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Many observables of brain dynamics appear to be optimized for computation. Which connectiv-
ity structures underlie this fine-tuning? We propose that many of these structures are naturally
encoded in the space that more directly relates to network dynamics – the space of the connectivity
eigenmodes. We develop a mathematical theory to impose eigenmode structures on connectivity,
systematically characterizing their effect on network dynamics. We find the density of nearly-critical
eigenvalues to be a particularly fundamental structure. It flexibly controls the power-law scaling of
dynamical observables, in analogy with the system’s spatial dimension in classical critical phenom-
ena. This mechanism provides control over observables which are found to be fine-tuned in brain
networks, but remained so far unexplained by traditionally studied structures, such as connectivity
motifs. Specifically, the slope of the principal component spectrum of neural activity can be fine-
tuned, as observed in primary visual cortex of mice. Furthermore, a novel transition between high
and low dimensional activity allows for a wide and flexible tuning of dimensionality, as observed
throughout cortex. The here discovered structures thus largely complement motifs. In fact, they
are of a different, collective nature: they are not reflected by any local motif configuration. This
result shows that many functionally relevant structures can remain hidden within the apparent ran-
domness of highly heterogeneous cortical circuits. Our methods enable revealing these structures
and investigate their effect on network dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Network dynamics is a central topic of contemporary
physics, due to its ability to describe a wide variety of bi-
ological, social and artificial systems [1]. Indeed, through
different arrangements of their connectivity, networks are
able to manifest the most disparate complex behaviors. A
prime example are neural networks: local circuits across
different cortical areas specialize their connectivity to im-
plement very diverse computational functions [2], such as
motor control, object recognition or abstract reasoning.

Many observables of brain dynamics indeed appear to
be fine-tuned for specific computational needs. For ex-
ample, in the primary visual cortex (V1) of mice, the
principal component (PC) spectrum of neuronal activity
is found to have an optimal slope for image encoding [3].
At the same time, dynamical observables are tuned dif-
ferently and flexibly across cortical areas, depending on
the area’s computational needs. For example, neuronal
activity is found to be either low [4–6] or high dimen-
sional [3, 7] in different regions of cortex [8], with both
high and low dimensionality optimizing different compu-
tational functions.

A fundamental quest of neuroscience is to identify the
connectivity structures that allow for such flexible, yet
precise tuning of network dynamics. This is complicated
by the fact that connectivity in cortical microcircuits is
highly heterogeneous, appearing to a large extent as ran-
dom, and thus strikingly similar across cortical areas [9].
Therefore, the challenge is often to find structure within
randomness, that is structure in the connectivity statis-
tics. In order to provide focus and direction to this com-
plex search, an important role of theory is to answer this

first-principles question: What are the minimal and fun-
damental structures in a connectivity statistics, which
allow networks to fine-tune their dynamics?

One of such structures has been recently identified in
motifs [10–12]: minimal connectivity patterns between
few neurons, which occur with higher chance than ran-
dom [13]. Second order motifs have been shown to have
some control over neuronal activity, such as its dimen-
sionality [10–12]. Still, there remain many of the afore-
mentioned network behaviors which do not seem to be
explainable by these structures alone. For example, it
was shown that second order motifs cannot fine-tune the
power-law decay of the PC spectrum of neuronal activity
[11]. Also, near criticality, where this and other power-
laws ubiquitously observed in brain dynamics emerge
[3, 14–16], neuronal activity is always low-dimensional,
and cannot be tuned to be high dimensional [12]. This
naturally raises a question: Are there other fundamental
connectivity structures that we are missing, which can
account for these unexplained behaviors?

Here we identify such structures by proposing a
paradigm shift: If motifs are local structures, encoded
in the connections between few neurons, we argue that
there is also a fundamentally different type of struc-
tures, which are intrinsically collective. These are en-
coded in the space that naturally relates to collective
network dynamics - the space of the connectivity eigen-
modes. Various works have highlighted the importance
of eigenmode structures. For example, specific forms of
eigenvalue distributions are shown to emerge after train-
ing [17], and the angle between eigenvectors often has
important functional consequences, such as in low-rank
connectivity structures [18]. However, thus far the field
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is lacking a mathematical framework to directly impose
eigenmode structures on heterogeneous connectivity ma-
trices, allowing to systematically characterize their effect
on network dynamics.

We thus develop a novel theory for large random con-
nectivity matrices with specifiable eigenmode statistics.
In particular, as outlined in Section II, we can specify the
degree of non-orthogonality between eigenvectors, and
the shape of the eigenvalue distribution. This allows us
to rigorously characterize network dynamics as a function
of these eigenmode structures. As shown in Section III,
we find the shape of the eigenvalue distribution to be
a particularly effective structure, controlling dynamical
observables such as the autocorrelation, autoresponse,
PC spectrum, and dimensionality of neuronal activity.
Specifically, the scaling exponents of these quantities are
directly controlled by the scaling exponent of the density
of nearly critical eigenvalues, in analogy to how the sys-
tem’s spatial dimension affects scaling in classical critical
phenomena (III A). In particular, this mechanism can ac-
count for the the widely observed fine-tuning of function-
ally relevant measures of network dynamics, which so far
remained unexplained by motif structures alone: varying
the density of nearly critical eigenvalues, the PC spec-
trum can be fine-tuned into its optimal slope for stimu-
lus encoding (III C), as observed in V1 of mice [3], and
dimensionality of neural activity can flexibly transition
between both the high and the low dimensional regimes
observed throughout cortex [3–8], while remaining at the
critical point (III C).

From the space of eigenmodes, we also derive the con-
nectivity statistics in the more direct space of synaptic
strengths. The result, presented in Section IV, shows
how the here considered eigenmode stuctures are of a
fundamentally different nature than motifs, complement-
ing them not only from a functional, but also from a
structural perspective. Indeed, these structures are in-
trinsically collective: to leading order in the number of
neurons, they are not reflected by local motif configu-
rations, and the connectivity always appears as random
Gaussian (see Fig. 1). The result provides an intriguing
insight into the apparent paradox of structure within ran-
domness: there can in fact be much structure hidden in
the eigenmodes of an apparently random Gaussian con-
nectivity, which has profound effects on the network dy-
namics. This structure remains hidden to a local motifs
analysis. However, it can be revealed by a more collective
analysis of the connectivity eigenmodes.

II. SETTING

We consider the recurrent network of linear rate neu-
rons

τ∂txi (t) = −xi (t) +
∑
j

Jijxj (t) + ξi (t) , (1)

where xi (t) is the rate activity of neuron i at time t;
i = 1, . . . N . Here Jij describes the connection from
neuron j to i and τ is the characteristic timescale of
neuronal response. The network is driven by Gaus-
sian white noise ξi (t), with zero mean and variance
⟨ξi (t) ξj (t′)⟩=Dδijδ (t− t′). In the following, we con-
sider Eq. (1) in dimensionless units, setting τ = D = 1.
In the linear regime, the second order statistics of various
network models, comprising integrate-fire and inhomoge-
nous Poisson neurons, is well captured by Eq. (1) [19–23].
For this reason, Eq. (1) is a minimal model for charac-
terizing network dynamics analytically, as a function of
J [11, 12, 22, 24].

Local cortical circuits present strong variability in their
connectivity. A common approach is to model such vari-
ability as disorder, choosing J as a random matrix. Most
likely, brain networks are not completely disordered: we
expect them to have some function, thus some under-
lying connectivity structure. In the random connectivity
setting, information about the network function or struc-
ture can be included in the model through the choice of
statistics for J .

To constrain the connectivity statistics, previous works
have focused on the observed abundance of local connec-
tivity patterns involving few neurons, such as the connec-
tivity motifs [13] depicted in Fig. 1. In particular, analyt-
ical studies characterizing the effect of motifs on network
dynamics are typically constrained to second order motifs
[10–12]. The relative abundance of a motif with respect
to a completely random network can be modeled by a
non-vanishing moment of the elements of J involved in
the motif [11]. In an archetypal approach [25, 26], for
example, J is assumed Gaussian with statistics

g2 ≡ N⟨J2
ij⟩ τ ≡ ⟨JijJji⟩/⟨J2

ij⟩, i ̸= j . (2)

Two parameters are present: the synaptic gain g mod-
els the overall strength of recurrent connections, while
the degree of (anti)symmetry τ controls correlations be-
tween reciprocal connections, which can be associated
with an abundance of reciprocal motifs. Throughout the
manuscript, we will refer to this connectivity choice as the
archetypal choice for J and use it for comparison with our
approach. Note that any other second order motif (those
shown in the top row of 1 with a bar on top) can always
be introduced later as a low rank perturbation to this
bulk connectivity, and their effect on network dynam-
ics can be characterized by a finite number of outliers
perturbing the bulk spectrum of the neuronal activity’s
covariance matrix [11]. Therefore, here we focus on the
bulk connectivity.

As discussed in Section I, local motifs can only par-
tially account for the optimal fine-tuning of dynamics
observed in cortical networks. To fill this gap, here we
introduce the study of another fundamental type of col-
lective, rather than local structures. These are encoded
in the space that naturally controls network dynamics –
the space of eigenmodes. The connectivity J can always
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the traditional synaptic space approach vs our dynamics space approach. Top: synaptic
space approach. Some motif statistics are assumed (left) and the eigenmode statistics (right) are derived. Specifically, here
we show an archetypal approach which assumes only the presence of second order reciprocal motifs (here parameterized by τ ,
Eq. (2)). The corresponding eigenvalue distribution is uniform on an ellipse. The eigenvalues are relatively more spread along
the real or the imaginary axis depending on the value of τ . Bottom: dynamics space approach. We specify the eigenmode
statistics, in particular allowing for any desired shape of the eigenvalue distribution (right). The derived synaptic statistics
(left) to leading order only predict reciprocal motifs, as in the archetypal approach. These are parameterized again by the
relative spread τ of the eigenvalues, here generalized to any distribution shape. Higher order motif structures are present,
but are subleading in the number of neurons. Thus, the synaptic structures responsible for different shapes of the eigenvalue
distribution (thus different dynamics) are hidden to a motifs analysis.

be decomposed into its eigenvalues λα and right eigen-
vectors Vα as

Jij =

N∑
α=1

ViαλαV
−1
αj , (3)

were the left eigenvectors’ matrix V −1 is the inverse of
the right eigenvectors’ matrix V . For typical random
connectivity matrices, this decomposition can be per-
formed without loss of generality (see Appendix A1).
Eigenvalues and eigenvectors have a direct dynamical in-
terpretation: a linear combination of neurons

∑
i V

−1
αi xi

represents a collective mode of the linearized neuronal
activity, with dynamical response ∝ exp (− (1− λα) t).
Thus, calling an eigenvalue λ = λx + ıλy, the associated
mode has decay constant 1−λx and oscillation frequency
λy. The distribution of eigenvalues therefore character-
izes the dynamical repertoire available to the network,
while the overlap between eigenvectors characterizes how
much the network input co-excites different eigenmodes
[27]. Both the shape of the eigenvalue distribution and
the eigenvectors’ overlap are therefore important struc-
tural properties of connectivity, which are indeed shown
to be associated with network function [17, 18].

