, which results in either excitatory or
inhibitory downstream effects. In addition to the differ-
ence in the immediate impacts on post-synaptic neu-
rons, E and I neurons differ in other important ways,
such as there are several times (4-10x) more E neurons
than I neurons in the cortex (Cornford et al. (2021)).

It is important to mention that some neuronal cir-
cuits, in fact, do not obey Dale’s law as it is well de-
scribed in Ludwig and Leng (2006); Svensson et al.
(2019).

Dale’s law has functional implications in sensory
processing and decision-making tasks, and it plays a
key role in the understanding of the structure-function
relationship in the brain. In a recent work, Barranca
et al. (2022) discussed and studied the functional im-
plications when considering neural circuits that obey
Dale’s principle and those that violate it. The authors
hypothesize that networks violating Dale’s law are ca-
pable of more flexible computations, particularly for rel-
atively small systems, and that functional or energetic
constraints in large-scale systems may have promoted
Dale’s principle among neurons.

Training networks with sign-constrained weights
presents some technical challenges (Ingrosso and Ab-
bott (2019); Parisien et al. (2008)). Batch approaches
for learning can handle sign constraints quite efficiently,
but batch training of recurrent networks often leads to
instabilities during the process. Some recent works have
managed to incorporate this feature (Song et al. (2016);
Ingrosso and Abbott (2019); Zhou et al. (2022); Rajaku-
mar et al. (2021)).

Here a framework for gradient descent-based train-
ing of excitatory-inhibitory RNNs is presented that in-
corporates the biological constraints described above.
An implementation is provided based on the machine
learning library Tensorflow and Keras (Chollet et al.
(2015); Abadi et al. (2015)). This framework is tested
by applying it to different decision making tasks. The
main key in present work is that we now ask what hap-
pens with the network's activity when sign-constraints
are successfully applied during training comparing with
the same tasks considered in networks unconstrained.

The kind of tasks selected in this work correspond
to simple decision-making tasks with temporal stimuli.

The main objective was to characterize the dynamics
of the recurrent networks trained in these tasks when
Dale's law is considered. Previously, the eigenvalues of
the recurrent weight matrix of trained networks in tem-
poral tasks have been studied without considering such
constraint, and the dynamics have been characterized
successfully in Jarne (2022). Now by applying sign-
constraints during training, we obtained networks obey-
ing Dale'principle. We studied the connectivity matri-
ces and the eigenvalue's distributions of such networks.

The dynamics of trained RNNs including Dale's
law is ruled by a few dominant eigenvalues related
to the task as it was observed in networks with non-
differentiated units (Jarne and Laje (2020); Jarne
(2021, 2022)). We found a new effect which is the re-
duction of the radius on the distribution of the non-
dominant eigenvalues of the recurrent weight matrices.
This effect is the first time it has been reported in
trained networks and does not depend on the relation-
ship between the number of excitatory and inhibitory
neurons rather the reduction depends on the initial con-
dition.

We characterized such effect and discussed in-depth
the dynamics obtained in these networks.

The rest of the work is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion 2, the model and implementation details are dis-
played. Section 3 shows the results and analysis car-
ried out on the simulations. In Section 4, the results
obtained are discussed, and finally, in Section 5, the
conclusions and further work are presented.

2 Methods
2.1 Network Model

The dynamics of the RNN model of N units is de-
scribed in terms of the activity column vector func-
tion h=(hy, - ,hy)!, where t represents the matrix
transposition. The i—activity component h;, where i =
1, .-+, N satisfies the following differential equation as
a function of time ¢ (Hopfield (1984)):

N M
dhi(t) _ hi(t) Yo Z WESh; (1) + Z Wikzk(t) + b
=1 =t

dt T
(1)

where 7 represent a characteristic time of the system
and o is a non-linear activation function. The elements
WiF¢ are the synaptic connection strengths of to the
recurrent weight matrix W*¢cRV >N and x; are the
components of the column vector function of input sig-

nal £=(z1, -+ ,zp)". The elements W}? conform the
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input weight matrix Wi*cRN*M which connects the

input signal & to each of N units with activity vector
h. Finally, b=(by, -+ ,by)" is a column vector which
represents the bias term.

The network is fully connected, and matrices have
recurrent weights given from a normal distribution with
zero mean and variance % Additional details are ex-
plained in Section 2.2.

The readout of the network is given by

N
A0 = Y Wt hi(t), @

in terms of the output weight matrix, which in this
work is a row vector

W= (WP, o W), (3)

Note that for binary decision-making tasks there is a
unique output signal. In other words, if it is intended
to distinguish between two states, this can be achieved
by observing the value of a scalar quantity namely z(t).

