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Abstract. We present a detailed physiological model of the retina that includes the biochemistry
and electrophysiology of phototransduction, neuronal electrical coupling, and the spherical geome-
try of the eye. The model is a parabolic-elliptic system of partial differential equations based on
the mathematical framework of the bi-domain equations, which we have generalized to account for
multiple cell-types. We discretize in space with non-uniform finite differences and step through time
with a custom adaptive time-stepper that employs a backward differentiation formula and an inexact
Newton method. A refinement study confirms the accuracy and efficiency of our numerical method.
Numerical simulations using the model compare favorably with experimental findings, such as de-
sensitization to light stimuli and calcium buffering in photoreceptors. Other numerical simulations
suggest an interplay between photoreceptor gap junctions and inner segment, but not outer segment,
calcium concentration. Applications of this model and simulation include analysis of retinal calcium
imaging experiments, the design of electroretinograms, the design of visual prosthetics, and studies
of ephaptic coupling within the retina.
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1. Introduction. The retina is a unique part of the brain in that it is physically
exposed to the outside world and has a relatively simple anatomical structure as com-
pared to other parts of the brain [19]. This explains why it has been heavily studied for
well over a century now [19] and, hence, much about retinal physiology and anatom-
ical structure is well understood. For example, the anatomical structure and density
of photoreceptors, which are the site of light detection and where signal transduc-
tion and processing begins [48], are well known in numerous species [68, 25, 22, 74].
Moreover, much has been discovered about the various processes and functions of
the retina. For instance, phototransduction, which is the process in which light is
converted into an electrical signal, is understood in great detail. There is a widely ac-
cepted description of phototransduction including the various molecules and proteins
crucial to this process, such as opsins that isomerize after absorbing a photon and
guanosine 3’,5’-cyclic monophosphate (cGMP) that keeps some cGMP-gated cation
channels open maintaining a dark current [21]. As a result of all this research, many
biological models of the various retinal neurons have been developed [29, 66, 65, 6, 26].

Being a physically accessible part of the brain, there have been numerous exper-
imental studies on the electrical activity in and around the retina as a result of light
stimuli. In particular, visual prosthetics [20, 12, 67] and medical diagnosis [13, 19]
are two prominent applications of such studies. Electroretinograms (ERGs) are a
clinical diagnosis tool in which patients are shown various flashes of light stimuli and
the resulting change in electrical potential on the eye surface is recorded. ERGs can
be used to detect various diseases, such as retinitis pigmentosa and retinal vascular
diseases [13]. A biologically-realistic, full-retina model would aid such studies and
their applications.

Considering that the retina is composed of hundreds of millions of neurons, we
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will use a continuum model in which the electrical activity is described in spatial
aggregate rather than in a cell-by-cell basis. The bi-domain model, first introduced
by Tung, is such a continuum model, which uses homogenization to account for the
multiple scales present in similar tissue-level models [63]. This model includes two sep-
arate domains (extracellular and intracellular spaces) which occupy the same physical
space. Current is allowed to flow between the two domains (see subsection 2.2.1). The
currents and the dynamic variables in the bi-domain equations are spatial averages,
over a large number of cells, of the corresponding currents and dynamic variables
for individual cells, derived through homogenization [63, 24]. Homogenization is a
mathematical technique which is used to obtain the macroscopic properties of a sys-
tem from its microscopic ones [24, 10]. It can be used to obtain averaged equations
from a system of partial differential equations whose (spatial) domain has a periodic
microstructure [31]. See [31, 24] for a derivation of the bi-domain equations using
homogenization.

The bi-domain equations have been applied extensively in modelling cardiac tis-
sue. One such example is in predicting and suggesting mechanisms [56, 49, 52, 50, 51,
9] for cardiac strength-interval curves [30]. Results from studies using the bi-domain
equations [51, 9] resembled those obtained from experimental measurements [14, 41].
In some cases, studies using the bi-domain equations [56] predicted mechanisms that
were only later confirmed by experimental studies [70, 33, 43, 64, 44, 69, 32]. We hope
to attain similar results in modeling the retina using the bi-domain equations.

The bi-domain equations have also been used to study neural tissues [42, 54, 55,
40]. The most notable bi-domain model of the retina was proposed by Dokos et al. [18],
which is concerned with epiretinal stimulation via stimulus electrodes. This model
has since been further developed, in various directions, for various purposes, such as
handling different electrode stimulation techniques, using finite element implementa-
tion, and incorporating more details of the retina [28, 72, 73, 27, 57, 1, 4]. Numerous
studies have been conducted based on the various versions of this model and have
largely been concerned with visual prosthetics and/or electrical stimulation of the
retina [2, 58, 59, 3, 5]. Given the scope of their work, the model proposed by Dokos
et al. does not accurately describe the entire geometry of the retina and makes no
attempt to model the entirety of the vitreous chamber. Also, the stimuli to the retina
in most versions of this model was provided solely by stimulus electrodes. Only one
version of this model was developed with light stimuli, but without detailed biological
descriptions of some of the neurons, including photoreceptors, nor did they account
for the geometry of the eye [73]. In particular, they studied the retinal response to
small and large light-spot stimuli. Their findings were consistent with experimental
studies, especially as it pertains to the relation between the size of the stimuli and
surround antagonism [73].

An important reason for using the bi-domain equations in modeling the retina
(and cardiac tissue) is that it provides an accurate description of the micro-scale
structures in a macro-scale model. To illustrate, tissues are made out of cells on the
micro-scale, and the intracellular and extracellular spaces are physically separated by
cell membranes. Using the bi-domain equations, we retain this micro-scale description
in the macro-scale model. However, when modeling tissues with multiple, densely
packed cell-types, such as the four known photoreceptors of the retina [19, 48, 36], the
presence of the different intracellular spaces is not addressed in the macro-scale model.
For this reason, we generalized our model to handle this multi-domain scenario (see
subsection 2.2.3 for the derivation of the multi-domain equations). This generalization
also allows us to apply different light stimuli for the different photoreceptors. Thus, we
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are able to account for the differences in the sensitivities of the various photoreceptors
to light of certain wavelengths [19, 48, 36]. A dissimilar multi-domain model of the
retina, based on Dokos et al., has been proposed [4]. The multiple domains in that
model represent the different compartments of the retinal ganglion cells, such as the
dendrites, soma and axon, rather than different cell-types [4, 3, 5].

We present a detailed model of the retina, which takes into account retinal physi-
ology and the spherical geometry of the eye. Light incident on the retina provides the
stimuli, through a model of the phototransduction pathway [29]. The retina model
is a system of PDEs which we solve using a finite difference scheme (see subsec-
tions 2.2.1 and 2.3.1). We overcome many challenges to successfully model the retina
in this way including the 3D nature of this problem, the spherical geometry of the
eye, numerical stiffness of the retinal dynamics, and the multiple scales involved in
this model. We implicitly step through time using a backwards differentiation formula
and Newton’s method (see subsection 2.3.2). We present an adaptive time-stepper
(subsection 2.3.2.1) and an inexact Newton method (subsection 2.3.3) to mitigate the
computational cost and time arising from such complications.

We discuss the details of our simulation in section 2. We begin by describing the
spatial aspect of the model (subsection 2.1). We then discuss the mathematical basis
of the model, including a derivation of the bi-domain and multi-domain equations and
the additional assumptions we make (subsection 2.2). This is followed by a detailed
discussion of the numerical methods we used to solve our system of PDEs (subsec-
tion 2.3). Details from the spatial discretization (subsection 2.3.1) and the implicit
time-stepping scheme used (subsection 2.3.2), to the adaptive time-stepper (subsec-
tion 2.3.2.1) and the inexact Newton method used (subsection 2.3.3) are included in
that discussion. Subsequently, we present and discuss findings (section 3) obtained
using a few numerical simulation of the model (Appendix A). We also present and
discuss a convergence study of our implicit time-stepping scheme (subsection 3.4),
and analyses of the adaptive time-stepper (subsections 3.5 and 3.6) and the inexact
Newton method used (subsection 3.7).