Through the archetypal choice of J , these eigenmode
structures are implicitly fixed: eigenvalues are uniformly
distributed on an ellipse centered in the complex plane
[26] (Fig. 1, top), while eigenvectors are strongly non-
orthogonal, as discussed later in greater detail. Given
their high relevance for network dynamics, however, here
we want to explicitly constrain the form of these connec-

tivity structures to systematically characterize their im-
pact on neural activity. Concretely, we approach connec-
tivity modeling in a direction symmetric to the archety-
pal approach (Fig. 1): In the archetypal synaptic space
approach, one specifies the statistics of synaptic strengths
(the entries of J) and later derives the corresponding
eigenmode statistics; in our dynamics space approach, we
first specify the eigenmode statistics and later derive the
synaptic strength statistics. We define the eigenmode
statistics as

λ ∼ p (λ) (4)
V = O + νG (5)

Eq. (4) states that λ can be drawn from a distribu-
tion p of any arbitrary shape, provided its moments are
bounded. In particular, one is not constrained to a uni-
form elliptical distribution as in the archetypal approach
(see Fig. 1). In turn, we will show in Section III how the
shape of p is direcly linked to the dynamics, in particular
to power-law exponents ubiquitously observed in cortical
networks, and thus can be fixed according to a certain ob-
served or desired network behavior. The eigenvalues are
drawn independently, following the same simplicity prin-
ciple typically applied in the synaptic space approach:
introducing minimal information in an otherwise disor-
dered connectivity.

Following the same principle, we want to be agnos-
tic with regard to the direction that a certain eigen-
mode takes in neuronal space. The eigenvector matrix
V is therefore drawn independently from the eigenval-
ues. Eq. (5) defines it as a combination of a unitary and
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a complex Gaussian random matrix O and G, respec-
tively, with interpolation parameter ν ∈ [0, 1) controlling
the degree of non-normality of the network. A precise
definition of O and G can be found in A1. Intuitively,
varying ν from 0 to 1 controls whether eigenmodes are
orthogonal to each other (ν = 0), or can take on more
and more random, overlapping directions (ν → 1). The
value ν = 1 is an upper limit at which eigenvectors are
too overlapping and the synaptic gain g diverges (see Sec-
tion IV and Appendix A 2).

A difference with the archetypal case of Gaussian J
is that, there, eigenvalues and eigenvectors are found to
be tightly correlated, and eigenvectors are in a strongly
non-orthogonal regime, similar to choosing ν ∼ 1 in our
ensemble. In Section IV we show that, in this strongly
non-normal regime, a fine-tuned correlation structure is
necessary to contrast the strong eigenvectors’ overlap and
thus keep the synaptic gain g of O (1). We then devise
a method to initialize connectivities with such fine-tuned
correlation structure, while still allowing for any shape
of the eigenvalue distribution. In this way, through nu-
merical simulations, we are able to characterize also the
strongly non-normal regime. Including this strongly non-
normal ensemble, our study therefore encompasses the
archetypal case of Gaussian J .

As we show in Section III, varying the shape of the
eigenvalue distribution causes a wide range of different
dynamical behaviors. Surprisingly, however, we find this
is not reflected by the leading order statistics of synaptic
strengths. Just as for the archetypal connectivity, we find
the synaptic strength statistics to be Gaussian, with only
reciprocal motifs. In terms of the eigenmode statistics,
the leading order synaptic strength statistics are given
by

g2 =
1 + ν2

1− ν2

(〈
λ2
x

〉
λ
+
〈
λ2
y

〉
λ

)
(6)

τ =
1− ν2

1 + ν2

〈
λ2
x

〉
λ
−
〈
λ2
y

〉
λ

⟨λ2
x⟩λ +

〈
λ2
y

〉
λ

(7)

where ⟨ ⟩λ denotes statistical averaging over the ran-
dom variable λ. Other second order motifs are absent.
Higher order motifs are present, but only with a prob-
ability that is vanishingly small in the number of neu-
rons, and are therefore very hard to detect. As a result,
connectivities with the same leading order motif struc-
ture can correspond to different eigenmode structures,
thus to very different network dynamics, as exemplified
in Fig. 2. In other words, there are structures that have
a strong impact in shaping the network dynamics, while
remaining hidden in the synaptic strength statistics of
an apparently random Gaussian connectivity. More pre-
cisely, these structures remain hidden to a motif analysis,
as they cannot be reduced to the generic abundance of
local connectivity patterns. However, they become ap-
parent to a more collective analysis of the connectivity’s
spectral properties, in particular of its eigenvalue distri-

Figure 2. Same synaptic statistics correspond to different dy-
namics. Top: Various eigenvalue distributions, corresponding
to different connectivities, which to leading order in the num-
ber of neurons share the same synaptic statistics. Specifically,
g = 0.9 and τ = 0 (Eq. (2)), corresponding to independently
distributed synaptic strengths following Gaussian statistics.
The eigenvalue distributions are plotted in the complex plane
k = 1 − λ and are nearly critical, touching the line of lin-
ear instability kx = 0. The archetypal case of an exactly
Gaussian connectivity with the same synaptic statistics is also
shown in black. Bottom: Autocorrelation and autoresponse
functions decay in time, colored accordingly. Despite shar-
ing the same leading order synaptic statistics, the different
connectivities feature different eigenvalue distributions, and
thus correspond to very different network dynamics: the au-
tocorrelation and autoresponse can either decay exponentially
(blue, orange) or with power-laws with varying exponents
(red, green). Curves: theory; markers: simulation; dotted,
black line: known theory for the archetypal case of a Gaus-
sian connectivity. Other parameters: For a given eigenvalue
distribution, ν is fixed according to Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) so to
have g = 0.9 and τ = 0. Going from left to right in the top
panel, ν = 0.49, 0.7, 0.52, 0.37.

bution. Our findings on the synaptic strength statistics
are discussed in more detail in Section IV.

III. EFFECT ON DYNAMICS

In this section, we characterize how the eigenvalue dis-
tribution affects the network dynamics. We focus on net-
works at criticality. This regime is of particular interest
because of the wealth of characteristic features of criti-
cality, like power-laws, that are experimentally observed
in brain networks [3, 15, 16], feeding the so-called critical
brain hypothesis [28]. For example, a power-law decay in
the PC spectrum, whose observed fine-tuning [3] we want
to describe in this work, only arises when the model (1)
is close to criticality [11]. Theoretical studies also sug-
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gest the edge of criticality as an optimal computational
regime [29–31].

It is natural to consider the shifted eigenvalues k ≡
λ − 1, that is the eigenvalues of the dynamics’ Jacobian
J − I. Thus, calling k ≡ kx + ıky, a mode has decay
constant kx and oscillation frequency ky. The network
is at the critical point when the eigenvalue distribution
touches the line of linear instability kx = 0 from the right
(see e.g. Fig. 2, top). Occasionally, we parameterize a
small distance away from criticality by adding a small
leak term −δ · x to the rhs of Eq. (1). This effectively
shifts the eigenvalues of the Jacobian k → k + δ, so the
longest living mode have decay constant δ, rather than
0.

The main result of this section is that the density of
nearly critical eigenvalues controls various dynamical ob-
servables that are found to be fine-tuned in cortical net-
works, including the dimensionality and PC spectrum of
neural activity. This happens thanks to a direct link be-
tween the density of nearly critical eigenvalues and the
power-law scaling exponents characterizing these observ-
ables. Precisely, we show that these scaling exponents
are algebraic functions of the exponents d or d̄, con-
trolling the density of nearly critical eigenvalues through
p (kx)

k→0∼ kd−1
x or p (ρ)

k→0∼ ρd̄−1, where in the first case
we consider the marginal distribution of the eigenvalues’
real part kx, while the second case describes the marginal
distribution of the eigenvalues’ radial component ρ, with
k ≡ ρeıϕ. We call the exponent d the network’s effec-
tive spatial dimension, in analogy with classical critical
phenomena, as exposed later.

Note that, while here we focus on nearly critical sys-
tems, our theory works also away from criticality, show-
ing qualitatively similar results. The difference is that, at
the critical point, the effect of the eigenvalue distribution
on the dynamics is more apparent and readily quantifi-
able in terms of power-law scaling exponents.

A. Autocorrelation and autoresponse

Before focusing on the dimensionality and PC com-
ponent spectrum of neural activity, it is instructive to
consider two other quantities commonly studied in dis-
ordered networks [25]: the population averaged autocor-
relation and autoresponse functions. These help to il-
lustrate the effect of the distribution of nearly critical
eigenvalues on the dynamics. We show that these func-
tions have a power-law decay in time, whose exponent is
controlled by the density of nearly critical modes. Fur-
thermore, we show that these power-laws only emerge
for certain distributions of oscillation frequencies, which
control a transition from exponential to power-law decay.