For this study we considered the hyperbolic tangent,
tanh, as an activation function ¢ and the characteristic
time 7 is set to 1ms. This nonlinear function was cho-
sen following models used in experimental works such
as Russo et al. (2020); Williams et al. (2018); Reming-
ton et al. (2018), but it could be changed without loss of
generality, as well as the time scale. A discrete version
of the presented model through the Euler method is
obtained following Bondanelli and Ostojic (2020); In-
grosso and Abbott (2019); Bi and Zhou (2020). This
is shown by the recurrence Equation 4, expressed in a
compact matrix form.

h(tep1) = o(W™h(t,) + b+ Wia(t,)), (4)

where time step is A=1ms. The output is expressed
also in a matrix form

2(ts) = W h(ts). (5)

A representation of the RNN model with and without
Dale's principle implemented is shown in Figure 1. As
previously stated, there are currently two types of net-
work work units: inhibitory (all output connections are
negative) and excitatory (all output connections are
positive). Respectively they are shown in the connec-
tivity matrix on the right side of Figure 1, where the
output connections of W**¢ matrix are columns, pre-
synaptic connections and input connections are rows,
post-synaptic connections. This is shown by the differ-
ent dominant colours in the scale. Cortical neurons have
either purely excitatory or inhibitory effects on postsy-
naptic neurons.

Networks with two different excitatory-inhibitory
ratios were considered: the balanced case (half of each
type, as in the studies from Ingrosso and Abbott (2019);
Rajan and Abbott (2006); Ingrosso (2021)), and the
case where excitatory neurons outnumber inhibitory
neurons (2/3 excitatory vs. 1/3 of the inhibitory, in-
spired by Song et al. (2016)).

Given that long-range projections in the mam-
malian cortex are excitatory exclusively (Freeman
(2000)), it was assume that inputs to the network are
long-range inputs from an upstream circuit, and then
all elements of the input weight matrix W® are non-
negative as considered also in Song et al. (2016).

2.2 Training protocol

Networks of 100 units were trained using backpropa-
gation through time with the adaptive minimization
method called Adam (Kingma and Ba (2014)). This
method has been successfully used in several works for
example in Russo et al. (2018) and also in our previous
works (Jarne (2022, 2021)).

The stimuli presented at the inputs of the networks
forms the training sets. They are time series contain-
ing rectangular pulses with random noise correspond-
ing to 10 % of the pulse amplitude. The target output
completes the set, and it will depend on which is the
task parametrization, as previously reported in Jarne
(2022); Jarne and Laje (2020); Jarne (2021). The tasks
can be learned in reasonable computational time, and
with good accuracy, with 100 units and 20 epochs.

Two types of initial conditions were considered for
the recurrent matrices: random normal distribution and
random orthogonal (Chollet et al. (2015); Jarne and
Laje (2020)). The second case is an additional con-
straint, where the matrix is initialized with an orthogo-
nal matrix obtained from the decomposition of a matrix
of random numbers drawn from a normal distribution,
as indicated in Section 2.1.

Other types of initialization in recurrent weights has
been used in different works. One example is to start
with the autoconnection terms equal to 1 and the rest
equal to zero (Chollet et al. (2015); Henaff et al. (2016);
Le et al. (2015)). From this approach, excellent results
can be obtained for training in terms of accuracy, and
this is used as a regularization technique in Machine
learning. However, in this case, the weight configura-
tions obtained are far from the biological models.

We trained 10 different networks for each initial con-
dition, task and size. We considered three simple deci-
sion making tasks with temporal stimuli: AND, OR and
XOR. As mentioned in Section 1, the model was imple-
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Fig. 1 Upper Panels shows a representation of a trained RNN without Dale's constraint (left side) and the other of excitatory

and inhibitory rate units (right side). The networks receives

time-varying inputs z(t) and produces the desired time-varying

outputs z(t). Inputs encode task-relevant sensory information (or internal rules), while outputs indicate a decision in the form
of an abstract decision variable. W**¢ matrices of each network are shown in the bottom panel. Output connections are columns
pre-synaptic and input connections are rows post-synaptic. Their values are represented by the different colors in the scale.

mented in python using Keras and Tensorflow (Chol-
let et al. (2015); Abadi et al. (2015)). Simulations and
code to perform the analysis of present work are pro-
vided in Supplementary Information. Table 1 sum-
marizes the main parameters considered for network
training. It is possible to train recurrent networks by
applying Dale's constraint without considering the bias
term, but convergence is much more difficult for the
algorithm, and we need many more training instances.
The bias term also represents a neuron's intrinsic min-
imum current value.