2. Methods.

2.1. Geometrical Setup. We assume the eye S = B(0, reye) ⊂ R3 to be a
closed ball centered at the origin with radius reye = 12.25 mm [35]. We orient the
eye so that the retina, R = {(r, θ, ϕ) ∈ S : reye − rretina ≤ r ≤ reye, ϕretina ≤ ϕ ≤
π
2 }, is situated on the north pole of S. We choose ϕretina = π

2 rad to obtain an
experimentally accepted (outer) retinal radius value of 19.2 mm [37]. We segment
the retinal boundary, ∂R, into an outer boundary, ∂Ro, lateral boundary, ∂R`, and
an inner boundary, ∂Ri as shown in Figure 2.1. Hence, ∂R = ∂Ro ∪ ∂R` ∪ ∂Ri,
with ∂Ro = {(r, θ, ϕ) ∈ S : r = reye, ϕretina ≤ ϕ ≤ π

2 }, ∂R` = {(r, θ, ϕ) ∈ S :
reye − rretina ≤ r ≤ 1, ϕ = ϕretina}, ∂Ri = {(r, θ, ϕ) ∈ S : r = reye − rretina, ϕretina ≤
ϕ ≤ π

2 }.

2.2. Model Derivation. As shown in Figure 2.1, we divide the eye into the
sensory part, the retina R, and the rest of the eye, S \R, which will consist of various
parts including the vitreous chamber and the lens, assumed to be homogeneous. We
use the bi-domain/multi-domain equations to model the retina, while we model the
passive region using the mono-domain equation. The interface between the two regions
is the lateral boundary, ∂R`, and the inner boundary ∂Ri.

2.2.1. Bi-domain Equations Setup. For the sake of completeness, we present
a derivation of the bi-domain equations. Many similar derivations can be found in
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R ∂R = ∂Ro ∪ ∂Rl ∪ ∂Ri R ⊂ S

Fig. 2.1. Left: The retina, R is shown. Middle: The outer boundary, ∂Ro, lateral boundary,
∂R`, and inner boundary, ∂Ri of the retina are shown. Right: The retina is centered across the
north pole of the eye, S. In this set up the cornea would be located around the south pole of the eye.

the literature, for example [31]. Let φi, φe be the intracellular and the extracellular
potentials of the retina, respectively, and φs be the potential of the rest of the eye.
Using the microscopic version of Ohm’s law we get

Ji = µiEi = −µi∇φi, Je = µeEe = −µe∇φe, Js = µsEs = −µs∇φs,

in which µi, µe are the conductivity of the intracellular and extracellular domains
of the retina, and µs is the conductivity of the interior of the eye; Ji, Je denote
the intracellular and extracellular current densities in the retina, and Js the current
density in the rest of the eye; and Ei, Ee denote the intracellular and extracellular
electric fields in the retina, and Es the electric field in the rest of the eye. In our setting,
the conductivities will be (symmetric positive definite) tensors that are functions of
time as discussed in subsection 2.3.1. As is typical in electrostatics, our assumption
that charge cannot accumulate at any point on the passive region of the eye takes the
form

∇ · Js = 0.

As each point in the retina resides in both the intracellular and extracellular domain,
our assumption about charge accumulation takes the form

∇ · (Je + Ji) = 0.

In each domain, transmembrane currents, capacitive currents, and any applied cur-
rents appear as sources

∇ · Ji = −∇ · (µi∇φi) = − 1

χ
(Cm

∂Vm

∂t
+ Im),

∇ · Je = −∇ · (µe∇φe) =
1

χ
(Cm

∂Vm

∂t
+ Im),

in which χ is the volume-to-surface ratio of the cell membrane, Cm is the cell mem-
brane capacitance, Im is the transmembrane current density, and Vm = φi − φe is the
membrane voltage, the difference between the intracellular and extracellular poten-
tial. The sign difference between the right hand sides is expected since current exiting
the intracellular region enters the extracellular region.
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We choose the transmembrane currents to be given by a conductance-based, rod-
photoreceptor model [29], the Kamiyama model. However, our model is adaptable to
any choice of transmembrane currents. In transmembrane current models where the
total current is reported rather than the density, one needs to divide by the surface
area of the cell membrane, which may be absorbed into χ. Parameters associated
with the transmembrane currents are permitted to depend on space if required. Since
cone and rod photoreceptors have similar ionic currents in their inner segments [8],
we can also model cones by reducing some time constants in the Kamiyama model.
As photoreceptors are the main retinal cells of our interest, we used the same set of
equations for the transmembrane currents throughout the entire retina.

To address boundary conditions of this system, we start by assuming that the eye
is surrounded by perfectly insulating material (so that the current cannot leave the
eye)

no · (µi∇φi) = 0 (on ∂Ro),

no · (µe∇φe) = 0 (on ∂Ro),

ns · (µs∇φs) = 0 (on ∂S \ ∂Ro),

in which ns is the normal vector to ∂S = {(r, θ, ϕ) ∈ S : r = reye} and no is the
normal to ∂Ro. On the boundary of the retina and the rest of the eye, where the
transition of a bi-domain to a mono-domain occurs, we require that the extracellular
potential and the current be continuous

φe = φs (on ∂Ri ∪ ∂R`),(2.1)

nx · (µi∇φi + µe∇φe) = nx · (µs∇φs) (on ∂Rx for x = i, `).

Following Tung [63], we make the additional assumption that the intracellular domain
of the retina is isolated from the rest of the eye, which gives

nx · (µi∇φi) = 0 (on ∂Rx for x = i, `),

nx · (µe∇φe) = nx · (µs∇φs) (on ∂Rx for x = i, `).(2.2)

In summary, our model is a system of partial differential equations for unknowns
φi, φe (defined on R), and φs (defined S \ R),

retina


∇ · (µi∇φi + µe∇φe) = 0 (on R),

∇ · (µe∇φe) = − 1
χ

(
Cm

∂Vm

∂t + Im(Vm,X)
)

(on R),

Vm = φi − φe (on R),
∂X
∂t = G(Vm,X) (on R),

retina boundary


nx · (µi∇φi) = 0 (on ∂Rx for x = o, i, `),
no · (µe∇φe) = 0 (on ∂Ro),
φe = φs (on ∂Ri ∪ ∂R`),
nx · (µe∇φe) = nx · (µs∇φs) (on ∂Rx for x = i, `),

rest of the eye

{
∇ · (µs∇φs) = 0 (on S \ R),
ns · (µs∇φs) = 0 (on ∂S \ ∂Ro),

in which t is time, ns is the outward normal vector to ∂S, nx is the normal to ∂Rx

(pointing away from the retina) for x = o, i, `, X contains all of the auxiliary dynamic
variables from the transmembrane currents model (including channel gating variables



6 B. ABUELNASR AND A. R. STINCHCOMBE

and concentrations of proteins involved in phototransduction), and G describes their
evolution in time.

We eliminate φi and re-arrange for a dynamic equation for Vm,

∇ · (µs∇φs) = 0 (on S \ R),(2.3)

∇ · (µi∇(Vm + φe) + µe∇φe) = 0 (on R),(2.4)

∂Vm

∂t
= − 1

Cm
(χ∇ · (µe∇φe) + Im(Vm,X)) (on R),(2.5)

∂X

∂t
= G(Vm,X) (on R).(2.6)

Equations (2.3) and (2.4) are the elliptic constraints on the evolution of the system in
time. In subsection 2.3.1, we see explicitly that the discretization of this PDE system
is a system of differential algebraic equations (DAE). The elliptic constraints become
the algebraic restriction on the system.

2.2.2. Uniqueness and Boundary Conditions. By inspecting the system of
partial differential equations, it is clear that its solutions are not unique. That is, if
Vm, φe, φs are solutions then so are Vm, φe + c, φs + c for any constant c. Potentials are
not unique so long as the potential difference is unchanged. Since we will be solving
this system in time as well, it is important to note that c is allowed to depend on
time. We choose c to ensure that

(2.7)

∫
∂S\∂R

φs +

∫
∂Ro

φe = 0

at all times. The motivation behind this choice can be thought of as selecting the
ground electrical potential to be zero. Let φo be the harmonic function on R3\S whose
values on ∂S matches φs and φe, and let φ∞ = lim

r→∞
φo. Hence, φo is an extension of

φe (on ∂Ro) and φs (on ∂S \∂R), while φ∞ can be thought of as the ground potential
(the potential at infinity). Using the mean value property on the Kelvin transform of
φo shows that our assumption is tantamount to φ∞ =

∫
∂S φo = 0.