We define the population averaged auto-
correlation as A (t) = 1

N

∑
i ⟨xi (t)xi (0)⟩ξ,

and the population averaged autoresponse as
r (t) = 1

N

∑
i limϵ→0

1
ϵ ⟨x

ϵ
i (t)− xi (t)⟩ξ, where xϵ

i (t)

is the neural activity if Eq. (1) is perturbed by a term

ϵδ (t) along direction i.
Standard linear response theory gives

r (t > 0) =
1

N

∑
α

exp (−kαt)
N→∞→

∫
Dk exp (−kt) ,

(8)
where in the last step we have taken the limit of the
sum of eigenvalues to an integral over their probability
density, with integration measure Dk ≡ p (k) dk, valid for
large N . In this limit, using our random matrix theory
(see Appendix B and the Supplemental Material [32]),
we find A (t) has the expression

A (t) =
1 + ν2

1− ν2

∫
Dk

2kx
exp (−k |t|)

− 2ν2

1− ν2

∫
Dk1Dk2
k1 + k2

exp (−k1 |t|) . (9)

The autoresponse r (t) depends only on the eigenvalue
distribution, and not on the eigenvectors. The autocorre-
lation A (t) instead also depends on the eigenvectors’ dis-
tribution, as reflected by the parameter ν. The first term
in Eq. (9) is the only one present in the limit of a normal
network ν → 0, while the second term reflects a non-
vanishing overlap between eigenvectors in the non-normal
case (see Appendix B). For reference, we also report the
known expression for the archetypal choice of a Gaussian
connectivity, in the τ = 0 case: r (t > 0)

δ→0∼ exp (−t)

and A (t)
δ→0∼ D

4δ exp(−δt).
Before looking at the time dependence of r (t) and

A (t), it is instructive to focus on the equal-time vari-
ance A (0), so as to introduce the concept of the net-
work’s effective spatial dimension. As for the archetypal
choice of J , the variance can diverge as we approach crit-
icality δ → 0. It’s divergent behavior near criticality is
described by the exponent d characterizing the density of
nearly critical modes

p (kx)
kx→0∼ kd−1

x . (10)

Indeed, we note that, when the variance diverges, the
first term in Eq. (9) dominates, behaving like

∼
∫

p (kx) dkx
kx + δ

∼
∫

kd−1
x dkx
kx + δ

∝

{
δd−1 d < 1

const d > 1
, (11)

where we introduced a small distance δ from criticality.
We can see that the variance remains finite for d > d0 =
1, while it diverges for smaller d.

Note that an analogous expression to Eq. (11) can
be found for the variance of classical critical phenom-
ena [33–35], with d playing the role of the system’s spa-
tial dimension. In fact, for a very special choice of J ,
Eq. (1) becomes the stochastic heat equation, a linear
model of reference for out of equilibrium critical phenom-
ena [34, 35]. Specifically, one needs to choose J such that
J− I implements a discretization of the Laplace operator
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Figure 3. (a) Power-law decay, controlled by the density of nearly-critical eigenvalues. On the left, different distributions of
nearly critical eigenvalues are shown in the kx-ky plane for fixed b = 1 and varying d. The dashed vertical line represents
the critical line of instability at k = 0. Corresponding decay in time of the autoresponse r (t) and normalized autocorrelation
A (t) /A (0), colored accordingly. Solid curves: theory; markers: simulations; dashed, black lines: power-law decay with
exponent d for the autoresponse and d− 1 for the autocorreation. (b) Transition from power-law to faster decay, controlled by
the distribution of oscillation frequencies. The autoresponse and normalized autocorrelation are shown for fixed d = 1.5 and
varying b. Solid curves: theory; markers: simulation. For b ≥ 1, we see a power law decay (dashed, black lines) with exponent
fixed by the value of d, regardless of the value of b. For b < 1 the decay is faster. Other parameters: N = 102, ν = 1/

√
3.

(i.e. the kinetic term) on a d-dimensional lattice. Then,
the connectivity eigenmodes become a very specific set of
modes: the Fourier modes, with associated wave-vector−→
k . The density of nearly critical Fourier modes is fixed

to be p
(∥∥∥−→k ∥∥∥) ∼

∥∥∥−→k ∥∥∥d−1

, where d cannot take arbi-
trary values as in a generic network, but corresponds to
the system’s spatial dimension. In analogy, we call d the
network’s effective spatial dimension. A difference be-
tween networks and classical systems is that d can take a
continuous, rather than discrete range of values, thanks
to all possible shapes of the connectivity’s eigenvalue dis-
tribution. As in classical critical phenomena, we will see
how d controls the scaling laws of dynamical observables.

Having introduced the network’s effective spatial di-
mension, we shall now focus on the asymptotic long-time
dependence of r (t) and A (t). As for A (0), this is nat-
urally characterized by the marginal distribution p (kx)
of decay constants of nearly critical modes, through the
exponent d. In addition, the conditional distribution of
oscillation frequencies p (ky|kx) for a given decay con-
stant is now important. We find this quantity to control
whether the decay in time is power-law or exponential.
Differently than for A(0), a characterization for a generic
p (ky|kx) is hard in this case. To enlighten the role of
oscillation frequencies, we consider the case of a uniform
distribution of oscillation frequencies

p (ky|kx) ∝ θ (B (kx)− |ky|) , B (kx)
kx→0∼ kbx. (12)

As illustrated in Fig. 3, two exponents parameterize the
scaling properties of the distribution of nearly critical
modes. Exponent d parameterizes the scaling of the den-
sity of nearly critical modes Eq. (10), while exponent
b parameterizes the scaling of the maximum oscillation

frequency of nearly critical modes |ky|max ∝ kbx, i.e. the
boundary of the eigenvalue distribution. We find that
these exponents also characterize the dynamics in a very
direct way, as illustrated in Fig. 3. Exponent b controls
how the autocorrelation and autoresponse decay in time
(Fig. 3(b)). In particular, it determines a transition from
a power-law decay to a faster decay: for slow enough os-
cillations of nearly critical modes (b ⩾ 1) we have the
power-law decay; when oscillations are too fast (b < 1),
instead, the decay is slower, potentially exponential and
oscillating. Exponent d controls the power-law exponent
in the case of exponential decay (Fig. 3(a)): r (t) ∼ t−d

and A (t) ∼ t−(d−1).
Considering r (t) as an example, this can be easily seen

by integrating Eq. (8) over ky and passing to the dimen-
sionless variable p ≡ kxt, obtaining

r (t)
t→∞∼ 1

ta+2

∫ ∞

0

dppa exp (−p) sin
(
pbt(1−b)

)
. (13)

We can see that, if b > 1, oscillations are unimportant in
the long-time limit, as we can expand the oscillating term
sin (x) ∼ x in the integrand, recovering the power-law
scaling r (t) ∼ t−d. If b < 1, instead, oscillations interfere
with the build up of nearly critical modes into a pure
power law. The reasoning is completely analogous for
A (t), noting that the first term in Eq. (9) dominates in
the long-time limit. This means that, though the degree
ν of non-normality of the network affects quantitatively
A (t), it does not affect its power-law decay exponent (see
Fig. C1).

Note that in the archetypal case of a Gaussian connec-
tivity, the decay of both r (t) and A (t) is known to be
exponential. The emergence of power-laws is a novelty
of certain connectivities here considered, whose nearly
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critical modes have sufficiently slow oscillation frequen-
cies (b > 1). This phenomenon may help accounting
for the emergence of power-laws ubiquitously observed
in cortical networks, both in correlation functions [15],
and in the network’s response, as in neural avalanches
[14, 16, 36]. Of particular interest for neural avalanches
is the here discovered ability of connectivity to continu-
ously vary the system’s dynamical scaling exponents, in
line with the recently observed variability in avalanche
power-law exponents [16], and in contrast with the clas-
sical notion of exponents being determined by the uni-
versality class alone. While we leave investigating neural
avalanches to future work, we note that this variability
may be explained here by a fluctuation in the network’s
operational point, causing a fluctuation in the network’s
effective connectivity, thus in the distribution of nearly
critical eigenvalues controlling power-law exponents.

We conclude remarking that the power-law scaling
found in this section, as well as in the following sections,
only depends on a very generic property of the eigenvalue
distribution, namely the scaling Eq. (10). Other prop-
erties of the eigenvalue distribution can affect quantita-
tively the shape of A (t) and r(t), but are irrelevant with
regards to the power-law scaling. For example, Fig. 3(b)
(cases b = 1.0, 1.5) illustrates how varying the shape
of the distribution boundary, here controlled by b, does
not affect the power-law exponents, which is fixed by d.
We further exemplify this in Fig. C1. For example, we
also show how the power-law scaling is not altered by a
stretching of the eigenvalue distribution along the imag-
inary axis (cf. Eq. (A1)). By Eq. (7), this alters the
degree of symmetry τ of the connectivity matrix. Thus,
in particular, also symmetry does not affect the power-
law decay exponent.

B. Dimensionality

In this subsection we characterize the effect of the den-
sity of nearly critical eigenvalues on the dimensionality of
neural activity. Recent research has shown the high rele-
vance of this measure for neural computation [3, 7, 8, 37].
Dimensionality indeed appears to be optimized into both
a low [4–6] and high [3, 7] dimensional regime, depend-
ing on the cortical area and its specific computational
tasks. Here we show how the density of nearly critical
eigenvalues can flexibly tune dimensionality across both
regimes, thanks to a novel transition between high and
low dimensional activity.

Dimensionality is typically defined through the princi-
pal components spectrum of the neuronal activities’ co-
variance matrix. Here we consider both the case of the
equal-time covariance Cij = ⟨xi (t)xj (t)⟩ and the long
time-window covariance Cij = limT→∞

1
T ⟨x̂i (0) x̂j (0)⟩,

where we defined the Fourier transformed neural activ-
ity x̂i (ω) =

∫ T
2

−T
2

dte−iωtxi (t). The so-called principal
components of the covariance matrix are its eigenmodes,

defined through the decomposition

C =
∑
α

UαcαU
T
α , (14)

with the eigenvectors Uα identifying orthogonal direc-
tions of neuronal variability, and the eigenvalues cα ≥ 0
its intensity along that direction. Dimensionality is an
estimate of how many of the strongest principal compo-
nents are required to explain most of neuronal variabil-
ity. A commonly adopted measure of dimensionality is
the participation ratio [11, 12]

D ≡
(
∑

α cα)
2∑

α c2α
=

(Tr [C])
2

Tr [C2]
, (15)

which can conveniently be reduced to traces of powers of
the covariance matrix. The latter we are able to compute
with our random matrix theory (see Appendix B and the
Supplemental Material [32]). We now proceed to charac-
terize the behavior of dimensionality near criticality.