We implemented Dale's constraint by using Keras
features, which allows us to use any custom con-
straint via the function definition. This was
plemented using the constraint as a subclasses
of tf.keras.constraints.Constraint () method. In
our framework, we initially start with recurrent weight
arrays initialized as random normal or random orthogo-
nal. Then in each instance of training, it is required that
the columns of the matrix, in the indicated proportion,
maintain a certain sign. For specific details of how it

im-

parameter || condition value || settings

Dale's constraint (exc,inh)%
time step (A)

training algorithm

initial Wree

input noise

regularization

units (V) 100

bias (b) yes (b #0)
recurrent weight matrix Wreec R100x100
input weight matrix Wing R100x2
output weight matrix Woutc R1x100

none—(50,50)%—(70,30)%
1 ms

BPTT Adam

rand (normal—orthogonal)
10%

none

Table 1 Model's parameters and conditions for the network
implementation and training. Code is available for implemen-
tation at Supplementary Information.

was implemented in python see the software repository
in the Supplementary Information.

In general terms, the software implementation, con-
sists of a main sofware that creates and trains the neu-
ral network. Then, a set of functions written in a li-
brary that can be called and used to control the de-
sired contraints to implement during training: initial-
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ization, percentage of inhibitory, excitatory units, and
hyperparameters in general. Some examples of such hy-
perparameters are the size of the network and training
instances.

On the other hand, there is a set of independent
functions that can be called to select the type of task to
train the network and its type of parameterization (task
parametrization, i.e. signal noise, stimulus amplitude,
among others). These libraries create the data set for
training the network.

Our framework, which was previously used in Jarne
(2022, 2021), allows us to generate the data set for
training according to the task that we want to param-
eterize. It also allows us to perform the analysis on the
connectivity of the matrix and the activity of the units.

For this work, we have considered binary decision-
making tasks, but other task such as working memory
or context decision making can be used for training with
the same framework.

For each network realization, the distributions of the
recurrent weights were plotted and studied. The distri-
bution moments were estimated in each case. Then, the
decomposition of W*e¢ in their eigenvectors and eigen-
values was obtained.

The realizations were studied and classified one by
one. To do this, a noise-free testing set, corresponding
to the input options, was used to study the response of
the networks for each task. The behaviour of the units
was plotted as a function of time for each of the four
possible stimuli combinations.

3 Results

The results of the numerical studies are shown in this
section. The first study is on the activity of trained
networks, which is shown in Section 3.1. The second is
on the statistics on the recurrent weight matrix and is
presented in Section 3.2. The third is on the distribution
of eigenvalues (Section 3.3).

3.1 Characterizing the activity of the units for trained
networks

We compared the activity in trained networks with and
without differentiated excitatory and inhibitory units.
The case of undifferentiated units has been extensively
studied in the literature. It is interesting to note that in
these cases it is well known that different dynamic be-
haviours appear for the same task, such as fixed points
and oscillatory states (Sussillo and Barak (2013); Barak
(2017); Susman et al. (2021); Jarne (2022)).

When we trained neural networks to perform binary
decision-making tasks without applying Dale's law, we
observed three possible states for the activity: oscilla-
tory, fixed-point behaviour with a final constant level
for each unit other than zero, and activity that decays
to zero. The behaviour of such networks has been care-
fully described in Jarne (2022).

When we train networks applying Dale's constraint,
the main change in the activity of the units is that we
no longer have networks where the units exhibit oscil-
latory behaviour. We’ll go into more detail and explain
why we observe this difference in Section 4. In addition,
the response of the activity h(t) of the excitatory and
inhibitory units against the stimulation presents differ-
ences.

We observed that activity of the excitatory or in-
hibitory units is not always configured in the same way
for all trained networks as it was also the case with net-
works with undifferentiated units. Even after applying
Dale's law, we still obtained multiple configurations for
the same task, as in Jarne (2022).

We illustrate this behavior with an example for net-
works trained in the AND task. Let's see two different
networks trained to perform the same task, as shown
in Figures 2 and 3. We compare here the high level
states of the output for both realizations. Both Figures
show three subplots with time series. Panel a) shows
the stimuli in both inputs that, according to the train-
ing rule, will produce a high state in the output. The
grey line represents the target output. The red line is
the output of the trained network. The green and pink
lines are the stimuli at each input. Panel b) shows the
activity of all inhibitory units as a function of time and
their response when receiving stimuli at the network
input. Panel c) respectively shows the activity of all ex-
citatory units. In both cases, the network responds to
the behaviour described by Equations (1) and (2), with
the constraint that must be applied considering the 100
units, where 33 are inhibitory and the remaining 67 are
excitatory.

If we observe panel b) of Figure 2 and compare it
with the corresponding panel of Figure 3, we see that
the initial behaviour of the inhibitory units of the net-
work is initially greater than 0. When the network re-
ceives the stimuli at the input, activity decreases and
then the slope rises. After a transitory regime the fi-
nal level stabilizes. While in the case of Figure 3, when
looking at panel b) we can see that the initial activity is
less than 0 for the inhibitory units, it is disturbed when
it receives the stimulus, and then it has a positive slope
to finally stabilize at its final level.