2.2.3. Multi-domain Equations Setup. We will derive the multi-domain equa-
tions with an arbitrary number of distinct intracellular domains, say there are q of
them with intracellular potentials φ1

i , φ
2
i , . . . , φ

q
i . The derivation will be very similar

to that of the bi-domain equations (subsection 2.2.1), so many of the details will be
omitted. We also omit redefining variables introduced previously. Considering the
multi-domain setup, assuming that charge cannot accumulate at any point gives

∇ · (Je +

q∑
j=1

Jji ) = 0,

in which Jji is the current density of the jth intracellular domain. Different photore-
ceptors are electrically coupled via channels called gap junctions [19, 48, 36]. Hence,
gap junctional currents also appear as a source of current

∇ · Jji = −∇ · (µji∇φ
j
i ) = − 1

χj

(
Cjm

∂V jm
∂t

+ Ijm +

q∑
k=1

gjk(φji − φ
k
i )

)
,

in which µji is the conductivity of the jth intracellular domain, χj is the volume-
to-surface ratio of the cell membrane of the jth cell-type, Cjm is the cell membrane
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capacitance of the jth cell-type, Ijm is the transmembrane current density of the jth
cell-type, V jm = φji − φe is the difference of the jth intracellular domain potential and
extracellular potential, and gjk is the gap junctional conductance between the jth and
kth intracellular domains (we set gjj = 0, for j = 1, . . . , q). The boundary conditions
are handled similarly to the bi-domain equations. The overall multi-domain model
will also be a system of partial differential equations for unknowns φji , φe, and φs (for
j = 1, . . . , q)). These are

re
ti

n
a


∇ · (µe∇φe +

∑q
j=1 µ

j
i∇φ

j
i ) = 0 (on R),

∇ · (µji∇φ
j
i ) = 1

χj (Cjm
∂V j

m

∂t + Ijm +
∑q
k=1 gjk(φji − φki )) (on R, j = 1, . . . , q),

V jm = φji − φe (on R, j = 1, . . . , q),
∂Xj

∂t = Gj(V jm,X
j) (on R, j = 1, . . . , q),

re
ti

n
a

b
ou

n
d

a
ry 

nx · (µji∇φ
j
i ) = 0 (on ∂Rx for x = o, i, `; j = 1, . . . , q),

no · (µe∇φe) = 0 (on ∂Ro),
φe = φs (on ∂Ri ∪ ∂R`),
nx · (µe∇φe) = nx · (µs∇φs) (on ∂Rx for x = i, `),

rest of the eye

{
∇ · (µs∇φs) = 0 (on S \ R),
ns · (µs∇φs) = 0 (on ∂S \ ∂Ro),

in which Xj contains all of the auxiliary dynamic variables from the transmembrane
currents model for the jth cell type and Gj describes their evolution in time.

As before, we end up with the following PDE system:

∇ · (µs∇φs) = 0 (on S \ R),(2.8)

∇ ·

µe∇φe +

q∑
j=1

µji∇(V jm + φe)

 = 0 (on R),(2.9)

∂V jm
∂t

=
1

Cjm

(
χj∇ ·

(
µji∇(V jm + φe)

)
(2.10)

−Ijm(Vm,X
j)−

q∑
k=1

gjk(V jm − V km)

)
(on R, j = 1, . . . , q),

∂Xj

∂t
= Gj(V jm,X

j) (on R, j = 1, . . . , q).(2.11)

2.3. Numerical Methods. In this section, we discuss our numerical methods
to solve the PDE system. For the purpose of clarity and to avoid any repetition,
the discussion here will be focused on the bi-domain equations. The method can be
naturally extended to the multi-domain equation.

2.3.1. Spatial Discretization. We discretize our system in space using non-
uniform finite differences. We use a spherical coordinate system (r, θ, ϕ), where r is
the distance of a point to the origin, θ is the polar angle in the xy-plane, and ϕ is the
signed latitude from the xy-plane.

2.3.1.1. Nonuniform Tensor Product Grid

For our finite difference discretization we opt to use a nonuniform tensor product grid.
We choose a nonuniform grid as the retina, being an active domain which receives a
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variety of light stimuli, requires a very fine grid. Extending such a grid to the rest
of the eye, noting the difference in size, would make the computations unwieldy. A
completely nonuniform grid (i.e. one that is not a tensor product) would be even more
efficient, but difficult to implement correctly, especially considering all the boundary
conditions in the system.

2.3.1.2. Discretized PDE System in Spherical Coordinates

The gradient in spherical coordinates is

(2.12) ∇ =
∂

∂r
r̄ +

1

r cosϕ

∂

∂θ
θ̄ +

1

r

∂

∂ϕ
ϕ̄,

in which r̄, θ̄, ϕ̄ are unit vectors in the radial, polar, and latitudinal directions, respec-
tively, which locally form a spherical basis on R3 (not including the z-axis). Consider-
ing the column packing of the retina, we restricted the types of conductivity tensors,
in this spherical basis, to be of the form

µx =

µrx 0 0
0 µθx 0
0 0 µϕx

 for x = i, e

in which µrx, µ
θ
x, µ

ϕ
x are the conductivities in the radial, polar, and latitudinal direc-

tions, respectively. Off of the retina, on S \ R, considering we are in the electrically
passive vitreous chamber, one can justifiably consider µs to be a nonnegative real-
valued function (meaning µrs = µθs = µϕs ). Continuing generically, locally we can write
µx as a linear transformation

(2.13) µx(r, θ, ϕ)(v) = µrx(r, θ, ϕ)r̄∗(v)r̄

+ µθx(r, θ, ϕ)θ̄∗(v)θ̄ + µϕx (r, θ, ϕ)ϕ̄∗(v)ϕ̄ for x = i, e, s,

in which r̄∗, θ̄∗, ϕ̄∗ are the standard linear functionals associated with the basis r̄, θ̄, ϕ̄.
Using (2.12) and (2.13), we can express (2.3)–(2.6) in spherical coordinates. For
example, (2.3) can be written in spherical coordinates as

∂µrs
∂r

∂φs

∂r
+ µrs

∂2φs

∂r2
+ 2

µrs
r

∂φs

∂r
+

1

r2 cos2 ϕ

(
∂µθs
∂θ

∂φs

∂θ
+ µθs

∂2φs

∂θ2

)
−µ

ϕ
s sinϕ

r2 cosϕ

∂φs

∂ϕ
+

1

r2

(
∂µϕs
∂ϕ

∂φs

∂ϕ
+ µϕs

∂2φs

∂ϕ2

)
= 0.(2.14)

We use the non-uniform centered finite difference formulas to discretize the first
and second derivatives. Let {r0 = 0, . . . , rn = reye} be the discretization points in
the radial direction and φ(i,j,k) correspond the value of φ at the (i, j, k) node, where
i, j, k are indices for the radial, polar, and latitudinal directions, respectively. The
equations we use are

∂φ(i,j,k)

∂r
=
φ(i+1,j,k) − γ2

i φ
(i−1,j,k) − (1− γ2

i )φ(i,j,k)

(1 + γi)hi+1
,(2.15)

∂2φ(i,j,k)

∂r2
= 2γi

φ(i+1,j,k) + γiφ
(i−1,j,k) − (1 + γi)φ

(i,j,k)

(1 + γi)h2
i+1

,(2.16)
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in which hi+1 = ri+1 − ri and γi = hi+1

hi
.

