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Abstract

Dendrites are crucial structures for computation of an individual neuron. It has been
shown that the dynamics of a biological neuron with dendrites can be approximated
by artificial neural networks (ANN) with deep structure. However, it remains
unclear whether a neuron can be further captured by a simple, biologically plausible
ANN. In this work, we develop a two-layer ANN, named as dendritic bilinear
neural network (DBNN), to accurately predict both the sub-threshold voltage and
spike time at the soma of biological neuron models with dendritic structure. Our
DBNN is found to be interpretable and well captures the dendritic integration
process of biological neurons including a bilinear rule revealed in previous works.
In addition, we show DBNN is capable of performing diverse tasks including
direction selectivity, coincidence detection, and image classification. Our work
proposes a biologically interpretable ANN that characterizes the computation of
biological neurons, which can be potentially implemented in the deep learning
framework to improve computational ability.

1 Introduction

Neurons are fundamental units of the nervous system to perform complex computational functions.
Dendrites, which are the branched extensions of neurons, receive multiple spatio-temporal inputs
from other neurons via synapses and play a vital role in single neuron computation. The integration of
signals within dendrites enables diverse computations such as direction selectivity [1, 2], coincidence
detection [3], and logical operations [4, 5]. The powerful computational abilities of individual
biological neurons, particularly due to their dendritic arborizations, present a formidable challenge for
the development of artificial neuronal models that can accurately capture the full range of dynamics
exhibited by real neurons.

Since the integration mechanisms of dendrites are complicated, the early models of neurons usually
consider the point neuron which only contain the somatic structure but ignore the dendrites. For
example, the McCoulloch and Pitts neuron model linearly sums all the synaptic inputs at the soma
and generates the outputs through an activation function [6]. This kind of artificial neuron is widely
used in many common machine learning models, such as the Multilayer Perceptrons [7], LeNet [8],
AlexNet [9] etc. However, there are both experimental and theoretical results indicating that dendrites
process signals in a nonlinear manner and should be regarded as an independent computational unit
[10–14]. Hence the classical point neuron model is oversimplified to capture the full characteristics
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of the biological neurons and thus the feature of dendritic nonliearities should be taken into account.
Recently, some studies have attempted to incorporate dendrites into single neuron models [15–21].
However, there is still a lack of a simple and biologically interpretable model that can reflect both the
sub- and supra-threshold behaviors of the biological neurons with dendritic structure.

In this paper, we introduce a novel two-layer neural network named as dendritic bilinear neural
network (DBNN) that can accurately replicate the input-output(I/O) mapping of biological neurons.
We train DBNN with the data from the biological neurons when receiving multiple spatio-temporal
synaptic inputs. We show that DBNN can faithfully predict the somatic response including both the
sub-threshold voltage and the spike time of the neuron. 95% variance of the sub-threshold voltage can
be explained and the precision of the spike time prediction can be greater than 80%. Our DBNN is
concise and the number of parameters is much less compared with multi-layer ANN. The predictive
power and computational capacity of DBNN have been verified on different types of biological neuron
models. Furthermore, we find that the trained parameters in DBNN are biologically interpretable
which reflect both the single post-synaptic potential (PSP) response and a bilinear dendritic integraion
rule for multiple synaptic inputs revealed in previous studies [13, 14]. We can then use proper intial
values of parameter based on the biological properties to accelerate the training speed. Moreover,
we demonstrate that DBNN can characterize the dendritic computation power of biological neurons
through solving direction selectivity and coincidence detection problems. And we also apply DBNN
for image classification task and it can outperform the ANN with the same number of trainable
parameters. Our work presents a comprehensive framework for how to incorporate dendritic features
into a neural network.