We can carry out the same analysis for panel ¢) of
both figures, whose activity for the excitatory units has
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very different behaviour. Despite this, in both cases,
the states of the network are combined to give the re-
sult for which the output has been trained, meaning
that for both inputs with a stimulus, the output must
be in high-level state. The same analysis we did for
the high level state of the output, can be done for the
passivated state, where very different behaviour is also
observed for both realizations (See Figures 1 and 2 from
Supplementary Information).

The above is an example of two different networks
trained resulting in realizations that give different ac-
tivity behaviours to produce the same output result.
This is observed throughout the entire set of trained
networks, with multiple types of activity for the units
of networks trained for the same task (See also Sup-
plementary Information).

To summarize we can say that first within the same
network, the activity of excitatory and inhibitory units
is differentiated in response to stimuli. Second, for the
same type of task, there are multiple possible realiza-
tions and behavior of the activity where in all the re-
alizations that we obtained, the response of excitatory
and inhibitory units is differentiated. This is consistent
across all binary decision-making tasks that we consid-
ered.

3.2 On the distribution of elements of Wree

For a given task, the distribution of synaptic weights
after training depends on a variety of factors including
the initial value of the W*® matrices, the choice of
regularizer during training, and whether the network
is tonically driven by constant external current or bias
term.

The parameters of the final distribution of the recur-
rent weight matrices were obtained when training the
networks based on the protocol described in Section 2.2.
The first observation is that the distributions of weights
are narrower compared to those obtained without ap-
plying the Dale's constraint (See Figure 4). In such fig-
ure we compared two networks trained for the AND task,
with and without the sign-constraint. We found that an
extensive fraction of synaptic weights are set to zero by
the training algorithm when the Dale's constraint is ap-
plied. We also observed how the symmetry in the weight
distribution is broken, as expected also for the networks
with a majority of excitatory units, since it has most of
its weights positive in this case. These results, are com-
patible with those observed in Song et al. (2016) when
Dale's principle is imposed. No additional changes are
observed in the parameters of the distribution, apart
from those that account for the asymmetry.

3.3 On the eigenvalue distribution of Wre¢

Similar to networks without the constraint, the dis-
tributions of eigenvalues obtained when training the
networks with Dale's principle strongly depend on the
initial condition and task. We obtained configurations
where there are few dominant eigenvalues located out-
side the unit circle and the rest of the eigenvalues inside,
but now with an inner radius less than 1. We estimated
the average radius after training for the random nor-
mal initial condition and we obtained ~ 0.29 in average
for all tasks. Figure 5 compares two different networks
with 30% of inhibitory units and 70% of excitatory. The
eigenvalue distribution for a trained network to perform
AND task with Dale's constraint is shown. In Figure 5
a) the results for the random normal condition are con-
sistent with the observed in Rajan's work for random
networks (not trained), with separated inhibitory and
excitatory neurons (Rajan and Abbott (2006)). The ra-
dius is reduced compared with the not differentiated
units. In our case the reduction occurs also and is dif-
ferent. We do not have high density areas of eigenvalues.
In our trained, networks the radius does not depend on
the fraction of excitatory and inhibitory units.

The majority of the eigenvalues in our simula-
tions—those that do not dominate the dynamics—are
always distributed around an average radius of ~ 0.29,
while the remaining eigenvalues—those associated with
the network's response to input stimuli—are farther.

We found that if the initial condition for training is
orthogonal in the final state, the eigenvalues are placed
to form a ring with an average maximum external ra-
dius of ~ 0.61. An example of such trained networks
is shown in 5 b). The minimum average radius de-
pends on each realization. All realizations considered
in the study, for each composition and initial condi-
tion, are stored in the GitHub repository (Section 6).
We considered all the trained networks of present work
and estimated the radius in each realization for every
initial condition and fraction of excitatory-inhibitory
units. This study is shown in Figure 6, where we can
see how two groups are formed for the same type of ini-
tial condition, regardless the inhibitory-excitatory ra-
tio. This means that no differences between composi-
tions are observed, only on the initial condition. The
radius of non-dominant eigenvalues splits trained net-
works in two groups one per each initial condition.

The radius obtained from the non-dominant eigen-
values does not depend on the network's size for both
initial conditions. We carefully study the behaviour of
the radius with the size of the network by training net-
works of sizes from 75 to 500 units. We trained 10 net-
works for the AND task of each network size and esti-
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Fig. 2 Output signal of a RNN trained for the AND task. Panel a) shows the stimuli presented simultaneously in inputs A and
B (lines green and pink overlaping). The stimuli produce the trained output (red line) in agreement with the target output
(gray line). Panel b) shows the activity of all the inhibitory units, and Panel c) shows all the activity of the excitatory units.
Different behavior can be observed between both types of units in response to the arrival of the stimuli. The trained output
is shown in all figures and is the result of the linear sum of the activity of all the units.

mated the average radius and its uncertainties. In Fig-
ure 7 is shown how the radius is maintained, as the size
of the network increases.