1. Equal time covariance

Let us start considering the equal-time covariance.
Once again, we find that dimensionality is controlled by
the density of nearly critical modes Eq. (10) through the
exponent d. The full expression for the dimensionality
is made intricate by its dependence on the degree ν of
non-orthogonality, and is given in the Supplemental Ma-
terial [32]. However, we can get a readily interpretable
picture of its dependence on d by looking at the asymp-
totic behavior at criticality (δ → 0). Note the numerator
in Eq. (15) corresponds to A (t = 0)

2 given in Eq. (9).
We already discussed its diverging behavior near critical-
ity in Eq. (11). The full expression for the denominator
Tr
[
C2
]

is lengthy and is reported in the Supplemental
Material [32]. The expression is analogous to Eq. (9),
containing a first term surviving for ν → 0, which is the
one dominating the divergent behavior near criticality,
in addition to terms due to the network non-normality,
analogous to the second term in Eq. (9). The dominating
term behaves as

∼
∫

p (kx) dkx

(kx + δ)
2 ∼

∫
kd−1
x dkx

(kx + δ)
2 ∝

{
δd−2 d < 2

const d > 2
. (16)

Combining Eq. (11) and Eq. (16) into Eq. (15), we
therefore distinguish the behavior of dimensionality into
three regions (Fig. 4(a)): for d > 2, we are in a high-
dimensional regime, in which dimensionality is finite even
at criticality; for 1 < d < 2 we have low-dimensional ac-
tivity, decaying as δ2−d; for d < 1 again we have low-
dimensional activity, but decaying as δd. We therefore
have a transition from high to low dimensional activity
at d = 2. The transition becomes infinitely sharp at crit-
icality. Otherwise, dimensionality forms a bell shape in
the low-dimensional regime d < 2, with an optimum for
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Figure 4. Transition from high to low dimensionality, con-
trolled by the density of nearly critical eigenvalues. (a) par-
ticipation ratio for the equal-time covariance, as a function of
d. Curves in lighter blue correspond to decreasing values of δ
(see inset). Solid curves: theory; markers: simulation. Only
theory is shown for δ = 0 (lightest blue), at which the transi-
tion is infinitely sharp. At the bottom, distributions of nearly
critical eigenvalues are shown for some example values of d.
(b) is a analogous to (a), showing the participation ratio for
the long time-window covariance as a function of d̄. Note an
eventual offset between theory and simulation for the smaller
δ is due to finite size effects (see Fig. S1 in the Supplemental
Material [32]). Other parameters: (a) N = 103, ν = 1/

√
3,

b = 0.5; (b) N = 8 · 103.

connectivities with dimension d ∼ 1, at which the dimen-
sionality of the input noise is reduced the most. This last
observation may also be interesting for initializing the
connectivity of artificial networks at an optimal starting
point for dimensionality reduction, from which to begin
the network training. Note how the asymptotic descrip-
tion we have just given well describes the full analytical
expression for the dimensionality even further away from
criticality, e.g. for δ = 0.1.

Once again, we show in Fig. C1 that both the degree of
non-normality and other details in the shape of the eigen-
value distribution do not affect qualitatively our predic-
tions.

2. Long time-window covariance

For the long-time window covariance the reasoning
is completely analogous. Integrals of the same kind as
Eq. (11) appear (see Appendix B). The main difference
is that, while in Eq. (11) the relevant direction of inte-
gration approaching the critical point k = 0 was the one
along the real axis kx, for the long-time window covari-
ance, instead, the relevant direction is the radial one ρ,
where we defined k ≡ ρeiϕ. We therefore introduce a ra-
dial dimension d̄ controlling the density of nearly critical

modes along the radial direction

p (ρ)
ρ→0∼ ρd̄−1. (17)

The results are then completely analogous to those for
the equal-time covariance, and are shown in Fig. 4(b).
In this case, the transition between high and low dimen-
sionality occurs at d̄ = 4. In the low-dimensional regime,
dimensionality is ∼ δ4−d̄ for 2 < d̄ < 4, and ∼ δd̄ for
d̄ < 2. The optimum is at d̄ = 2.

Note that, in the archetypal case of Gaussian J , we are
in the low-dimensional regime and dimensionality decays
as δ2 [11, 12, 24]. This is reproduced also for our matrix
with a matching distribution of eigenvalues (i.e. uniform
on the circle), which has radial dimension d̄ = 2. Go-
ing beyond, here we show that with different shapes of
the eigenvalue distribution, any other scaling behavior
can be obtained. In practice this implies that, through
connectivity, dimensionality can be flexibly tuned within
a wide range of values (cf. Fig. 4). Most importantly,
also a high-dimensional regime can be accessed, in which
dimensionality remains finite even at the critical point.
This is of relevance because other connectivity structures
like second order motifs can only control dimensionality
within the low-dimensional regime, when at criticality
[11, 12]. In the density of nearly critical eigenvalues, in-
stead, we have identified a connectivity structure that
can flexibly tune dimensionality across the entire range
of low and high dimensional activity which is observed
throughout cortex [3–7]. The ability to control dimen-
sionality while staying at the critical point is important
in the light of the ubiquitous evidence of criticality found
in brain dynamics [28], in particular the characteristic
presence of power-laws [3, 14–16], such as, for example,
that in PC spectrum [3] discussed below.

C. Principal components spectrum

Another dynamical observable that has recently re-
ceived considerable interest is the PC spectrum of neural
activity, i.e. the full set of PC eigenvalues c appearing
in Eq. (14), plotted from largest to smallest. For exam-
ple, a recent experimental study has considered the PC
spectrum of neural activity in V1 of mice, during the
encoding of image stimuli [3]. A power-law decay with
exponent α = 1 is found, which is theoretically argued
to be optimal for encoding visual stimuli: larger α would
correspond to fewer details encoded, while a smaller α
would be too sensitive to details and correspond to a frac-
tal representation. This optimal exponent has also been
found in artificial recurrent networks trained to perform
image classification [38]. Recent theoretical work has de-
rived a similar power-law decay for a network governed
by Eq. (1), for the archetypal choice of J [11]. There,
the power-law exponent is α = 1.5, different from the
one experimentally observed. Furthermore, it is shown
that no second order motif structure can alter this ex-
ponent. Here we show how the density of nearly critical



9

Figure 5. The density of nearly critical eigenvalues controls the slope of the PC spectrum. PC spectrum plotted against
the fractional rank n/N . (a-b) Case of the long time-window covariance. (a) Case ν = 0. Shown for varying densities of
nearly critical eigenvalues, parameterized by d̄ (shown on the left and colored accordingly). Markers: simulation; lines: fitting
power-law; legend: mean and standard deviation of the power law exponent α, found for 48 independent realizations of the
connectivity. Theoretical prediction in parenthesis. (b) Same as (a), but for fixed d̄ = 2 and varying ν (see legend). (c-d) Same
as (a-b), but for the case of the equal-time covariance: In (c) we fix ν = 0 and vary d; In (d) we fix d = 1 and vary ν. Other
parameters: (a-b) N = 103, δ = 0.01, b = 0.5; (c-d) N = 4 · 102, δ = 0.01.

eigenvalues can instead control this exponent, thus iden-
tifying a connectivity structure that can account for the
experimental observation of an optimized PC spectrum.

Deriving an expression for p (c) for any value of the
degree of non-normality ν is a hard task that we leave for
future work. However, we can easily derive p (c) for the
normal case ν = 0, and study numerically what happens
for ν ̸= 0.

Let us first consider the principal components of the
time integrated covariance. For ν = 0, the principal com-
ponents eigenvalues c are simply related to the connec-
tivity eigenvalues k = ρeıϕ by c = ρ−2 (see Appendix
B). Therefore, p (c) = p (ρ (c)) c−

3
2 . Once again, we see

that a power-law emerges, that is controlled by the den-
sity of nearly critical modes Eq. (17): p (c)

c→∞∼ c−
d̄+2
2 .

It follows that the power-law decay of c with its rank
n is c ∼ n−α, with α = 2/d̄. Therefore, as illustrated
in Fig. 5(a), varying the connectivity’s density of nearly
critical modes tunes the power-law decay of the prin-
cipal components spectrum. Numerically, we find that
also the degree of non-normality ν can partially control
the decay exponent. As illustrated in Fig. 5(b), for a
fixed d̄, increasing ν increases the exponent α. This ef-
fect is weak for small or intermediate values of ν, and
starts becoming apparent for large values of ν. Finally,
let us note that a uniform elliptical eigenvalue distribu-
tion corresponds to d̄ = 2 and therefore to α = 1 in
our ensemble. This is different from the value α = 1.5
found for the archetypal J , which has the same eigen-
value distribution. The difference is caused by the differ-
ent statistics for the eigenvectors, which in the archety-
pal case are strongly non-orthogonal and correlated to
the eigenvalues. Interestingly, the exponent α = 1.5 is
approached in our case by increasing ν to higher degrees
of non-normality ν ∼ 0.85. We characterize the strongly

non-normal regime in IV C, finding a similar qualitative
dependence of α on d̄. In particular, the mechanism by
which the density of nearly critical eigenvalues can fine-
tune the slope of the PC spectrum is preserved also in
this regime.

As illustrated in Fig. 5(c-d), completely analogous re-
sults follow for the equal-time covariance. The only dif-
ference is that here c = k−1

x (see Appendix B), thus the
power-law exponent α is still controlled by the density
of nearly critical modes Eq. (10), but the one obtained
approaching the critical point along the real axis. Specif-
ically, we have a power-law decay with rank c ∼ n−α,
with α = 1/d.

IV. CONNECTIVITY STATISTICS

In this section, we present in more detail our results de-
riving the synaptic strength statistics of the connectivity
matrices in our ensemble.

A. Leading order synaptic statistics

First, we comment on the leading order synaptic statis-
tics. To leading order, the connectivity is Gaussian and
presents only reciprocal motifs, just as in the archety-
pal case. The synaptic strength statistics are given by
Eq. (6) and Eq. (7). These expressions depend on both
the degree of non-normality ν and the second moments
of the eigenvalue distribution.

Let us first fix ν and discuss the effect of the eigen-
value distribution. Notice the synaptic gain g is con-
trolled by the overall spread of eigenvalues on the com-
plex plane. Unsurprisingly, increasing the spectral radius
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of the eigenvalue distribution corresponds to proportion-
ally increasing the synaptic gain.

The degree of symmetry τ is instead controlled by
the relative spread of the distribution along the real and
imaginary axes. Notice that Eq. (7) generalizes to any
eigenvalue distribution in our ensemble a fact that could
already be observed for the elliptical distribution corre-
sponding to the archetypal J : there, varying τ corre-
sponds to stretching the ellipse along the imaginary or
real axis (see e.g. Fig. 1). In fact, provided we choose
ν2 = 1−τ2

3+τ2 , our ensemble reproduces the values of g and τ
of the archetypal connectivity, when it is initialized with
the same elliptical eigenvalue distribution. For the spe-
cial case τ = 0, we have to choose ν = 1/

√
3 ∼ 0.577

(see Fig. 6(a)). Note, however, that the connectivities in
the two ensembles are still different: On the one hand,
synaptic strength statistics of our ensemble have a more
complicated subleading order structure, which accounts
for the different possible shapes of the eigenvalue dis-
tribution. On the other hand, the archetypal connec-
tivity has strongly non-orthogonal eigenvectors and a
fine-tuned correlation structure between eigenvalues and
eigenvectors, which we introduce in our analysis later in
IV C.