Related works Previous works have attempted to map the dynamics of biological neurons with
dendrites onto artificial neural networks (ANNs). While two-layer ANNs are successful in fitting
the firing rate of hippocampus CA1 pyramidal neurons [15] or fast spiking basket neurons [19],
they cannot predict the sub-threshold voltage and exact spike time. To address these limitations,
ANNs incorporating temporal convolutions have been developed for accurate predictions of spike
time [16, 17, 21]. Additionally, hierarchical cascade models have been proposed to capture the sub-
threshold voltage of L2/3 pyramidal neurons [18]. Recently, a state-of-the-art seven-layer temporal-
convolutional network (TCN) [22] has been developed that fully captures both sub-threshold voltage
and spike time of L5 pyramidal neurons[20], but at high computational cost due to the large number
of parameters. Moreover, it is unclear how these parameters are related to the properties of biological
neurons.

2 Results

To establish a mapping from the dynamics of a biological neuron to an ANN, we develop a two-layer
ANN called the dendritic bilinear neural network (DBNN) based on the features of single neuronal
computation. DBNN is trained using the input-output data of a biological neuron model with dendritic
structure simulated by NEURON software [23] to fully capture both the sub-threshold voltage and
spike time dynamics of the neuron.

2.1 Dendritic bilinear neural network

A single neuron receives thousands of synaptic inputs through its dendrites from other neurons. These
inputs are integrated and transmitted to the soma, where output is generated. Given a total of N
synapses on the dendrites receiving pre-synaptic spike trains xi(t), the somatic response v(t) and
spike time t̂ can be theoretically calculated using Rall’s cable theory [24–26] by solving a large
system of differential equations. However, this method requires expensive computational resources.
Here, we aim to construct a biologically interpretable ANN that accurately captures the dynamics
of biological neurons. Specifically, when presented with the same input xi(t), i = 1, 2, · · · , N to a
biological neuron, the proposed ANN will generate the output that precisely predicts both the somatic
voltage and spike time of the biological neuron.

To develop an ANN that can accurately capture the intricate input-output relationships of biological
neurons, we first describe the simplest case of how the neuronal voltage responds to a single
synaptic input. To this end, we employ a double-exponential function (equation (1)) to describe the
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postsynaptic potential [16, 27],

ki(t) = ωi(1− e−t/τr,i)e−t/τd,i , (1)

where i is the synapse index, ωi is the weight of synaptic input and τr,i and τd,i are rising and decay
time constant, respectively. We can then express the response at the synapse when multiple inputs are
received at different times as the convolution of the corresponding pre-synaptic spike train xi(t) with
the response kernel defined as ki(t), i.e.,

vi(t) = xi(t)⊗ ki(t). (2)

We now describe the scenario that a neuron receives inputs from multiple synapses located at different
dendritic sites. Previous experimental results have suggested that a neuron integrates these inputs in a
nonlinear manner [28, 11]. In contrast to studies that use sigmoid functions to describe the integration
process, here we attempt to characterize this process by utilizing the simplest possible nonlinear
function: the quadratic polynomial. To be specific, given the voltage responses v1(t), v2(t), ..., vN (t)
induced by individual input received at each single synapse, the integrated response described by a
quadratic integration function is as follows:

v(t) =

N∑
i=1

vi(t) +

N∑
j=1

j−1∑
k=1

ajkvj(t)vk(t) + v0.

In equation (2.1), note that we exclude all the square terms v2j and retain only the cross terms vjvk in
order to make the integration rule valid even when an individual input i is given, i.e., the response is
vi(t) in such a case. Based on equations (1)(2)(2.1), we build the two-layer dendritic bilinear neural
network (DBNN) with its architecture illustrated in Figure 1(a).

2.2 Data generation and training protocal

We first use DBNN to approximate the activity of a biological neuron. To generate the training data
for DBNN, we simulate biologically realistic neuron models with dendrites using NEURON software
[23]. To be specific, we utilize three representative types of neuron models, namely a basal ganglion
neuron [29], a layer 2/3 pyramidal neuron [30], and a layer 5 pyramidal neuron [31]. Each neuron is
endowed with dendritic structure and active ion channels including Na+,K+, and Ca2+. Excitatory
and inhibitory synapses are randomly distributed on the dendrites in varying numbers depending
on the specific neuron model, with N = 9, 749, 1278 synapses for the basal ganglion, layer 2/3
pyramidal, and layer 5 pyramidal neurons, respectively. The excitatory synapses include both AMPA
and NMDA receptors, and the inhibitory synapses include GABA-A receptors. Each synapse receives
independent inhomogeneous Poisson spike trains. The input spike trains and the corresponding
somatic voltage response of the neuron are recorded for subsequent use as input and output data
to DBNN, respectively. Each stimulation lasts for six seconds with millisecond resolution, and the
stimulation is repeated 1000 times for training and 100 times for testing with different initialization.
The detailed information for the data generation can be found in the Supplementary Material.