Equations (2.14)–(2.16) (and similar equations for the polar and latitudinal direc-
tions) provide a linear relation between the potential values on the grid. From (2.3)
and boundary conditions (2.1) and (2.2), we have

(2.17) Aφs = Bφe,

in which A and B are sparse matrices, and φs and φe are vectors containing the grid
point values of the corresponding functions stored in reverse lexicographical order.
Similarly, (2.4) becomes

(2.18) C[φs;φe;Vm] = 0,

in which C is also a sparse matrix, Vm is a vector containing the grid point values
of Vm stored in reverse lexicographical order, and the square bracket notation [ · ; · ]
denotes concatenating two or more vectors. Unambiguously, given two vectors x =
(x1, . . . , xn),y = (y1, . . . , ym), using the square bracket notation we get [x;y] =
(x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , ym). Equations (2.5) and (2.6) become a system of ODEs for the
values of Vm and X on the grid,

(2.19)
d[Vm;X]

dt
= G(φs,φe,Vm,X).

Note that we abuse the notation by writing X for both the function and its values
on the grid. We also note that, in this setup, G is a nonlinear function as a result
of the nonlinearity in the transmembrane currents, Im. Equations (2.17)–(2.19) are a
system of differential algebraic equations (DAEs) [7].

2.3.1.3. Boundary Conditions

To setup the detailed discussion of the boundary conditions , let {r0 > 0, . . . , ri =
reye − rretina, . . . , r

n = reye} be the grid points in the radial direction. We do not
include r = 0 in our grid as it is a coordinate singularity. When the finite differences
require the value at the origin, it is given by taking the average values of grid points
on the sphere of radius r0.

The potential φe appears in (2.17) as a result of the retinal boundary conditions
imposed on the system. In fact, the discretization resulting in (2.17)–(2.19) incor-
porates the boundary conditions. The Neumann boundary conditions in our system
are

nx · (µi∇Vm) = −nx · (µi∇φe) (on ∂Rx for x = o, i, `),(2.20)

nx · (µe∇φe) = nx · (µs∇φs) (on ∂Rx for x = i, `),(2.21)

no · (µe∇φe) = 0 (on ∂Ro),(2.22)

ns · (µs∇φs) = 0 (on ∂S \ ∂Ro),(2.23)

which were obtained from the original boundary conditions by using φi = Vm +φe, to
eliminate φi.

The conditions in (2.22) and (2.23) are tantamount to ∂φ
∂r = 0 (we dropped the

subscript as the treatment of (2.22) and (2.23) are similar). To impose this condition
we use the grid extension method [38] and compute the radial derivative according to
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the following equations

∂φ(n,j,k)

∂r
= 0,

∂2φ(n,j,k)

∂r2
= 2γn

φ(n+1,j,k) + γnφ
(n−1,j,k) − (1 + γn)φ(n,j,k)

(1 + γn)h2
n+1

=
2φ(n−1,j,k) − 2φ(n,j,k)

h2
n

,

in which γn = 1 as we choose hn+1 = hn.
Now we deal with the first group of boundary conditions, and we take (2.21), with

x = i, as our working example. After expansion, (2.21) becomes µre
∂φe

∂r = µrs
∂φs

∂r (on
∂Ri). Using the one sided finite difference formula on φs and φe we get

µre
φ

(i,j,k)
e − φ(i−1,j,k)

e

hi
= µrs

φ
(i,j,k)
s − φ(i−1,j,k)

s

hi
,

which can be solved to give

(2.24) φ(i−1,j,k)
e =

µrs
µre
φ(i−1,j,k)

s +

(
1− µrs

µre

)
φ(i,j,k)

e .

Again using the grid extension method, (2.24) can be used in (2.15) and (2.16) to
compute the derivative on Ri, which finishes our treatment of the boundary condi-
tions.

2.3.2. Stepping Through Time Using an Adaptive Time-stepper. After
spatial discretization, we must solve the DAE in time. This involves solving an equa-
tion of the form dx

dt = f(s, t,x). We can assume that we are interested in dx
dt = f(t,x)

instead, since we can solve for the potentials from the membrane voltage using (2.17)
and (2.18). To solve the differential equation, we use the second order, variable step-
size, backward differentiation formula (BDF2). That is, to solve for the value of x at
time tn (i.e. xn) we must solve the following equation

xn − c1xn−1 − c2xn−2 = c0βf(tn,xn),

with parameters from the BDF2 scheme (2.25). We do so using Newton’s method
to find the root of the function F (x) = x − c1xn−1 − c2xn−2 − c0βf(tn,x). So
the equation we are interested in solving is F ′(xi)∆xi+1 = −F (xi), in which xi is
solution of the previous Newton iteration and ∆xi+1 = xi+1−xi. This equation and
the algebraic constraints can be written as

Di∆xi+1 = ri,

in which

ri =


0
0

−F (xi)
0


and Di is an (n + 1) × n matrix composed of an arrangement of A,B,C, and the
Jacobian F ′(xi). The extra row at the bottom of Di and ri is to impose (2.7). Solving
this Jacobian update equation is the most time consuming step in the simulation (see
subsection 2.3.3).
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It is worth noting that when light hits the retina and activates the opsin proteins,
it triggers a cascade of events bringing about rapid changes in the retina. Once the
light stimulus is gone, retinal cells return to a resting state somewhat slowly. The
presence of these multiple time scales in our model and the costly computation of
each time-step, necessitates a variable time-step solver. The complexity of the system
we are studying, as well as all the possible variability in light stimuli make it clear
that we must employ an adaptive time-stepping method as opposed to a variable
time-stepping method with preset time-step values.

2.3.2.1. General Scheme and Underlying Numerical Method

We are using this time-stepper to solve the differential equation in our DAE system,
namely

d[Vm;X]

dt
= G(φs,φe,Vm,X) (on R).

To simplify notation, the details of the time-stepper will be explained as to solve the
generic equation dx

dt = f(t,x). Let xn denote the computed approximation of x(tn)
and hn = tn+1 − tn be the step-size of the nth step.

The basic idea of the method is a coarse-fine computation, which has been well
studied and is regularly used to study various physical systems [23, 71]. Starting at
xn we compute our coarse approximation, xc

n+1, using one step of size hn. We then go
back to xn and compute the fine approximation, xf

n+1, using two steps of size hn/2.
Finally, we use both these approximations to estimate our coarse local truncation
error, εc, (see subsection 2.3.2.2) and if the error is suitable the step-size, hn, and the
coarse approximation are accepted. If the error is too small or too large then a new
step-size is chosen according the formula

hn ·min

{
max

{(
tol

εc

) 1
p

, ηmin

}
, ηmax

}
,

in which tol is the desired local truncation error (LTE), p is the order of the LTE
(calculated in subsection 2.3.2.2), and ηmax, ηmin are safety factors that prevent hn
from drastically changing from one iteration to the next. We reject any time-steps with
an error estimate outside the desired range. Once a new hn is chosen, we recompute
xc
n+1 and xf

n+1 and repeat the procedure to get a LTE within the accepted range.
The underlying numerical method used here is the variable step size BDF2 given

by

(2.25) xn+1 −
(1 + ωn)2

1 + 2ωn
xn +

ω2
n

1 + 2ωn
xn−1 = hn

1 + ωn
1 + 2ωn

f(tn+1,xn+1),

in which ωn = hn

hn−1
. To compute xc

n+1 we use xn and xn−1. We also use xn and xn−1

to approximate x at the half-step (t = tn + hn

2 ), xn+ 1
2
. We subsequently use xn+ 1

2

and xn to compute xf
n+1. A schematic sketch of the method is provided in Figure 2.2.

It should be clear from Figure 2.2 that the coarse and fine computation are completely
independent and could be carried out in parallel to enhance performance. However,
since there are only two parallel tasks of modest duration, any performance gains will
be diminished by the overhead costs of parallelization.



12 B. ABUELNASR AND A. R. STINCHCOMBE

t
tn−1 tn tn+1

hn−1 hn

xn−1 xn

xc
n+1

t
tn−1 tn tn+ 1

2
tn+1

hn−1
hn

2
hn

2

xn−1 xn

xf
n+1

xn+ 1
2

Fig. 2.2. Left: The coarse approximation of x at tn+1, xc
n+1, is computed using two accepted

values, xn and xn−1, which were precomputed at previous time-steps. Right: The fine approximation
of x at tn+1, xf

n+1, is computed in two steps. First we compute the intermediate value xn+ 1
2

, which

approximates x at tn+ 1
2

= tn + hn
2

(shown in blue). Then we compute xf
n+1 using xn and xn+ 1

2

(shown in red).