The network size range was chosen according to
the theoretical, computational and experimental stud-
ies of Churchland et al. (2012); Mante et al. (2013);
Sussillo et al. (2015) and Song et al. (2016); Ingrosso
and Abbott (2019); Zhou et al. (2022); Rajakumar et al.
(2021). Larger neural networks, for example, of the or-
der of 1000 units, imply a higher computational cost on
training and lead to overfitting in the tasks.

From Vorontsov et al. (2017), it is well known that
while orthogonal initialization of RNNs may be ben-
eficial, maintaining hard constraints on orthogonality
during training can be detrimental. The performance
of models and the convergence rate of optimization can
be improved by removing strict matrix orthogonality
constraints. However authors observed with synthetic
tasks that relaxing regularization which encourages the
spectral norms of weight matrices to be close to one
too much, or allowing bounds on the spectral norms of
weight matrices to be too wide, can reverse these gains

and may lead to unstable optimization. We followed
such approach.

Requiring that the matrix maintain the signed
columns (Dale’s principle) with the initial conditions
considered during the minimization of the gradient
pushes the non-dominant eigenvalues inside the unit cir-
cle, thrusting much more inside if the initial condition
was not orthogonal. This is how we obtain the distri-
butions in small circles that we have shown in Figure 5
a). If the signed columns of the matrix constituted an
orthogonal matrix, throughout the training instances,
the eigenvalues move away from the radius equal to 1
forming a ring distribution.

The dominant eigenvalues of W*®¢ are linked to the
behaviour of the activity (Sussillo and Barak (2013);
Jarne (2022); Zhou et al. (2009); Garcia del Molino
et al. (2013)). For RNNs trained in decision making
tasks with not differentiated units, we observed fixed
points and limit cycles in the activity linked with the
dominant eigenvalues distribution been real or complex
pairs.
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Fig. 3 A second example of the output signal of an RNN trained for the AND task. Panel a) shows the stimuli presented
simultaneously in inputs A and B that produces the trained output (red line) in agreement with the target output (grey line)
as expected. Panel b) shows the activity of all the inhibitory units, and Panel c) shows all the activities of the excitatory
units. Again, different behaviour can be observed between both types of units in response to the arrival of the stimuli. The
trained output is shown in all figures and is the result of the linear sum of the activity of all the units. The response of the
excitatory/inhibitory units are different for the same task AND presented in Figure 2, showing that different realizations allows
to obtain for the same task during training when considering the same initial configuration.
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Fig. 4 Comparison of the weight distributions for the W*®® matrix of a recurrent neural network trained without the Dale's
law (right figure) versus a trained network considering such constraint (left figure). The second network contains 70% excitatory
and 30% inhibitory units. It can be seen how the second distribution shrinks around zero.

In the context of excitatory-inhibitory RNNs, when  conjugate mutually, oscillation are not observed in the
we have pairs of dominant eigenvalues that are complex  activity. An example of this behavior was shown pre-
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Fig. 5 Figure a). Distribution of eigenvalues for an RNN trained for the AND task with Dale's constraint with 30% excitatory
and 70% inhibitory units. The initial condition for the distribution was random normal. Again, we have a set of dominant
eigenvalues associated with the modes of the trained task, whose real part is greater than unity. This is the same behavior
as in networks without the Dale constraint (Jarne (2022)). The novelty is that now most of the eigenvalues lie inside the
circumference of radius 1 with a smaller radius. Figure b) shows the distribution of eigenvalues for a recurrent neural network
with Dale's constraint containing also 30% excitatory and 70% inhibitory units and trained for the same AND task from the
initial condition of random orthogonal weight distribution, with the rest of the characteristics equal to the one presented in
Figure a). In this case, we observe again a set of dominant eigenvalues associated with the modes of the task, but the rest lie
approximately distributed in the form of a ring, again with an outer radius less than 1.

3.0 4 B R-mean: 0.2904 XOR-30-70_RAND_NORMAL_XOR
B R-mean: 0.2819 OR-50-50_RANDOMNORMAL-OR
I R-mean: 0.2911 OR-30-70_RANDOMNORMAL-OR
R-mean: 0.2892 AND-30-70_RANDOMNORMAL-AND
25 R-mean: 0.2888 XOR-50-50_RAND_NORMAL_XOR
R-mean: 0.3197 AND-50-50_RANDOMNORMAL-AND
R-mean: 0.6235 OR-50-50_ORTHOGONAL-OR
R-mean: 0.6148 AND-50-50_ORTHOGONAL-AND
20 R-mean: 0.6006 AND-30-70_ORTHOGONAL_AND
R-mean: 0.6247 XOR-50-50_XOR.50-50-ORTHOGONAL
R-mean: 0.6263 XOR-30-70_ORTHOGONAL_XOR"
1.5 R-mean: 0.6202 OR-30-70_ORTHOGONAL-OR
1.0 H
0.5
0.0 T T T T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8