For a fixed eigenvalue distribution, notice g and τ can
still be partially tuned by the degree of non-normality
ν. For example, stronger normality of the network (i.e.
smaller ν) corresponds to stronger (anti)symmetry. Note
that, as should be expected, perfect (anti)symmetry is
only achieved in the special limit of a normal network
ν = 0 and an eigenvalue distribution collapsed on the
(imaginary) real axis.

Regarding the effect of ν on the synaptic gain g, note
that this remains of O (1) for considerably strong ν ∼ 0.9
(Fig. 6(a)). However, a too strong non-normality ν → 1
makes g diverge. More extreme degrees of non-normality
require correlations between eigenvalues and eigenvec-
tors, in order to keep g of order unity. We discuss this
case in IVC. Finally, note that this divergence of the
synaptic gain is a non-trivial effect of the eigenvectors’
non-orthogonality. It occurs for any fixed spectral ra-
dius of the eigenvalue distribution. In particular, it can-
not be compensated by a trivial rescaling of the synaptic
strengths, as this would also shrink the spectral radius.

B. Hidden synaptic structures

Despite the connectivity being Gaussian to leading or-
der in N , it still contains all sorts of higher order statis-
tics. These are expected, as they must account for all
eigenvalue distributions that are possible within our en-
semble. The surprising result that we show here, how-
ever, is that these higher order statistics appear only at
subleading order in N .

Writing the connectivity in dimensionless units J̄ :=

J
√

N
g , we prove (see Appendix A5 and the Sup-

Figure 6. (a) Synaptic gain g as a function of the degree
of non-normality ν, for the case of a uniform circular distri-
bution (inset), as that found in the archetypal connectivity
for g = 1 and τ = 0. The dotted lines highlight the special
value ν = 1/

√
3 ∼ 0.577, for which g = 1 is recollected. Also

the value ν = 0.9 is highlighted, for which g is still of O (1).
(b) Method for initializing connectivities with arbitrary eigen-
value distribution in the strongly non-normal regime. Top:
starting from the archetypal Gaussian connectivity, we con-
tinuously shift its eigenvalues (left) into a new distribution
(right). Each eigenvector remains associated to the original
eigenvalue, so as to preserve the tight correlation structure
that ensures g = O (1). This can be checked in the blue his-
togram of scaled synaptic strengths

√
NJij at the bottom,

which has an O (1) variance. If instead the strongly non-
normal eigenvectors where randomly assigned to the eigen-
values of the new distribution, we would have a divergent
synaptic gain (red histogram).

plemental Material [32]) that higher order cumulants
⟨⟨J̄i1i2 . . . J̄i2n−1i2n⟩⟩ are of order O

(
1√
N

)
for n = 3

and of order O
(

1
N

)
for any other n > 3. We also

prove that the only nonvanishing cumulants are those
for which all indices i1, . . . , i2n are matched in pairs.
For second order cumulants, this means only recipro-
cal motifs, associated with the cumulant ⟨⟨JijJji⟩⟩, are
present. For example, instead, cumulants like ⟨⟨JijJkj⟩⟩,
⟨⟨JjiJjk⟩⟩ or ⟨⟨JijJjk⟩⟩, associated respectively with di-
vergent, convergent, or chain motifs are null (see Fig. 1
for a schematic representation). For a numerical valida-
tion of our predictions on the synaptic strength statistics,
see Fig. C2 and Fig. S6 in the Supplemental Material [32].

The above results show that the here studied eigen-
mode structures remain hidden to an analysis of local
connectivity motifs. Indeed, different shapes of the eigen-
value distribution and different degrees of the eigenvec-
tors’ non-orthogonality are in large part not reflected by
motif structures. In particular, only the second order
statistics of the eigenvalues distribution affect the synap-
tic strength statistics, through Equations (6) and (7). All
other details about the shape of the eigenvalue distribu-
tion remain hidden in correlations that are vanishingly
small in the number of neurons. In particular, details
like the density of nearly critical eigenvalues, which we
have shown in Section III to significantly control net-
work dynamics, remain hidden (cf. Fig. 2). Note that
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this does not imply that these eigenmode structures are
undetectable – in fact, they are clearly revealed by an
eigenmode analysis of connectivity, for example through
different shapes of the eigenvalue distribution. What this
result shows is that these structures are intrinsically col-
lective: they cannot be reduced to any local connectivity
pattern, but rather involve all connections concertedly.

These observations also provide a new insight into the
paradox of structure within randomness in highly hetero-
geneous circuits. We have indeed shown that there can be
much structure encoded in the eigenmode statistics of an
apparently random connectivity, which remains hidden
within the synaptic strength statistics. This opens new
possibilities for modeling neural networks: these eigen-
mode structures correspond to additional degrees of free-
dom which can be appropriately specified, without affect-
ing other experimentally observed parameters, which are
traditionally fixed in connectivity models. For example,
as illustrated in Fig. 2, the density of nearly critical eigen-
values can be specified without affecting the variance of
synaptic strengths or the abundance of reciprocal mo-
tifs. Other second other motifs are also unaffected, as
these are represented by additive low rank perturbations
to the here studied bulk connectivity [11]. From the op-
posite angle, fixing these traditional parameters does not
fix the density of nearly critical eigenvalues. Rather, for
the typical choice of a Gaussian connectivity, it selects
the specific case of a uniform elliptical eigenvalue dis-
tribution. Given its impact on the dynamics, however,
the density of nearly-critical eigenvalues could instead be
fixed using our theory, so to match experimentally ob-
served power-law exponents, for example those found in
the PC spectrum of neural activity, in the case of V1.

C. Strongly non-normal regime

In this subsection we numerically extend our analysis
to the case of strongly non-orthogonal eigenvectors. With
this extension, our analysis encompasses the case of the
archetypal choice of Gaussian connectivity. We will see
that most results obtained in Section III qualitatively
apply also to this regime.

In IVA we noticed that the synaptic gain g diverges
in the strongly non-normal regime ν → 1. In Appendix
A 2 we give an intuition for this divergence in terms of
the eigenvalues of the eigenvector matrix. Here we rather
focus on giving an intuition on how g can be kept of O (1)
even in this strongly non-normal regime, and provide a
method to explore this regime numerically.

It is instructive to inspect the archetypal Gaussian con-
nectivity. This has g = O (1), while at the same time pre-
senting strongly non-orthogonal eigenvectors (see Fig. S2
(a) in the Supplemental Material [32]). This is made pos-
sible by a fine-tuned correlation structure between eigen-
values and eigenvectors, which we do not have in our
original ensemble. We can see this by randomly shuffling
the association between eigenvectors and eigenvalues and

then reconstruct the connectivity through Eq. (3): the
synaptic gain then diverges with N , just like it does in
our ensemble, in which no correlation structure is as-
sumed (see Fig. S2 (b-c) in the Supplemental Material
[32]). This shows that the original association was fine-
tuned to tightly balance the summation on the r.h.s. of
Eq. (3) to result in finite synaptic strengths.

Leveraging on these insights, we devise a method to
initialize connectivities also in this strongly non-normal
regime, while still allowing for any shape of the eigenvalue
distribution. The idea is to preserve the necessary cor-
relation structure found in the archetypal connectivity,
even when choosing an eigenvalue distribution different
than uniform elliptical. The method’s details are given
in Appendix A 4. The idea can be summarized as follows
(Fig. 6(b)): We start from the archetypal J for τ = 0,
which naturally implements strongly non-normal eigen-
vectors and the necessary correlations with eigenvalues.
It’s eigenvalue distribution will be uniform on the circle.
We obtain other eigenvalue distributions by continuously
shifting the eigenvalues into some new position in the
complex plane, such that they are distributed according
to the new desired distribution. The intuition is that the
continuous shift preserves to some extent the tight corre-
lations between eigenvalues and eigenvectors, such that
the connectivity remains well defined even if the eigenvec-
tors are strongly non-orthogonal. We verify numerically
that indeed this method ensures a well defined g = O (1)
(see Fig. 6(b) and Fig. S2 in the Supplemental Material
[32]). We call the ensemble of connectivites obtained with
this method the strongly non-normal ensemble, and refer
to the ensemble discussed in the rest of the manuscript,
for which we derived analytical predictions, as the origi-
nal ensemble.

Our numerical simulations for the strongly non-normal
ensemble show that our theory developed for the origi-
nal ensemble still qualitatively captures most of the phe-
nomena described in Section III. As shown in Fig. 7(a-b),
dimensionality as a function of the density of nearly criti-
cal modes, as parameterized by d or d̄, presents a similar
shape as that shown in Fig. 4. As could be expected,
it is for strong degrees of non-normality that our theory
for the original ensemble is most similar to the here pre-
sented simulations. Fig. S3 in the Supplemental Material
[32] shows additional simulations further away from crit-
icality.

As can be seen in Fig. 7(c-d), d or d̄ also control the
power-law decay exponent of the principal components
spectrum. As we already noted in III C, the decay is
steeper than in our original ensemble at ν = 0, but is in
fact very similar to our original ensemble at large ν.

For the autoresponse function, the results are exactly
the same as those for the original ensemble, as this func-
tion does not depend on the eigenvector statistics. The
only different behavior is shown by the autocorrelation
function (see Fig. S4 in the Supplemental Material [32]).
There, we find the autocorrelation to diverge in both its
amplitude A (0) and exponential decay time as δ → 0,
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Figure 7. Strongly non-normal ensemble. (a-b) are analogous to Fig. 4(a-b), while (c-d) are analogous to Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 5(c).
The same eigenvalue distributions are considered, but with strongly non-orthogonal eigenvectors. (a-b) participation ratio of
the equal-time (a) and long time-window (b) covariance. δ = 0.01. Markers: simulation. Solid line: theory for the original
ensemble at ν = 0.8 (a) and ν = 0.9 (b), shown for comparison. (c-d) Principal components spectrum for the long time-window
(c) and equal-time (d) covariance.

even for d > d0 (cf. Eq. (11)). Moreover, regard-
less of the value of b, the decay is always exponential,
rather than power-law. This suggests that, in the case
of the autocorrelation, the interplay between strong non-
orthogonality and correlations between eigenvalues and
eigenvectors has a role that is not qualitatively captured
by our original ensemble.

Not only the dynamics, but also the motifs statistics
of these strongly non-normal connectivities appear to be
qualitatively captured by our theory for the original en-
semble (see Fig. C2 and Fig. S6 in the Supplemental Ma-
terial [32]). In particular our simulations suggest that,
also in this case, hidden synaptic structures control the
shape of the different eigenvalue distributions and hence
the different dynamics.