2.3.2.2. Local Truncation Error Estimate

Let us approximate LTE = x(tn+1)−xn+1 for our method. Using 2.25, f(tn+1,xn+1)
≈ x′(tn+1), and a Taylor series about tn (assuming xn = x(tn) and xn−1 = x(tn−1))
we get

(2.26) LTE = − 1 + ωn
1 + 2ωn

x′′′(tn)

3!
h2
n(hn + hn−1) +O(h4)

in which h4 is understood as a product of hn and hn−1 with combined powers of 4.
We now compute the fine LTE, εf = x(tn+1)−xf

n+1 (coarse LTE is obtained directly

from 2.26). Using 2.25 with equal step-sizes hn

2 on the second fine step we get

εf = x(tn+1)−
(

4

3
xn+ 1

2
− 1

3
xn +

hn
2

2

3
f(tn+1,xn+1)

)
.

We then use 2.25 a second time but with step-size hn−1 and hn

2 on xn+ 1
2

and obtain
the fine LTE to be

εf = − 1

3! · 3
1

1 + ωn
x′′′(tn)h2

nhn−1 −
1

3! · 2
1 + ωn

2

1 + ωn
x′′′(tn)h3

n +O(h4).

The third derivative in (2.26) can be approximated using our coarse-fine approach
since

(2.27) xc
n+1 − xf

n+1 = εf − εc ≈
(

ω2
n + 7

4ωn + 1
2

(1 + 2ωn)(1 + ωn)

x′′′(tn)

3!

)
h3
n

+

(
ω2
n + 2ωn + 2

3

(1 + 2ωn)(1 + ωn)

x′′′(tn)

3!

)
h2
nhn−1.
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Solving for x′′′(tn) and substituting into εc we get

εc ≈ −
(1 + ωn)3

ω3
n + 11

4 ω
2
n + 5

2ωn + 2
3

(xc
n+1 − xf

n+1)

and so we are able to estimate the LTE of the coarse step without computing any
derivatives using the coarse and fine approximations. We note that in this case εc is
a vector and so we use the max norm, εc = ‖εc‖max, to determine whether the error
lies within the acceptable range or not.

2.3.2.3. Richardson Extrapolation

If εc is within the acceptable range, then we can accept the coarse approximation
xc
n+1 as the next value. However, since we already have an approximation for εc =
x(tn+1)− xc

n+1, we can use this to obtain a numerical scheme of one order higher (3
as opposed to 2 for us) by taking the following linear combination of xc

n+1 and xf
n+1

x(tn+1) = xc
n+1 + εc ≈ −

1
4ω

2
n + 1

2ωn + 1
3

ω3
n + 11

4 ω
2
n + 5

2ωn + 2
3

xc
n+1 +

(1 + ωn)3

ω3
n + 11

4 ω
2
n + 5

2ωn + 2
3

xf
n+1.

Richardson Extrapolation might not always be best to use due to stability issues [71].

2.3.3. Solving the Linear Jacobian Update Equation. As discussed in sub-
section 2.3.2, the linear Jacobian update equation can be written as

Di∆xi+1 = ri.(2.28)

After ensuring uniqueness of solution (see subsection 2.2.2), Di’s are (n+1)×n, large,
sparse matrices. Solving these updates directly proved to be onerous and expensive.
Hence, we solve (2.28) using a semi-explicit iterative method given by

D0∆xi+1
j+1 = ri − (Di −D0)∆xi+1

j ,(2.29)

in which ∆xi+1
j is a sequence that converges to ∆xi+1 (we choose ∆xi+1

0 = 0).
Equation (2.29) can be casted as a fixed point iteration based on the splitting of
Di = D0+(Di−D0) [53]. Historically, this inner iteration is based on the Richardson-
D’Jakonov iteration [47, 16, 17]. Using our terminology, D’Jakonov’s proposed inner
iteration [17] is based on the splitting γjD

i = A + (γjD
i − A), in which γj > 0 may

vary with each inner iteration. We choose A = D0 and γj = 1. The motivation for
the choice of D0 is it allows us to decompose D0 once and use the decomposition to
solve all subsequent iterations (for each application of this Newton-iterative method).
This makes solving (2.29) significantly faster in comparison to direct solves of (2.28).
A detailed discussion of computational improvements and accuracy of this scheme is
carried out in subsection 3.7.

As is common with iterative solvers, we choose to solve (2.28) only approximately.
Once the relative residual, ∥∥Di∆xi+1

j − ri
∥∥

max

‖ri‖max

,

decreases below 10−6, we halt the iterative solver and accept the iterate ∆xi+1
j . Hence,

in this setting, we are solving (2.25) using an inexact Newton method [61, 15]. Details
of the inner iterations of this inexact Newton method is also included in subsection 3.7.
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Fig. 3.1. Top: (Left) Extracellular potential throughout the eye at t = 0.15 s. The region
outlined in black is the retina. The black dot is the location of the potential measurement shown
in the bottom plot. The effect of the light stimulus is observed in the darker green region near and
around the center of the retina. (Right) Voltage on the retina at t = 0.15 s. The hyperpolarization,
as a result of the light stimulus, is observed in yellow in the central region of the retina. Bottom:
Extracellular potential at the specified point (black dot in extracellular potential plot above) on the
surface of the eye as a function of time. There are two distinct phases observed in the resulting
change from the stimulus, a fast hyperpolarization phase followed by a much slower depolarization
phase. See numerical simulation 1 in Appendix A for more details about the set-up of this simulation.

3. Results and Discussion. In this section we present and discuss the results
of a variety of simulations with various experimental set-ups. Some of these findings
were consistent with the literature while others have no experimental counterpart,
but ought to have experiments designed to study them. For complete details of the
various simulations see Appendix A. We also verify the order of our numerical method
and discuss details of the adaptive time-stepper and iterative method used.

3.1. Desensitization and a-Waves. In numerical simulation 1, the center of
the retina is stimulated with spatially Gaussian (σ = 50), 20 ms light pulses at
t = 0, 2.0, 2.1, 2.2, . . . , 2.9 s. Figure 3.1 shows the induced change in potential and
voltage throughout the surface of the eye and the retina, respectively. It also includes
a plot of the potential as a function of time at a specified location in the eye. In
the time plots of the potential, there are two very different time scales, a fast one
occurring right after the light stimulus accompanied by hyperpolarization, and a very
slow one in which the cell membrane returns to its depolarized equilibrium. This
property is exactly what we are hoping to exploit in our adaptive time-stepper, since
in periods of slow change the solver may take much larger steps.

Many features of retinal physiology are present in our model, some of which
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are immediately clear from Figure 3.1. For example, the voltage response between
the flashes at time t = 0 s and t = 3 s is similar, while the response is weaker for
the subsequent flashes. This is expected as there was an extended period of time
between the first two flashes, while the remaining flashes were temporally close. This
implies that the photoreceptors were able to recover from the first flash but later was
desensitized to the rapid light stimuli and so the response was less pronounced.

The a-wave is another feature of retinal physiology that was present in our model.
The two main components of a human ERG reading are the a-wave and the b-
wave [45]. The a-wave occurs as a result of the hyperpolarization of the photore-
ceptors [45], and hence we were able to observe it in the surface of eye measurements
shown in Figure 3.1. However, the b-wave occurs as a result of the depolarization of
retinal cells that are postsynaptic to photoreceptors [45], which are not included in
the current model, so we were not able to detect them using our model. The overshoot
observed as the membrane returns to resting potential in Figure 3.1 is different, and
much smaller in amplitude, than the typical b-wave [45].