Radius

Fig. 6 Average of the radii for all simple decision-making tasks studied (AND, OR and XOR), comparing the two initial conditions
considered during training random normal and random orthogonal. For each task and initial condition, 10 different networks
were trained. Regardless of the percentage of excitatory or inhibitory units considered, what separates the distribution of the
radii is the initial condition considered for training. The average radius after training for the random normal initial condition
is ~ 0.29, and for the orthogonal initial condition is ~ 0.61, which is approximately the double.

viously in Figure 2 and Figure 3 from Section 3.1, and
also in Figures 1 and 2 from Supplementary Infor-
mation.

In fact, when training networks with differentiated
units using the same method and initial conditions that
we used before, we now obtain distributions of eigen-
values very similar to the previous ones, with respect

to the number of dominant eigenvalues, but whose real
parts are much greater than the imaginary part, pro-
ducing the effect of the absence of limit cycles. The
reason for the unobservability of such an oscillation is
because these eigenvalues are outside the unit circle in
the complex plane, which implies that the linear version
of the original system has an unstable behaviour, in the
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Fig. 7 Average radius of the distribution of internal eigenvalues for the recurrent weight matrix for the AND task as a function
of the network size. In each network size, 10 trained networks in said task were considered and each point is the average of
them. It can be seen that the radius does not change appreciably in the range of sizes considered.

sense that the signal grows indefinitely in time. More-
over, since the real part of such eigenvalues is much
larger than the imaginary part in absolute value, the
signal tends to grow faster or more explosively than it
can tend to oscillate. In other words, if the inverse of the
real part of such eigenvalues is related to a character-
istic growth time of the linear system and the quotient
of 27 over the absolute value of the imaginary part cor-
responds to the period, the remarkable inequality be-
tween these parts shows that the signal is dominated
by exponential growth.

In addition to the non-oscillation of the activity, we
observe that it quickly stabilises, because the explo-
sively increasing behaviour, which we have described
above, is crushed by the activation field & which tends
to flattening the extreme values of activity signal of the
units.

4 Discussion

The arguments presented above allows us to explain
roughly the activity and the output signals of the
trained network as a function of the initial impulses.
They can be formalized mathematically and discussed
in more detail. To start, we will consider the linear ver-
sion of Equation (1), associated with the linearization
of the system and written in matrix form

%(tt) = (~I+W™*) h(t) + W™z (t) + b ©)

note that I is the Nx N identity matrix. The gen-
eral general solution of (6) according to Polyanin and
Zaitsev (2017); Arnold (1992) is given by:

h(t) = exp [MtJh(0)+ /O exp Mt — )] (W () +5)du
(7)

where M=—I+W7r*¢. Since the identity matrix
commutes with any other matrix, the exponential
matrix can be factorized as exp [tM]=e ! exp[tW=*°]
(Arnold (1992)).

The input signals {zy}req1,ar} are assumed to be
rectangular pulses or I functions, as explained in Sec-
tion 2.2. They can be defined as: xy(t):=ax |0 1,(1),
where the amplitudes aj are real numbers and
H[Oka](t) =1,iff t € [O,Tk] and H[O,Tk](t) = 0, iff
t & [0,Ty]. Here k is the number of inputs, which for
our considered tasks is 2, but since we want to write
a general solution for a general case, in the following
equations, we will considered as a general index.

The solution shown in Equation (7) has two terms,
where the second describes a transient regime caused by
the initial abrupt change at t=0 from the input signal
pulses and depends on each time T}, and each amplitude
a. After a time T=max {T}: k€{1, M }}, that transient
regime ends to begin the persistent regime, described
by the first term in Equation (7). The general solution
for Equation (7) can be formally expressed as

h(t) = e ' exp[tW™|a + B, (8)

the essential difference between each regime is not in
a substantial change in the oscillation frequency nor in
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the decay times, but rather that the constants are dif-
ferent in each regime. Specifically, the multiplicative o
and additive B constants which contribute in the follow-
ing two situations: during the input signals for ¢ € [0, T
and after these signals has elapsed ¢ > T'. In particu-
lar, & and B are vectors that change discontinuously
when times ¢t goes from [0,7] to (T, 00), according to
the respective state of the inputs signals being on—off.
In particular « is defined as

tel0, 7],
te(T, 00),

o {h(0)+(wrec—1)1(wma+b): -

h(0)+(Wree—I)~1b :

where a is the column vector that contains the ampli-
tudes of the rectangular pulses of the input signals and
B can be defined as B:=h(0) — a.