V. DISCUSSION

A fundamental quest of neuroscience is to identify the
connectivity structures that underlie the observed fine
tuning of neural activity into computationally optimal
states. For cortical microcircuits, whose connectivity is
highly heterogeneous, the challenge is often to identify
these structures within an apparent randomness, that is
in the connectivity statistics. Within this setting, the lit-
erature has mainly focused on the statistical abundance
of local structures, such as connectivity motifs [10–13].
However, despite their impact on neural activity, for ex-
ample its dimensionality [10, 12], there still remain many
computationally relevant observables of network dynam-
ics which cannot be controlled by these structures alone.

Here we discover another type of connectivity struc-
tures which can fine-tune such dynamical observables.
These structures are of a complementary and fundamen-
tally different nature than motifs: they are collective,

rather than local, and are encoded in the connectivity’s
eigenmode statistics. We develop a novel random ma-
trix theory that allows imposing these eigenmode struc-
tures on the connectivity, such as the shape of the eigen-
value distribution and the degree of the eigenvectors’ non-
orthogonality, enabling us to systematically explore their
effect on network dynamics. In particular, we find the
density of nearly-critical eigenvalues to control dynami-
cal observables that are found to be fine-tuned in brain
networks, and whose optimization remained so far inac-
cessible to motif structures.

A. Structures controlling dynamics

Specifically, we show in III C that the slope of the PC
spectrum of neural activity can be controlled in a contin-
uous fashion. In particular, it can be fine-tuned into an
optimal value for stimulus encoding, as observed in V1
of mice [3]. This functionally relevant feature of the PC
spectrum is not controllable by any type of second order
motifs [11]. Furthermore, we show in III B that dimen-
sionality can be flexibly tuned across the entire range of
low and high dimensional activity, even when the net-
work is kept at criticality. This can happen thanks to a
novel transition between low and high dimensional activ-
ity discovered in this manuscript, which is controlled by
the density of nearly critical eigenvalues. In contrast, sec-
ond order motifs can only control dimensionality within
the low dimensional regime, when the network is criti-
cal [12]. Identifying a connectivity structure with such
a broad and flexible control of dimensionality is impor-
tant to account for the observation of both high [3, 7]
and low [4–6] dimensional activity in different cortical
areas [8], which are thought to select either of the two
regimes to optimize their area-specific functions. Con-
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trolling dimensionality while staying at the critical point
is important in the light of the ubiquitous evidence of
criticality found in brain dynamics [28], in particular the
characteristic presence of power-laws [3, 14–16], such as,
for example, that in PC spectrum [3] discussed above.

The novel mechanisms described above are here for-
mulated in terms of a solid mathematical theory link-
ing power-law exponents, ubiquitously observed in brain
dynamics [3, 14–16], and connectivity. As we show in
IIIA, the power-law scaling exponents of dynamical ob-
servables are directly related to the scaling exponent pa-
rameterizing the density of nearly critical eigenvalues, in
analogy to how the system’s spatial dimension controls
scaling in classical critical phenomena. Similar analogies
had been previously restricted to symmetric networks
[39–41], thus limiting their application to neuroscience,
which needs to consider brain networks’ asymmetric con-
nections. The latter case presents new technical chal-
lenges, such as non-orthogonal eigenvectors and complex
eigenvalues, that are here tackled by a novel kind of ran-
dom matrix theory.

Regarding complex eigenvalues, we find them to give
rise to new phenomena specific to the asymmetric case:
As we show in III A, the distribution of oscillation fre-
quencies (i.e. the eigenvalues’ imaginary part) controls
a transition from exponential to power-law decay of the
autocorrelation and autoresponse functions. The emer-
gence of power-laws in the asymmetric case is in partic-
ular a novelty of certain connectivities here considered,
which may be relevant for describing neural avalanches
in disordered networks (cf. III A).

Regarding the eigenvectors’ non-orthogonality, we find
it to only weakly affect scaling exponents – a result that
further consolidates the here found link between connec-
tivity eigenvalues and dynamics. This link holds quali-
tatively even in the strongly non-orthogonal regime (see
IV C), especially for those observables of most interest to
this work, such as the PC spectrum and dimensionality.

B. Fundamental, yet hidden structures

The eigenmode structures here discovered are of a new
fundamental kind, which is different and largely comple-
ments traditional motifs. Their fundamental nature is ex-
posed by our results in Section III and Section IV, respec-
tively from a functional and structural perspective. Func-
tionally, we have just revised how these structures largely
complement motifs, controlling dynamical features inac-
cessible to the latter. But also structurally, these eigen-
mode structures are fundamentally different: their nature
is collective, involving all connections concertedly, rather
than local, involving connections between a few neurons.
Indeed, we have shown in Section IV that, to leading
order in the number of neurons, different shapes of the
eigenvalue distribution and different degrees of eigenvec-
tors’ non-orthogonality are in large part not reflected by
local motifs.

Importantly, this last result exposes the existence of
connectivity structures which, despite their high rele-
vance for network dynamics, remain hidden to a tradi-
tional motif analysis. This poses solid theoretical grounds
to look for these structures in connectivity data. These
are revealed by an eigenmode analysis of the whole con-
nectivity, which is accessible to experimental methods ac-
quiring snapshots of a whole cortical microcircuit [42, 43].
A good surrogate of experimental data are digital recon-
structions of cortical circuits [44], which are already being
used to characterize local motif structures, like simplices
[45].

C. Structure within randomness

The high heterogeneity of cortical microcircuits makes
them appear, to a first approximation, as randomly con-
nected and thus strikingly similar across cortical areas
[9]. Analyses and models of their connectivity are thus
faced with the paradox of identifying structure within
this randomness. The results in Section IV provide a
new insight into this paradox, showing that much struc-
ture can be encoded in the eigenmode statistics of an
apparently random connectivity, while remaining hidden
in the synaptic statistics.

Our random matrix theory enables direct control of
these eigenmode structures, thus opening new possibil-
ities for modeling cortical microcircuits. As shown in
IV B, these structures represent new hidden features of
connectivity, which can be fixed in addition to more tra-
ditional parameters, like the mean and variance of synap-
tic strengths, or the abundance of specific motifs. Note
that fixing only these traditional parameters corresponds
to implicitly making a particular choice for the eigen-
mode statistics, in particular selecting a uniform elliptical
eigenvalue distribution. However, given the here discov-
ered impact of the density of nearly critical eigenvalues
on functionally relevant observables, it is sensible to ex-
plicitly fix this property of connectivity using our theory
linking it to measurable power-law exponents. For exam-
ple, in the case of V1, this density can be fixed to match
the observed fine-tuning in the slope of the PC spectrum
[3].

We have shown how these eigenmode structures have a
profound impact on the dynamics, controlling previously
inaccessible observables that are also found to be fine-
tuned in brain networks. It would thus be interesting
to further explore the effect of these structures on net-
work dynamics, in particular their interplay with other
features of neural networks, such as non-linear interac-
tions, spiking neurons, or additional low rank structures,
whether of an organized [18] or statistical nature like non-
reciprocal second order motifs [11]. All of these features
are readily added to the here studied system Eq. (1).
In fact, we note that our method of modeling connec-
tivity is general and can be implemented in many net-
work models. In particular, it can also be adopted in
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models implementing inhibitory and excitatory popula-
tions, as well as sparse connections. For example, the
connectivity can be decomposed as S ⊙ (J +M) [46],
with S a Boolean random matrix indicating the presence
of a synapse, implementing sparse connectivity, and M
a low rank matrix encoding the inhibitory and excita-
tory mean synaptic strengths [11, 47]. In this case, the
here studied random connectivity J models fluctuations
around the mean synaptic strengths. This and similar
extensions and generalizations will reveal the impact of
the here found hidden structures in shaping the dynam-
ics and function of other state-of-the-art neural network
models.
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Appendix A: Connectivity statistics

1. Details on the definition of the eigenmode
statistics

Let us give the remaining details on the definition of
the eigenmode statistics, presented in Section II. For sim-
plicity, let us consider N even. Generalizing to N odd
is straightforward. The realness of the elements of J im-
poses the condition that for any complex λα and Vα,
there is an eigenmode index α∗ such that λα∗ = λ∗

α

and Vα∗ = V ∗
α . Note that since eigenmodes are ran-

domly drawn in our ensemble, the probability that an
eigenmode is real has null measure. Therefore we can
assume all eigenmodes to be complex. By the constraint
of real-valued J we only have N/2 eigenmodes that are
independent. We assign these eigenmodes to the first
α = 1, . . . , N/2 of the eigenmode indices. The corre-
sponding complex conjugate eigenmodes are assigned the
index α∗ = α+N/2. The first N/2 eigenvalues are drawn
independently according to the desired distribution p (λ).
The remaining half is obtained by complex conjugation.

The matrix of eigenvectors V is a linear combination
of O and G. The scheme by which these two matrices
are defined is the same. Let us consider, for example, G.
Only the first α = 1, . . . , N/2 eigenvectors are indepen-
dent, and each has a real and an imaginary component.
So we need to draw N

2 2N = N2 random variables. We
draw a real matrix γ whose entries γiα ∼ N (0, 1/N) are
independent, normally distributed variables. The first

α = 1, . . . , N/2 vectors G.,α are then defined as

G·,α =
1√
2
γ·,α +

ı√
2
γ·,α+N/2

In words, the first α = 1, . . . , N/2 columns of γ constitute
the real part of the vectors G·,α, the remaining columns
α + N/2 constitute the imaginary part. The remaining
vectors G·,α∗ are obtained through complex conjugation.

The matrix O is defined in the same way, substitut-
ing G → O and γ → o. The only difference is that o
is a real orthonormal matrix, drawn from the Haar dis-
tribution (i.e. the uniform distribution over orthogonal
matrices). One can easily check that O satisfies the com-
plex orthonormality relation OO† = I.

Let us note that here we considered eigenvalue distri-
butions for which the mean ⟨λ⟩ = 0. A non-vanishing
mean is trivial, as it amounts to sending J → J + ⟨λ⟩ I,
which can be reabsorbed in the definition of the leak term
−x → − (1− ⟨λ⟩)x in Eq. (1).