3.2. Calcium Buffering and Delayed Calcium Response in the Inner
Segment. The model can be used to study other aspects of the retina as well. For
instance, using the same numerical simulation mentioned above, we were able to study
calcium in both the outer segment and the inner segment of the photoreceptors. Fig-
ure 3.2 shows the concentrations of the outer segment calcium, [Ca], inner segment
submembrane calcium, [Cas], and inner segment central space calcium, [Caf ] at times
t = 0.15 s and t = 0.57 s. The distinction between the submembrane calcium and
central space calcium reflects research showing that the movement of calcium is con-
trolled in cells using various buffers [39]. Using the model, we observe the time delay
between the calcium response to the light stimulus in the outer and inner segment.
This is expected as the outer segment is the cite of photon absorption, which marks
the beginning of phototransduction [19]. Furthermore, we observe the delay in the re-
sponse between the submembrane and central space calcium due to the buffers action
on calcium. We also observe that the response in the outer segment is longer lasting
than that of the inner segment, which has yet to be observed experimentally.

3.3. Gap Junctional Effect on Inner Segment Calcium Concentration.
In numerical simulation 2, we used the multi-domain framework to model four active
domains (rods and long (L-), medium (M-), and short wavelength cones (S-cones)).
Each active domain was given a disjoint light stimulus at distinct times (see Appen-
dix A). The goal of this study was to see whether the various calcium concentrations
in an active domain can be affected solely through gap junctions. Our findings indi-
cate that this is possible for the inner segment calcium concentrations only. Figure 3.3
shows the various calcium concentration of the L-cones domain. It shows that even
in the absence of a light stimuli to the L-cones domain, both the inner segment sub-
membrane calcium concentration and the inner segment central space calcium con-
centration are affected by the light stimuli to the rods domain. However, no change
was detected in the outer segment calcium concentration. While we found no experi-
mental evidence supporting these observations, we believe they will hold considering
that calcium plays a key role in phototransduction (contributing about a fourth of the
photocurrent) [62]. The observations are also consistent with the findings that gap
junctions occur far away from the outer segments, with some occurring in the inner
segments [46, 34, 60, 11, 36].
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Fig. 3.2. Top: The concentration of the outer segment calcium, [Ca], (left), inner segment
submembrane calcium, [Cas], (center), inner segment central space calcium, [Caf ], (right) at t =
0.15 s. The associated color bar of each plot is located the bottom of the plot’s column. The outer
segment calcium is quicker to respond to light stimuli than the inner segment calcium. As the
movement of calcium is buffered, central space calcium response is not yet visible. Bottom: similar
to the top row but at t = 0.57 s. Inner segment calcium response to light stimuli is longer lasting
than that of the outer segment. There are no observed differences between submembrane and central
space calcium in terms of duration of response.

3.4. Convergence Study. Since the underlying time-stepping scheme in our
solver is BDF2, we expect to have a global error that is O(∆t2). We confirm this with
a convergence analysis using numerical simulation 3, in which light stimuli is constant
in order to preserve C3 requirement shown in subsection 2.3.2.2.

Since the true solution is not available for our numerical simulations, we use the
approximation

(3.1) err∆t :=

∥∥∥Vm
∆t − Vm

∆t∗
∥∥∥

max

1−
(

∆t∗

∆t

)p ≈ C∆tp

in which Vm
∆t is the solution Vm using constant step-size ∆t, ∆t∗ is the finest

constant step-size used to approximate the solution to numerical simulation 3, C is

a constant, and p is the order of the method. The modification term 1 −
(

∆t∗

∆t

)p
approaches unity as ∆t∗ vanishes since Vm

∆t∗ becomes the true value, yielding the
usual error approximation formula. Figure 3.4 shows the logarithmic relation between
err∆t error and ∆t. We obtain slope p = 2 confirming the expected order of our
method.

3.5. Wall Time and Accuracy. We also use numerical simulation 3 to com-
pare the wall time and accuracy of the adaptive time-stepper and the constant time-
stepper. Figure 3.4 shows that the adaptive time-stepper, for most choices of tol
values (see subsection 2.3.2.1), improves the accuracy by a factor of at least 10, as
compared to the constant time-stepper with similar wall time. While the adaptive
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Fig. 3.3. Top: The concentration of the outer segment calcium, [Ca], (left), inner segment
submembrane calcium, [Cas], (center), inner segment central space calcium, [Caf ], (right) of the
L-cones domain at t = 0.29 s. The associated color bar of each plot is located the bottom of the
plot’s column. The inner segment calcium concentration is affected by light stimuli to another
photoreceptor. As the movement of calcium is buffered, central space calcium response is not yet
clearly visible. No outer segment response is observed. Bottom: similar to the top row but at
t = 0.82 s. The newly observed response in all three plots is a result of a light stimuli to the L-
cones domain, unlike the previous response, whose affects can still be observed in both inner segment
calcium concentrations.

time-stepper is neither the most accurate nor the fastest simulation, it seems to be
the best compromise.

This result depends on the type of experiment conducted. For example, an
experiment with a shorter light pulse would increase the efficiency of the adaptive
time-stepper as it will use larger time-steps in the absence of light stimuli (see subsec-
tion 3.6). On the other hand, an experiment with multiple light pulses would decrease
the efficiency of the adaptive time-stepper as it would need to adjust the step-size nu-
merous times. Such light stimuli would also affect the constant time-stepper as only
small step-sizes would yield reasonably accurate result.

3.6. In-depth Analysis of Adaptive Time-stepper. We use numerical sim-
ulation 4 to study the adaptive timer-stepper in greater detail. Figure 3.5 offers a
deeper look on how the adaptive time-stepper works. It shows how the step-size
gradually increases until a suitable step-size is found. This suitable step-size varies
depending on the situation, for example, in the presence of a light stimulus (t ≤ 0.02
s), the step-size that the adaptive time-stepper stabilized on was much smaller than
that in the absence of light (t > 0.02). This is expected as the photoreceptor dynam-
ics are undergoing much more rapid change in the presence of light. Another feature
shown in Figure 3.5 is the gradual, rather than sudden, change of step-size. This is
evident as for most time-steps at most one rejection was made.

Figure 3.5 also shows a few safety guards put in place for the adaptive time-
stepper. These include a maximum and minimum allowed step-size, and forcing the
time-stepper to step to certain, critical, time values. The reason for the latter is that
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Fig. 3.4. Left: A convergence study for our time-stepping method showing the relation between
err∆t and the step-size. The dashed lines have slopes 1, 2, and 3. The expected order of 2 is observed.
Right: The relation between the wall time and the maximum relative potential error (as compared to
the finest constant simulation) for various adaptive-iterative (◦), adaptive-direct (×), and constant
time-step (•) simulations. Accuracy and simulation time are, roughly, inversely proportional. In
some cases, the adaptive time-stepper decreases the error by a factor of around 100 as compared to
a simulation of similar wall time. The difference between the various adaptive simulations is the tol
value chosen (see subsection 2.3.2.1). We ran adaptive simulations (both iterative and direct) for
tol = 5 · 10−3, 10−3, 5 · 10−4, 10−4, 5 · 10−5, 10−5, 5 · 10−6 (see Figure 3.6)

when light stimulus shuts off we lose differentiability and so using BDF2 would not
be justified. Instead, we step to the critical time and use improved forward Euler,
whose order is the same as BDF2, to take the subsequent first step.

3.7. Direct and Iterative Solver Comparison. In subsection 2.3.3, we pro-
posed solving the Jacobian update equation iteratively, using a Richardson-D’Jakonov
inner iteration. We use numerical simulation 3 to compare the performance of the
direct and iterative solvers. Figure 3.4 shows that, given a specific tol value (see
subsection 2.3.2.1), the accuracy of the direct and iterative solvers are identical. Fig-
ure 3.6 shows, clearly, that the iterative solver is twice as fast as the direct solver.

Figure 3.6 also gives an in-depth look at the inner iterations of the iterative solver.
It shows a positive correlation between tol values and number of inner iterations
required. This was expected as lower tol values force the time-stepper to take smaller
steps, which means the solution to the Jacobian update equation (2.28) is not far
from the initial guess ∆xi+1

0 = 0. This allows the iterative solver to converge faster
for smaller tol values .