In the training procedure of DBNN, we utilize the mean square error (MSE) as the loss function to
quantify the difference between DBNN’s output and the voltage of the biological neuron model. To
optimize the parameters, the standard stochastic gradient descent (SGD) [32] algorithm is employed.
We set the learning rate to be 0.001 and use a mini-batch size of 128. DBNN is trained for 1000
epochs. All of the parameters in DBNN, including the time constants τr,i and τd,i, weight ωi,
quadratic coefficient ajk and bias term v0, are updated during training. The training process is carried
out on an Nvidia A100 GPU and takes approximately 2-3 hours to complete.

2.3 Predictive performance of DBNN

Following the training process, we observe that DBNN is capable of accurately predicting the output
of biological neurons, including the subthrehold voltage and spike time. To measure the performance
of DBNN for predicting the sub-threshold voltage, we utilize the variance explained (VE) metric
defined as

VE = 1−
∑
i(y(ti)− y′(ti))2∑
i(y(ti)− E[y(t)])2
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where y(ti) and y′(ti) are the true and predicted voltage for different discrete time and E(y(t)) is
the mean value of the true voltage. The closer the VE is to 1, the more accurate prediction made by
DBNN is.

After training, DBNN is first applied to predict the sub-threshold voltage of a passive layer 2/3
pyramidal neuron without active ion channels, which yields the VE of approximately 99%. For
neurons with Na+,K+, and Ca2+ channels included, the dendritic integration process becomes
more nonlinear. In this case, the VE can still reach 95% when AMPA receptors are used exclusively,
and 93% when both AMPA and NMDA receptors are used. (Figure 1(b)(c) and Table 1).

…

x1

x2

xN−1

xN

ω1

ω2

ω3

ωN

… … ∑

τr,1, τd,1

τr,2, τd,2

τr,N−1, τd,N−1

τr,N, τd,N

∑ ×+

∑ ×+

∑ ×+

∑ ×+

∑ ×+

∑ ×+

a2,1

aN−1,1

aN,1

aN−1,2

aN,2

aN,N−1

⊗

⊗

⊗

⊗

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 1: DBNN is capable of predicting the dynamics of layer 2/3 pyramidal neurons, including
the sub-threshold voltage and the spike time. (a) The architecture of DBNN, where the symbol

∑
represents linear summation and

∑
+× represents quadratic multiplication. The rest notations are

the same as those described in equations (1)(2)(2.1). (b) Left: the morphology of the pyramidal
neuron. Right: the output of DBNN (cyan) well agrees with the membrane potential (MP) of the
pyramidal neuron model shown in Left (black). Red dashed line is the firing threshold. (c) The
scatter plot of the predicted sub-threshold MP by DBNN versus that of the biological neuron model.
Lower right is the bar plot of variance explained (VE) for passive neurons (Pas), active neurons with
only AMPA receptors (A) and both AMPA and NMDA receptors (A+N). (d) The precision (Pre)
and recall (Rec) values when using DBNN to predict the spike time of the neuron. Two different
electrophysiology conditions are considered here as A and A+N in Figure 1(c).