We finally comment on J being diagonalizable, and
on the left eigenvectors’ matrix being the inverse of the
right eigenvectors’ matrix (cf. Eq. (3)). The subset of
non-diagonalizable matrices has null measure. Therefore
it has null probability, unless one assumes some very spe-
cific distribution that is singular on the subset, which is
neither the case for our ensemble nor for the archetypal
Gaussian ensemble. The same reasoning applies to the
subset of matrices that have degenerate or null eigenval-
ues, or both. Therefore, left and right eigenvectors are
inverse of each other if properly normalized. Note that
here we are modeling the random part of a network’s
connectivity. In this case, we have shown that the afore-
mentioned properties can be reasonably assumed. This
is not necessarily the case, instead, if one is modeling
specific structures that are added on top of the random
connectivity, such as, for example, low rank perturba-
tions [18].

2. Insights into the non-normality parameter ν

Here we give further intuition regarding the non-
normality parameter ν and the specific definition Eq. (5)
of the eigenvectors. This also allows us to get better
insights into why the synaptic gain g diverges in the
strongly non-normal regime ν → 1.

It is instructive to look at a naive approach in defin-
ing the eigenvector statistics. As we stated in Section II,
we want to be agnostic regarding the direction taken by
the random eigenvectors in neuronal space. The sim-
plest - but too naive - way of implementing this would
be to initialize V = G as random Gaussians, rather than
V = O + νG as in Eq. (5). The problem is that eigen-
vectors defined in this way take on too random direc-
tions, having too strong overlaps. This causes the synap-
tic gain g to take on arbitrarily large values, when it
should instead be of order unity to have physical mean-
ing. One helpful way to visualize this is by looking at
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Figure A1. (a) Eigenvalues of the normalized eigenvector ma-
trix V , for different choices of V . Parameters: N = 102.
We show eigenvalues from 102 independent realizations of the
eigenvectors. For the case V = O + νG, we use a value of
ν = 0.8. (b) Grid showing different distributions of nearly
critical eigenvalues for varying a and b. Distributions with
the same d = a + b + 1 share the same color (diagonals).
We highlight the eigenvalue distributions used for the simu-
lations in Fig. 3(a) (fixed b and varying a, i.e. varying d) and
in Fig. 3(b) (fixed d and varying b).

the eigenvalues of V (Fig. A1(a)). For V = G, these are
uniformly distributed in a circle, and can get arbitrarily
close to zero (Fig. A1(a), top left). This means V −1,
which also appears in the definition of the connectivity
J,Eq. (3), can have arbitrarily large eigenvalues, and is
thus unbounded, causing also g to be unbounded as a
consequence. On the other hand, notice that in the triv-
ial case of a normal network, V = O, the eigenvalues
are exactly constrained to the unit circle, and the prob-
lem does not occur (Fig. A1(a), bottom left). To have
a well defined connectivity with g = O (1), we introduce
non-orthogonality in the eigenvectors gradually, shifting
away from the orthogonal case by increasing ν, through
the choice V = O + νG. Notice that in this case the
eigenvalues of V cannot get arbitrarily close to zero, but
are constrained to be outside of an inner circle, which will
shrink back to zero as ν → 1 (Fig. A1(a), top right). We
observe the same mechanism occurring in the eigenvec-
tors of the archetypal connectivity (Fig. A1(a), bottom
right). Notice that in this case the inner circle has a very
small radius, which in our approach would correspond
to values of ν very close to 1 and a nonphysical synap-
tic gain g = O

(√
N
)
, diverging with the system size.

In fact, as discussed in IV C, such strong degree of non-
normality in the archetypal J is only achieved through
a fine-tuned correlation between eigenvalues and eigen-
vectors, which ensures that all diverging contributions in
Eq. (3) are tightly balanced.

3. Eigenvalue distributions used in simulations

Here we report the precise eigenvalue distributions
used for the simulation of the dynamical quantities con-
sidered in Section III. Note that only the shape of the

distribution near criticality is important in determin-
ing the scaling properties of dynamical quantities. Such
shape has been already reported in the main text and
figures. The choice of the distribution for eigenvalues
further away from criticality is arbitrary and irrelevant.
We report it below for completeness.

For all quantities controlled by the exponent d, that is
the density of nearly critical modes along the real axis,
we used the following eigenvalue distribution

p (k) = kaxθ

(
S
(
1− (1− kx)

2
)b

− |ky|
)

∀kx ≤ 1 ,

(A1)
with θ being the Heaviside function. Note that A1 obeys
the asymptotic scaling 10 and 12 for nearly critical eigen-
values, with d = a + b + 1. The parameter S allows to
stretch the distribution along the imaginary axis. It is
fixed to 1 in all simulations, unless stated otherwise. In
Fig. A1(b) we show the distribution for the first half of
the eigenvalues (0 < kx < 1), as a function of the parame-
ters a and b. The remaining half of the eigenvalues, with
1 < kx < 2 and thus further away from criticality, are
drawn in a symmetric manner: we send k → 2− k, draw
the new variable according to Eq. (A1), and transform
back to the original variable (see for example the distri-
butions shown in Fig. 2). As stated above, the precise
shape of the eigenvalue distribution in this second half of
the complex plane is irrelevant. Thus, the specific choice
of drawing eigenvalues in a symmetric manner is only
taken for technical convenience, because then ⟨λ⟩ = 0
and there is no need to rescale the leak term in Eq. (1)
(see A 1). In fact, even the precise shape of the distri-
bution of the first half of the eigenvalues, Eq. (A1), is
irrelevant: Only its limiting behavior for kx → 0 is im-
portant. The specific shape of the distribution has been
chosen because for a = 0 and b = 0.5 it corresponds to a
uniform elliptical distribution, as that of the archetypal
J .

For all quantities controlled by the exponent d̄, that
is the density of nearly critical modes along the radial
direction, we used the following eigenvalue distribution

p (ρ, ϕ) = ρd̄−1θ
(
arccos

(ρ
2

)
− |ϕ|

)
∀ρ ≤ 1 (A2)

where k ≡ ρeıϕ. Note the expression in the Heaviside
function constrains eigenvalues to lie within a circle. We
fixed this shape for convenience, because for d̄ = 2 it re-
duces to the uniform distribution on the circle, as that of
the archetypal J . Again, the exact shape of the distribu-
tion away from criticality is irrelevant, but we report it
here for completeness. The remaining eigenvalues in the
first half of the circle, i.e. with 1 < ρ <

√
2, are drawn

according to Eq. (A2), but are rejected and redrawn if
they fall out of the semicircle, that is if kx > 1. The re-
maining half of the eigenvalues are drawn symmetrically,
as discussed in the paragraph above.
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4. Strongly non-normal regime

Here we report details on the method presented in
IV C, to numerically implement connectivities in the
strongly non-normal regime that have a desired shape
of the eigenvalue distribution. The method produces the
distributions presented in A 3.

We start by initializing the archetypal Gaussian J ,
with g = 1 and τ = 0. Its eigenvalues λα and associ-
ated right and left eigenvectors Vα and V −1

α are derived
numerically. The eigenvalues λ are uniformly distributed
within a circle of unit radius. We start from this distribu-
tion and continuously shift the eigenvalues into some new
position, so that they follow a new desired distribution.
The continuous shift of the eigenvalues preserves to some
extent the correlation structure between eigenvalues and
eigenvectors, which in the strongly non-normal regime is
necessary to have a synaptic gain g = O (1).

We first focus on producing the eigenvalue distribu-
tion Eq. (A1). This distribution is characterized by the
parameters S, b and d (or equivalently a). The start-
ing uniform circular distribution has parameters S0 = 1,
b0 = 0.5 and d0 = 1.5. Consider k = 1 − λ. To pro-
duce the eigenvalue distribution Eq. (A1) we shift the
eigenvalues k → k̄ through the transformation

k̄x = k
d0
d
x (A3)

k̄y = ky
B
(
k̄x;S, b

)
B (kx;S0, b0)

(A4)

where we defined the distribution’s boundary function

B (kx;S, b) ≡ S
(
1− (1− kx)

2
)b

.

This transformation is applied to all eigenvalues with
kx ≤ 1. The remaining half of the eigenvalues, with
1 < kx < 2, are transformed in the symmetric man-
ner described in A 3. Intuitively, Eq. (A3) readjusts the
eigenvalues closer or further to the critical point accord-
ing to the new d. Eq. (A4) rescales the imaginary part
so that it fits the new boundary of the distribution.

To obtain the distribution Eq. (A2) we use an analo-
gous method, only that the transformation is performed
on the polar coordinates of k = ρeıϕ. The target dis-
tribution is characterized by the parameter d̄, and the
original distribution has a parameter d̄0 = 2. We apply
the transformation

ρ̄ = ρ
d̄0
d̄

ϕ̄ = ϕ
B (ρ̄)

B (ρ)

with boundary function

B (ρ) ≡ arccos
(ρ
2

)
This transformation is applied to all eigenvalues with
ρ ≤ 1. As stated in A 3, the shape of the distribution

for eigenvalues further from criticality is arbitrary and
irrelevant. We give it here for completeness. The remain-
ing eigenvalues with 1 < ρ <

√
2 which also are in the

first semicircle kx ≤ 1 are left untouched. The remaining
eigenvalues in the second semicircle are transformed in
the symmetric manner described in A 3.

5. Derivation of the synaptic statistics

We develop a method to compute moments (or cu-
mulants) of the matrix elements of J . The details are
reported in Section I of the Supplemental Material [32].
Here we summarize the main ideas behind the method.

Looking at the definition Eq. (3), we can see that this
involves being able to compute moments of the elements
of the eigenvector matrix V = O + νG and its inverse
V −1 (commonly called the matrices of the right and left
eigenvectors, respectively). For example, computing the
second moment of J corresponds to

⟨JijJhk⟩ =
∑
αβ

⟨λαλβ⟩λ
〈
ViαV

−1
αj VhβV

−1
βk

〉
O,G

To proceed, we note that the inverse can be written as
the infinite series

V −1 =

∞∑
n=0

(−ν)
n (

O†G
)n

O† ,

where we used that O is unitary. Computing a certain
moment of V and V −1 thus corresponds to computing an
infinite number of moments of O and G. Being Gaussian,
the moments of G can be computed using Wick calculus
[48], that is using the known result that moments of G
factorize into the expectation of pairs of G, summing over
all possible ways of pairing the Gs. Similarly, moments
of O can be computed using Weingarten calculus [49–51],
the analogous of Wick calculus for orthogonal matrices.
Weingarten calculus is more complicated, but in the limit
of large N it reduces to leading order to Wick calculus
[49].

There is still an infinite number of moments to compute
and, at each order of ν, a large number of terms arising
from the combinatorics involved in Wick calculus. At
each order of ν, however, only a few terms are of leading
order in N . Using a Feynman-diagram representation
[48], we are able to keep track of these leading order
terms, which can be identified based on the topology of
the associated diagrams. Once the terms of leading order
in N are computed for any given order of ν, we are able
to resum all orders of ν exactly. Note that therefore our
results are exact in ν and perturbative in N , which is
naturally large.