The eigenvalue neighborhood of W*e, i.e. its spec-
trum location in complex plane, is showed in Figure 5.
Note that W**c has N eigenvalues. As previously in-
dicated in Section 2, N is also the number of network
units. In particular, W**¢ is diagonalizable because it
has pairwise distinct eigenvalues.

The final form of the solution shown in Equation
(8) is determined by exp[tW™¢], which can be calcu-
lated using the fact that the matrix W*e¢ is diagonaliz-
able, the case where it is non-diagonalizable is described
in the Supplementary Information. In any case,
this matrix is real, because it represents the connection
weights between neurons. For a given pair of eigenval-
ues and its associated eigenvector (A, &), Wree€=X\¢, the
complex conjugate pair (A*,£*) is also an eigenvalue
and its associated eigenvector of this matrix.

Let us denote the eigenvalues of W7 by
{A\i}i=1,...n, where v are reals and p are pair of com-
plex conjugates. The computation of exp[tW**¢] allows
us to express the formal solution of Equation (8) as a
linear combination of the eigenvector basis, following
Arnold (1992) and shown in Equation 10.

v+u

h(t)ze_t{ e+ Y e+ Cz*eA"*thk} +B
k=1 l=v+1

(10)

where AN=aq+iw;, if le{v+1,---,v+u}, and

N=v+2u. Each term of the second sum of Equation
(10) is given by the real part of c;e**¢;, which is explic-
itly given by e®*[Re(c; &) cos(wit) —Im(c; &) sin(wit)].

In this way, the solution (8) is a linear combination
of et for k=1,---,v and {e“’cos(wit), e sin(wit)}
for I=v+1, -, v+u given by

=t S ene s
k=1
v+pu
Z ot [Re(cz &) cos(wit)—Im(c; &) sin(wlt)] }+ﬁ
I=v+1

(11)

The contribution of each term of the first sum of
Equation (11) to the activity h(¢) is such that the real
eigenvalues \j are linked to a characteristic time of ex-
ponential growth a;>0 (or decay ap<0). On the other
hand, the contribution of each term of the second sum
of Equation (8) to the activity h(t) is such that the real
part of the complex eigenvalues \j=a;+iw; are linked
to a characteristic time of the exponential growth a;>0
(or decay ;<0), while its imaginary part w; contributes
to the period of an oscillating behaviour given by sine
and cosine functions.

We can relate the constants {c;}i=1,.. 5 in the
linear combination shown in Equation (10), with a
from Equation (8). According to expression (9), it can
be written also depending on the initial activity, the
recurrent weight matrix, the input weight matrix, the
amplitudes of the input signal and the bias.

Because W7**¢ is diagonalized, we have a basis
of eigenvectors that can be arranged as columns
to form a non-singular matrix S=(§1,---,&xn). Then
Wrec=8AS~! where A=diag()\i,---,An). Using this
base, we can calculate exp[tWTe¢|=8 exp[tA]S~1,
thus exp|At]=diag(---,e ! ---) and the product
S exp[At]=(---,e*'€;,---). Finally the identification
of a column vector ¢ that contains the constants
{¢i}i=1,... N is performed as:

c=S"'a, (12)

also using the expression (9), ¢ can be also written in
terms of h(0), W=, Wi a and b.

Regarding the long-term dynamics, any eigenvalue
of M=—I+W?re° whose real part is less than zero will
be asymptotically stable (Arnold (1992)). This trans-
lates to the eigenvalues of WT*¢ that lie inside the unit
circle of the complex plane and are neglected. Another
argument that allows us to neglect several terms in the
solution shown in Equation (10) is through the con-
cept of dominants eigenvalues of W**¢ (Golub and Loan
(2013); Anton and Rorres (2014)). Without loss of gen-
erality we can assume that its eigenvalues are relabeled
in order to distinguish the following two groups

AlZ = Aal>[Aapa]= - =[An] (13)
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where |z| is the absolute value or modulus for a complex
number z. These dominant d—eigenvalues can be real
or complex.

In this sense, we call the first d eigenvalues domi-
nants. Let us write the vector e in the basis of eigenvec-
tors {€;}iz1,... N as a= Zf\il c;€;, which is exactly fol-
low from Equation (12), in order to compute the prod-
uct

N
(WreC)na _ Z Cz)\?gz
=1
d )\i n N Al n .
o) e 2B e
(14)

Increasing n in the second sum of expression (14) which
starts from 0. In this way exp[tW™*|a~ Z?Zl cieNtE;.
If a given complex eigenvalue is dominant, then its com-
plex conjugate will be also dominant, since both have
the same modulus. Only the dominant eigenvalues (real
or complex) contributes to the activity signal h

d
h(t)~e™! Z cie’it€; + B (15)

i=1

Any dominant eigenvalue of W*®¢ such that its real part
is greater than 1 will contribute with an exponential
growth to the activity associated to the linear version of
the RNN. But it should not be lost sight of exactly that:
that analysis was performed on the linear version of the
RNN, where the activation function ¢ in Equation (1)
would saturate any unbounded growth in the activity
associated with the RNN.