4. Conclusion. In this work, we presented a detailed model and simulation of
the retina, which takes into account the retinal physiology as well as the geometry of
the eye. The model is based on the bi-domain equations and is the first bi-domain
retina model which takes into account the full geometry of the eye. It is a versatile
model in the sense that it can be used with any model of transmembrane currents.
This model can be viewed as complimentary to the current retinal models, such as the
one proposed by Dokos et al. [18], which were mainly concerned with electrode stim-
ulation of and signal propagation through the retina. We detailed how we discretize
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Fig. 3.5. Left: Step-size as a function of time. The dashed lines are the minimum and maximum
allowed step-sizes, ∆tmin and ∆tmax. Around t = 0.02 s the step-size decreases sharply as we force
the time-stepper to step to certain critical times such as the beginning and end of light stimuli. As
the dynamics of the photoreceptors change less frequently (due to absence of any light stimuli) the
adaptive-stepper uses larger and larger time-steps. Towards the end of the simulation, the decision of
the adaptive-stepper to increase the step-size (as indicated by constant single rejections) is overridden
by a safety feature to keep the step-size below ∆tmax.

Fig. 3.6. Left: Normalized computation time of the adaptive-iterative and adaptive-direct
solvers as a function of tol values (see subsection 2.3.2.1). For all tol values tested, the itera-
tive solver improves the wall time of simulations by roughly a factor of 2 while retaining the same
accuracy level (as shown in Figure 3.4). Right: The number of inner iterations required (for all
tol values tested) as a function of time. The colorbar on the right indicates the tol values. For
all simulations the maximum number of inner iterations needed is less than 10. We observe that
tol values and number of inner iterations required have a positive correlation. This is expected as
simulations with lower tol values take smaller step-sizes and so the solution to the Jacobian update
equation (2.28) is closer to the initial guess as compared to those with higher tol values.
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Fig. A.1. Left to right: Location of light stimuli flashed at rods, L-cones, M-cones, and S-
cones, respectively. The times of the 20 ms light pulses were at t = 0, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5 s for rods, L-cones,
M-cones, and S-cones, respectively

the model’s system of PDEs and our implicit time-stepping scheme which used BDF2
and a Newton-iterative method. We demonstrated how our adaptive time-stepper
was used to significantly decrease simulation time while maintaining accuracy. We
also generalized our bi-domain model to a multi-domain model, which can account
for all types of known photoreceptors.

A limitation of this model is that it can only account for one type of neurons
present in the retina, namely the photoreceptors. Adding other types of neurons will
increase the scope of applicability of this model since it will reproduce more features of
the retina (for example, the b-wave mentioned in subsection 3.1). Another limitation
of the model is the computational cost of this simulation. This, unfortunately, has
been the downfall of cardiac tissue models using the bi-domain equations as well, which
limited their usage [31]. We hope to address both limitations in a future publication.

An exciting area of application for this model is in aiding electroretinogram (ERG)
diagnostics. The model can be manipulated to mimic many diseases that ERGs are
used to diagnose. Thus, through various techniques such as parameter fitting, we
hope to be able to use this model to replicate ERG measurements and subsequently
aid ERG diagnostics.

Appendix A. Simulation Details.
Numerical Simulation 1:

• Grid size (r× θ× ϕ): 30× 29× 27.
• Total number of unknowns: 142352.
• Simulation interval: [0, 5] (seconds).
• Active Domains: L-cones.
• Stimulus: Spatially Gaussian (σ = 50), 20 ms light pulses at t = 0, 2.0, 2.1,

2.2, . . . , 2.9 s aimed at center of retina.
Numerical Simulation 2:

• Grid size (r× θ× ϕ): 30× 35× 46.
• Total number of unknowns: 1146412.
• Simulation interval: [0, 5] (seconds).
• Active Domains: Rods, L-cones, M-cones, and S-cones.
• Stimulus: Spatially-disjoint, 20 ms light pulses were given at t = 0, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5

s to rods, L-cones, M-cones, and S-cones, respectively (see Figure A.1).
Numerical Simulation 3:

• Grid size (r× θ× ϕ): 30× 29× 27.
• Total number of unknowns: 142352.
• Simulation interval: [0, 1] (seconds).
• Active Domains: L-cones.
• Stimulus: Spatially Gaussian (σ = 50), 1 s light flash at t = 0 s aimed at



A MULTI-SCALE SIMULATION OF RETINAL PHYSIOLOGY 21

center of retina.
Numerical Simulation 4:

• Grid size (r× θ× ϕ): 30× 29× 27.
• Total number of unknowns: 142352.
• Simulation interval: [0, 5] (seconds).
• Active Domains: L-cones.
• Stimulus: Spatially Gaussian (σ = 50), 20 ms light pulse at t = 0 s aimed at

center of retina.
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Journal of Physiology, 454 (2007), pp. 805–819.

[23] E. Hairer, S. Nørsett, and G. Wanner, Solving Ordinary Differential Equations I: Nonstiff
Problems, Springer, 2008.

[24] C. S. Henriquez and W. Ying, The bidomain model of cardiac tissue: From microscale
to macroscale, in Cardiac Bioelectric Therapy: Mechanism and Practical Implications,
I. Efimov, F. S. Ng, and J. Laughner, eds., Springer, second edition ed., 2021, ch. 15,
pp. 401–421.

[25] Q. V. Hoang, R. A. Linsenmeier, C. K. Chung, and C. A. Curcio, Photoreceptor inner seg-
ments in monkey and human retina: Mitochondrial density, optics, and regional variation,
Visual Neuroscience, 19 (2002), pp. 395–407.

[26] B. M. Invergo, D. Dell’Orco, L. Montanucci, K.-W. Koch, and J. Bertranpetit, A com-
prehensive model of the phototransduction cascade in mouse rod cells, Molecular BioSys-
tems, 10 (2014).

[27] S. A. Joarder, M. Abramian, G. J. Suaning, N. H. Lovell, and S. Dokos, A continuum
model of retinal electrical stimulation, Journal of Neural Engineering, 8 (2011), p. 0666006.

[28] S. A. Joarder, S. Dokos, G. J. Suaning, and N. H. Lovell, Finite element bidomain
model of epiretinal stimulation, 2007 29th Annual International Conference of the IEEE
Engineering in Medicine and Biology Society, 2007 (2007), pp. 1132–1135.

[29] Y. Kamiyama, T. Ogura, and S. Usui, Ionic current model of the vertebrate rod photoreceptor,
Vision Research, (1996).

[30] S. M. Kandel and B. J. Roth, The strength-interval curve in cardiac tissue, Computational
and Mathematical Methods in Medicine, 2013 (2013).

[31] J. Keener and J. Sneyd, Mathematical Physiology, Springer, 2009.
[32] S. B. Knisley, Transmembrane voltage changes during unipolar stimulation of rabbit ventricle,

Circulation Research, 77 (1995), pp. 1229–1239.
[33] S. B. Knisley, B. C. Hill, and R. E. Ideker, Virtual electrode effects in myocardial fibers,

Biophysical Journal, 66 (1994), pp. 719–728.
[34] H. Kolb, The organization of the outer plexiform layer in the retina of the cat: Electron

microscopic observation, Journal of Neurocytology, 6 (1977), pp. 131–153.
[35] H. Kolb, Gross anatomy of the eye, in Webvision: The Organization of the Retina Visual

System, H. Kolb, E. Fernandez, and R. Nelson, eds., University of Utah Health Sciences
Center, 2005, pp. 3–10.

[36] H. Kolb, Photoreceptors, in Webvision: The Organization of the Retina Visual System,
H. Kolb, E. Fernandez, and R. Nelson, eds., University of Utah Health Sciences Center,
2005, pp. 59–89.

[37] H. Kolb, Simple anatomy of the retina, in Webvision: The Organization of the Retina Visual
System, H. Kolb, E. Fernandez, and R. Nelson, eds., University of Utah Health Sciences
Center, 2005, pp. 11–34.

[38] R. J. LeVeque, Finite Difference Methods for Ordinary and Partial Differential Equations:
Steady-State and Time-Dependent Problems, Society of Industrial and Applied Mathemat-
ics, 2007.