With this method, we compute the second moments of
J,Eq. (6) and Eq. (7). In I E of the Supplemental Mate-
rial [32], we also compute the third cumulants of J . We
do not compute explicitly higher order moments of J .
Computing these would involve considering subleading
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order deviations of Weingarten calculus from Wick cal-
culus. However, we are able to use the properties of the
full Weingarten calculus to prove the results presented in
IV B, i.e. identifying which higher order moments do not
vanish, and proving that these non-vanishing moments
are still of subleading order in N .

Appendix B: Derivation of dynamical quantities

Here we give details on the derivation of the dynamical
quantities considered in Section III.

1. Autocorrelation and autoresponse

Let us start by considering the system’s linear response
matrix R (t), which is the Green function of Eq. (1). In
frequency domain this is defined as the solution to

(ıωI+ I− J)R (ω) = I , (B1)

which is

R (ω) = (ıωI+ I− J)−1 . (B2)

Using the eigenmode decomposition of J , Eq. (3), we can
rewrite Eq. (B2) as

Rij (ω) =
∑
α

1

ıω + kα
ViαV

−1
αj (B3)

which in time domain reads

Rij (t) =
∑
α

exp (−kαt)ViαV
−1
αj (B4)

The expression for the population averaged autoresponse
Eq. (8), considered in III A, directly follows from com-
puting r (t) = 1

N

∑
i Rii (t), noticing that

∑
i ViαV

−1
αi =

δα,α = 1. The latter identity makes r (t) independent of
the eigenvectors.

Let us now consider the time-lagged covariance ma-
trix Cij (t) ≡ ⟨xi (t)xj (0)⟩ξ. This can be derived by
plugging into its definition the formal solution xi (t) =∫
t′

∑
j Rij(t− t′) ξj (t

′) and averaging over the noise. In
frequency domain, the result is

C (ω) = (ıωI+ I− J)−1(ıωI+ I− J)−† (B5)

Using the eigenmode decomposition of J , Eq. (3), we can
rewrite Eq. (B5) as

Cij (ω) =
∑
αβ

Fαβ (ω)Viα

(∑
h

V −1
αh V −1

βh

)
Vjβ ,

Fαβ (ω) ≡
1

(ω − ıkα) (ω + ıkβ)
(B6)

which in time domain reads

Cij (t) =
∑
αβ

Fαβ (t)Viα

(∑
h

V −1
αh V −1

βh

)
Vjβ ,

Fαβ (t) ≡
θ (t) exp (−kαt) + θ (−t) exp (kβt)

kα + kβ
. (B7)

The population averaged autocorrelation considered in
IIIA is given by A (t) = 1

N

∑
i Cii (t), which reads

A (t) =
1

N

∑
αβ

Fαβ (t)Lαβ , (B8)

where we defined the so-called overlap matrix

Lαβ =
∑
i

ViαViβ

∑
h

V −1
αh V −1

βh (B9)

which is a measure of how much different modes overlap
in neuronal space. It is diagonal in the case ν = 0 of
orthonormal V = O. For large number of neurons N , A
is self-averaging, meaning A ∼ ⟨A⟩O,G apart from fluctu-
ations of subleading order in N . In the expression for A,
Eq. (B8), we can therefore substitute L with ⟨L⟩O,G. The
latter we can compute using the same methods summa-
rized in A 5 (see II A of the Supplemental Material [32]
for the derivation). The result is, to leading order in N,

⟨Lαβ⟩ =
1 + ν2

1− ν2
δβ,α∗ − 2

N

ν2

1− ν2
. (B10)

As commented in IIIA, the first term is the only one
present in the limit of orthonormal eigenvectors ν → 0,
while the second term reflects a non-vanishing overlap
between eigenvectors for any other ν ̸= 0. Eq. (9) in
IIIA is obtained by plugging Eq. (B10) into Eq. (B8)
and taking the limit of the sum over eigenvalues to an
integral over their probability density, with integration
measure Dk ≡ p (k) dk.

2. Dimensionality

Let us recall the definition of the participation ratio
for a generic covariance matrix C

D ≡ (Tr [C])
2

Tr [C2]
. (B11)

For the equal-time covariance, C corresponds to C (t = 0)
given by Eq. (B7), while for the long time-window covari-
ance C corresponds to C (ω = 0) given by Eq. (B6).

Equal-time covariance As noted in III B, for the
equal-time covariance, the numerator (Tr [C])

2 corre-
sponds to A (t = 0)

2 given in Eq. (9), whose diverging
behavior near criticality is discussed in Eq. (11). Using
Eq. (B7) the expression for the denominator reads

Tr
[
C2
]
=

1

N2

∑
αβγδ

Fαβ (t = 0)Fγδ (t = 0)L
(2)
αβγδ ,

(B12)
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where we defined the overlap tensor

L
(2)
αβγδ =

∑
i

ViαViγ

∑
j

VjβVjδ

∑
h

V −1
αh V −1

βh

∑
k

V −1
γk V −1

δk .

(B13)
Also Tr

[
C2
]

is self-averaging, so we can substitute L(2)

with
〈
L(2)

〉
O,G

and compute it with the same methods
used for ⟨L⟩O,G. The full result and its derivation are
lengthy and are reported in II B of the Supplemental Ma-
terial [32]. Here we only report the term that dominates
in the diverging behavior of Tr

[
C2
]

near criticality〈
L
(2)
αβγδ

〉
O,G

∼
(
1 + ν2

1− ν2

)2

δβ,α∗δγ,α∗δδ,α

which plugged into Eq. (B12) gives Eq. (16) in III B.
Long time-window covariance The reasoning for the

long time-window covariance is completely analogous. By
comparing Eq. (B7) with Eq. (B6) we notice that one
simply needs to replace Fαβ (t = 0) → Fαβ (ω = 0). This
leads to the results given in III B. Notice that, while
Fαα∗ (t = 0) = 1

Rekα
, instead Fαα∗ (ω = 0) = 1

|kα|2 , so
the relevant direction along which to approach criticality
is the radial one, instead of the real axis.

3. Principal components spectrum

From Eq. (B7) and Eq. (B6) we immediately see that
for ν = 0 the eigenvalues cα of the equal time or long
time-window covariance are, respectively, Fαα∗ (t = 0) =

1
Rekα

and Fαα∗ (ω = 0) = 1
|kα|2 . Indeed, for ν =

0 the eigenvectors are orthonormal and so the term∑
h V

−1
αh V −1

βh = δβ,α∗ . From this observation follow the
results discussed in III C.

Appendix C: Additional figures

Here we provide some supplementary figures. Further
supplementary figures are provided in the Supplemental
Material [32].

Fig. C1 shows the qualitative irrelevance of details in
the eigenmode statistics beyond the density of nearly crit-
ical eigenmodes in controlling the dynamical quantities
studied in Section III. In particular, Fig. C1(a) shows
the autoresponse and autocorrelation functions for dif-
ferent connectivities, which share the same density of
nearly critical eigenvalues, but differ in other properties:
we consider different relative spreads of the eigenvalues
along the imaginary and real axis, controlling the level
of symmetry in the connectivity, along with different lev-
els of non-normality. Even if these parameters vary, the
power-law decay of both functions is only controlled by
d and remains the same. Analogously, Fig. C1(b) shows
that the slope in the PC spectrum does not change for
different relative spreads or different shapes of the bound-
ary of the eigenvalue distribution. Figures Fig. C1(c-d)

show dimensionality as all of the aforementioned param-
eters are varied. Again, while we have quantitative dif-
ferences, the qualitative behavior of dimensionality is not
altered. The transition from high to low dimensionality
still occurs at d = 2, and a clear minimum is present at
d ∼ 1.

Fig. C2 shows a numerical validation of our analytical
predictions for the motifs statistics. A connectivity with
an asymmetric eigenvalue distribution is chosen, so that
third order motifs do not vanish. The numerics for the
strongly non-normal regime are also reported and com-
pared with the predictions for our ensemble. Notice that
simulations agree well with theory. Also in the case of
the strongly non-normal connectivity, we have a qualita-
tive agreement for the non-vanishing motifs, and even a
quantitative agreement for the motifs that are expected
to vanish exactly (see the red markers partially hidden
below the blue markers). Note that the values of the
third and fourth order cumulants are shown rescaled by
a factor

√
N and N , respectively. The fact that they are

of order unity in the plot, therefore, validates our predic-
tion that these higher order motifs are subleading in the
number of neurons.
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Figure C1. Irrelevance of details in the shape of the eigenvalue distribution and the degree of non-normality. (a) Autoresponse
and autocorrelation, for d = 1.5. Shown for varying stretching factor S of the eigenvalue distribution along the imaginary axis
(cfr. Eq. (A1)) and for varying degree of non-normality ν (autocorrelation only). Markers: simulation; full curves: theory.
Other parameters: b = 1.0, N = 102. (b) Principal component spectrum of the equal-time covariance, for d = 1.0. Shown for
varying S and varying b, controlling the boundary of the eigenvalue distribution (cfr. Eq. (12)). Other parameters: ν = 1/

√
3,

N = 4 · 102, δ = 0.01. (c) Dimensionality of the equal-time covariance, for δ = 0.01. Shown for varying S and b. Full curves:
theory. Other parameters: ν = 1/

√
3. (d) Dimensionality of the equal-time covariance, for δ = 0.01. Shown for varying ν. Full

curves: theory. Other parameters: S = 1, b = 0.5.
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Figure C2. Motifs statistics. Bottom: catalog of all motifs up to fourth order involving up to three different neurons, alongside
with the associated cumulant of the normalized synaptic strengths matrix J̄ (cf. IVB). Top: empirical measurement of these
cumulants (i.e. averaging over synapses within a single connectivity realization), for a connectivity with eigenvalue distribution
shown on the left. Blue dots: case of a connectivity in our ensemble, for ν = 0.577; red dots: case of a conenctivity in the
strongly non-normal ensemble. Note that third and fourth order cumulants are plotted, rescaled by a factor

√
N and N ,

respectively. Blue dash: theoretical prediction for the original ensemble. All motifs that are not highlighted with boxes in the
bottom catalog are predicted by our theory to vanish exactly. For the non-vanishing motifs up to third order, the analytical
prediction is given by Eq. (7) for the second order motifs and equations (S25-S26) in the Supplemental Material [32] for the
third order motifs.
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