Although there are oscillating functions that con-
tribute to h in Equation (10), no effective oscillations
are observed in the activities reported in Figures 2 and
3. This is because the complex pair (A, \*) of eigenval-
ues of recurrent matrix, shown in Figure 5, are such
that |Re(A\)[>|Im()\)|, and the exponential, growth or
decay, behavior dominates the scene versus the oscillat-
ing behavior.

One of the aims is to train RNNs not simply to max-
imize the network’s performance, but to train networks
so that their performance matches that of behaving
animals, while both network activity and architecture
are as close to biology as possible. The incorporation
of separate excitatory and inhibitory populations and
the ability to constrain their connectivity is an impor-
tant step towars that. One of the main contributions
of present work is providing a simple framework to ap-
ply such constraint and study different decision-making
tasks. Using such framework, we trained networks with
composition (50,50)% and (30,70)%, like the ones we

have described before in Jarne (2022). We observed that
networks with balanced composition are more easy to
train than mostly excitatory networks. In this second
case, more instances of training are necessary. There is
a competition between maintaining the constraint and
minimizing the cost function despite this, in these cases.

Again, when appling Dale's law, different realiza-
tions for the same task were obtained with different
dynamical behaviours, and the trained networks are
generally non-normal.

Also, it is interesting to note how, compared to net-
works trained unconstrained, the number of dominant
eigenvalues associated with the modes of the task re-
mains the same. However, given the contraction of the
radius of the remaining eigenvalues, the activity af-
ter the disturbance does not remain oscillating, as ex-
plained above. One may think that the radius depended
on the fraction of inhibitory and excitatory units, sim-
ilarly like in random networks, but this is not the case
for trained networks (Rajan and Abbott (2006)).

If this were the regimen of the brain, it would not be
possible to obtain oscillations in activity as the results
observed in EEG experiments (Freeman (2000)). We
have to rethink a different way to configure RNNs dur-
ing training, if oscillatory activity is part of the model
describing a particular brain area.

Comparing to previus works, our model, is differ-
ent from Ingrosso and Abbott (2019) in several as-
pects. First, the balance is parametric in this model
in the sense described by Ingrosso and Abbott (2019),
which is different from the dynamic balance they also
described. Second, the input weights are trained, as well
as all the recurrent and output weights. Our model has
in common with Ingrosso and Abbott (2019) that the
weight distributions present many zeros in the connec-
tivity values after being trained, and that most of the
non-dominant eigenvalues are grouped in a circle. But
in our case, given the initial conditions where the ra-
dius is 1 or less than 1, the final distributions obtained
have a smaller radius, producing the attenuation of the
activity.

There are other more complex tasks that can be con-
sidered, such as the so-called Working Memory tasks.
Some of them are, for example, Flip Flop and Para-
metric Working Memory (Freedman and Assad (2006);
Roitman and Shadlen (2002)). There are also binary
decision tasks that are more complex, for example, de-
pending on a context, some can be context-dependent
decision-making, delay match to sample or contextual
multitasking (Murphy and Miller (2009); Mante et al.
(2013); Zhang et al. (2021)). We have been able to train
excitatory and inhibitory constrained networks to per-
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form these tasks, but characterizing the activity in these
cases is more complex will be analyzed in further works.

5 Conclusions

In present work, a framework for gradient descent-
based training of excitatory-inhibitory RNNs has been
described and demonstrated the application of such
framework to tasks which are inspired by experimen-
tal paradigms in systems neuroscience. We have discov-
ered, and described, how the non-dominant eigenvalues
of the recurrent weight matrix are distributed in a circle
with radius less than 1 for those whose initial condition
prior to training was random normal and in a ring for
those whose initial condition was random orthogonal.
In both cases the radius does not depend on the frac-
tion of excitatory and inhibitory units nor on the size
of the network, for the considered range. It depends on
the initial condition for training. Diminution in the ra-
dius of the non-dominant eigenvalues, compared to net-
works trained without the constraint, has implications
for unit activity attenuating the expected oscillations
which have been explained in mathematical terms. De-
spite the ease of the task, our computer simulations
offer a framework for investigating the stimulus-driven
dynamics of biological neural networks and further in-
spire theoretical research.

Future work will include the study of more complex
tasks such as working memory tasks or contextual de-
cision making.

6 Supplementary Information

The code of this analysis are available at the following
Github repository

https://github.com/katejarne/Excitatory-inhibitorgondanelli

Supplementary information in pdf includes addi-
tional examples for all tasks and initial conditions.
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