[39] P. A. McNaughton, L. Cervetto, and B. J. Nunn, Measurement of the intracellular free
calcium concentration in salamander rods, Nature, 322 (1986), pp. 261–263.

[40] H. Meffin, B. Tahayori, E. N. Sergeev, I. M. Y. Mareels, D. B. Grayden, and A. N.
Burkitt, Modelling extracellular electrical stimulation: Part 3. derivation and interper-
atiuon of neural tissue equations, Journal of Neural Engineering, 11 (2014), p. 065004.

[41] R. Mehra, M. McMullen, and S. Furman, Time-dependence of unipolar cathodal and anodal
strength-interval curves, Pacing and Clinical Electrophysiology, 3 (1980), pp. 526–530.

[42] S. S. Nagarajan, D. M. Durand, B. J. Roth, and R. S. Wijesinghe, Magnetic stimulation



A MULTI-SCALE SIMULATION OF RETINAL PHYSIOLOGY 23

of axons in a nerve bundle: Effects of current redistribution in the bundle, Annals of
Biomedical Engineering, 23 (1995), pp. 116–126.

[43] M. Neunlist and L. Tung, Optical recordings of ventricular excitability of frog heart by an
extracellular stimulating point electrode, Pacing and Clinical Electrophysiology, 17 (1994),
pp. 1641–1654.

[44] M. Neunlist and L. Tung, Spatial distribution of cardiac transmembrane potentials around
an extracellular electrode: Dependence on fiber orientation, Biophysical Journal, 68 (1995),
pp. 2310–2322.

[45] I. Perlman, The electroretinogram: Erg, in Webvision: The Organization of the Retina Visual
System, H. Kolb, E. Fernandez, and R. Nelson, eds., University of Utah Health Sciences
Center, 2001, pp. 1193–1234.

[46] E. Raviola and N. B. Gilula, Gap junctions between photoreceptor cells in the vertebrate
retina, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America,
70 (1973), pp. 1677–1681.

[47] L. F. Richardson, The approximate arithmetical solution by finite differences of physical
problems involving differential equations, with an application to the stresses in a masonry
dam, Philosphical Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series A, Containing Papers
of a Mathematical or Physical Character, 210 (1911), pp. 307–357.

[48] R. W. Rodieck, The First Steps in Seeing, Sinauer, 1998.
[49] B. J. Roth, How the anisotrpoy of the intracellular and extracellular conductivities influences

stimulation of cardiac muscle, Journal of Mathematical Biology, 30 (1992), pp. 633–646.
[50] B. J. Roth, A mathematical model of make and break electrical stimulation of cardiac tissue

by a unipolar anode or cathode, IEEE Transactions on Biomedical Engineering, 42 (1995),
pp. 1174–1184.

[51] B. J. Roth, Strength-interval curves for cardiac tissue predicted using the bidomain model,
Journal of cardiovascular electrophysiology, 7 (1996), pp. 722–737.

[52] B. J. Roth and J. P. J. Wikswo, Electrical stimulation of cardiac tissue: a bidomain model
with active membrane properties, IEEE Transactions on Biomedical Engineering, 41 (1994),
pp. 232–240.

[53] Y. Saad, Iterative Methods for Sparse Linear Systems, SIAM, 2nd edition ed., 2003.
[54] R. J. Sadleir, A bidomain model for neural tissue, International Journal of Bioelectromag-

netism, 12 (2010), pp. 2–6.
[55] R. J. Sadleir, F. Fu, and M. Chauhan, Functional magnetic resonance electrical impedance

tomography (fmreit) sensitivity analysis using an active bidomain finite-element model of
neural tissue, Magnetic Resonance in Medicine, 81 (2019).

[56] N. G. Sepulveda, B. J. Roth, and J. P. J. Wikswo, Current injection into a two-dimensional
anisotropic bidomain, Biophysical Journal, 55 (1989), pp. 987–999.

[57] F. Shalbaf, S. Dokos, N. H. Lovell, J. Turuwhenua, and E. Vaghefi, Generating 3d
anatomically detailed models of the retina from oct data sets: Implications for computa-
tional modelling, Journal of Modern Optics, 62 (2015), pp. 1789–1800.

[58] F. Shalbaf, P. Du, N. H. Lovell, and S. Dokos, A 3d-continuum bidomain model of retinal
electrical stimulation using an anatomically detailed mesh, 2015 37th Annual International
Conference of the IEEE Engineering in Medicine and Biology Society (EMBC), 2015 (2015),
pp. 2291–2294.

[59] F. Shalbaf, N. H. Lovell, S. Dokos, M. Trew, and E. Vaghefi, Foveal eccentricity can
influence activation threshold in subretinal electrical simulation, Biomedical Physics and
Engineering Express, 5 (2019), p. 35009.

[60] R. G. Smith, M. A. Freed, and P. Sterling, Microcircuitry of the dark-adapted cat retina:
Functional architecture of the rod-cone network, The Journal of Neuroscience, 6 (1986),
pp. 3505–3517.

[61] T. Steihaug, Quasi-Newton Methods for Large-Scale Nonlinear Problems, PhD thesis, Yale
University, 1981.

[62] V. Torre, S. Forti, A. Menini, and M. Campani, Model of phototransduction in retinal rods,
Cold Spring Harbor Symposia on Qunatitative Biology, LV (1990), pp. 563–573.

[63] L. Tung, A Bi-domain Model for Describing Ischemic Myocardial D-C Potentials, PhD thesis,
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 1978.

[64] L. Tung, M. Neunlist, and E. A. Sobie, Near-field and far-field stimulation of cardiac muscle,
in Clinical Applications of Modern Imaging Technology II, L. J. Cerullo, K. S. Heiferman,
H. Liu, H. Podbielska, A. O. Wist, and L. J. Zamorano, eds., vol. 2132, International
Society for Optics and Photonics, SPIE, 1994, pp. 367–374.

[65] S. Usui, A. Ishihara, Y. Kamiyama, and H. Ishii, Ionic current model of bipolar cells in the
lower vertebrate retina, Vision Research, 36 (1996), pp. 4069–4076.



24 B. ABUELNASR AND A. R. STINCHCOMBE

[66] S. Usui, Y. Kamiyama, H. Ishii, and H. Ikeno, Reconstruction of retinal horizontal cell
responses by the ionic current model, Vision Research, 36 (1996), pp. 1711–1719.

[67] J. Weiland and M. Humayun, Retinal prosthesis, in Neural Engineering, B. He, ed., Springer,
2nd edition ed., 2013, pp. 635–655.

[68] K. C. Wikler and P. Rakic, Distribution of photoreceptor subtypes in the retina of diurnal
and nocturnal primates, The Journal of Neuroscience, 10 (1990), pp. 3390–3401.

[69] J. P. J. Wikswo, S.-F. Lin, and R. A. Abbas, Virtual electrodes in cardiac tissue: A common
mechanism for anodal and cathodal stimulation, Biophysical Journal, 69 (1995), pp. 2195–
2210.

[70] J. P. J. Wikswo, T. A. Wisialowski, W. A. Altemeier, J. R. Balser, H. A. Kopelman,
and D. M. Roden, Virtual cathode effects during stimulation of cardiac muscle: Two-
dimensional in vivo experiments, Circulation Research, 68 (1991), pp. 513–530.

[71] D. Yan, M. C. Pugh, and F. P. Dawson, Adaptive time-stepping schemes for the solution of
the poisson-nernst-planck equations, Applied Numerical Mathematics, 163 (2021), pp. 254–
269.

[72] S. Yin, N. H. Lovell, G. J. Suaning, and S. Dokos, A continuum model of the retinal
network and its response to electrical stimulation, 2010 Annual International Conference
of the IEEE Engineering in Medicine and Biology, 2010 (2010), pp. 2077–2080.

[73] S. Yin, N. H. Lovell, G. J. Suaning, and S. Dokos, Continuum model of light response in
the retina, 2011 Annual International Conference of the IEEE Engineering in Medicine and
Biology Society, 2011 (2011).

[74] J. Zang and S. C. F. Neuhauss, Biochemistry and physiology of zebrafish photoreceptors,
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