We next use DBNN to predict spike time, which is a more challenging task because spike time
results from a highly nonlinear process of action potential generation beyond quadratic nonlinearity
in DBNN. To circumvent the difficulty of fitting action potentials, the prediction of spike time by
DBNN is made when the subthreshold voltage crosses a firing threshold. To be specific, when the
predicted output v(tn) at time tn satisfies that v(tn) ≥ vth and v(tn−1) < vth, we then define t̂ = tn
as the predicted spike time, where tn−1 and tn are two consecutive discrete time points and vth is
a firing threshold value. It shall be noted that the DBNN does not account for a reset mechanism,
which is another strong nonlinear effect in the biological neuron that the somatic voltage will rapidly
drop after a spike due to the outflow of K+. To further improve DBNN, we modify equation (2.1) to
incorporate a reset term in DBNN

v(t) =

N∑
i=1

vi(t) +

N∑
j=1

j−1∑
k=1

ajkvj(t)vk(t) + v0 + vreset
∑
l

Θ(t− t̂l)e
−(t−t̂l)
τreset , (3)
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where vreset is the amplitude of voltage reset after a spike, l is the index of spike, Θ is the Heaviside
function and τreset is the reset time constant.

The accuracy of spike time prediction is then evaluated by using the metrics of precision and recall.
We treat a predicted spike time t̂ as a true positive (TP) case if the true spike time is within a 10
millisecond time window of t̂. Then precision is calculated by the ratio of the number of true positives
to the sum of true positives and false positives, while recall is calculated by the ratio of the number of
true positives to the sum of true positives and false negatives. For the case that neurons with only
AMPA receptors, a precision rate of 91% and a recall rate of 89% can be achieved, while for the
biological neuron model equipped with both AMPA and NMDA receptors, the precision rate is 82%
and the recall rate is 78%. These metrics suggest that DBNN can make predictions for spike time
with high accuracy (Figure 1(d) and Table 1).

To show the advantage of DBNN, we next perform a comparative analysis of DBNN and other ANNs
developed recently [18, 20] in predicting a biological neuron’s activity. We compare these models
in various cases, including passive membranes, active membranes only with AMPA receptors (A),
and with both AMPA and NMDA receptors (A+N). The results, summerized in Table 1, demonstrate
that DBNN outperforms the hierarchical cascade of linear-nonlinear model (hLN) [18] in predicting
sub-threshold voltage and the hLN fails to predict spike time. When compared to the state-of-the-art
seven-layer TCN [20], DBNN can achieve similar prediction accuracy for both sub-threshold voltage
and spike time but with much fewer parameters (O(105) in DBNN versus O(107) in seven-layer
TCN). The results suggest that DBNN provides a simple and effective framework to accurately
capture the dynamics of a biological neuron with dendritic structures.

Table 1: Results compared with related works

Neuron type Objective DBNN hLN[18] TCN[20]

Passive Sub-threshold voltage VE:0.99 VE:0.95 VE:0.99

Active(A)
Sub-threshold voltage VE:0.95 VE:0.92 VE:0.95

Spike time Pre:0.91 N/A Pre:0.64
Rec:0.89 Rec:0.64

Active(A+N)
Sub-threshold voltage VE:0.93 VE:0.91 VE:0.94

Spike time Pre:0.82 N/A Pre:0.58
Rec:0.78 Rec:0.60

Active(A+N) Number of parameters O(105) O(103) O(107)
Running time for training 2-3 hours 2-3 hours 2-14 days

Note: N/A means that the model cannot predict the spike time

The DBNN also possesses a variety of generalization ability. After training on a dataset in which all
synapses are activated in the biological neuron model, DBNN can successfully predict the somatic
sub-threshold voltage for entirely different input patterns, such as varied synaptic input frequency
or the activation of partial synapses (Figure S1). Furthermore, the DBNN’s predictive capacity is
verified across different biological neuron types, including ganglion and pyramidal neurons (Figure
S1).

3 Biological interpretation of DBNN

We next demonstrate another advantage of DBNN that the parameters after training are biologically
interpretable. The parameters capture the key features of the post-synaptic potential (PSP) induced
by a single input and a bilinear dendritic integration rule of synaptic inputs - both are important
characteristics of biological neurons. The biological interpretability of DBNN suggests that DBNN
can effectively exploit dendritic features to achieve computational capabilities.

3.1 DBNN captures the post-synaptic potentials

To understand how DBNN can successfully predict the activity of a biological neuron, we first
examine the input kernel ki(t) (as equation (1)) in DBNN after training. This kernel reflects the
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output when only an input spike xi(t) is given while no input is given to all other nodes. Therefore,
it may relate to the postsynaptic potential of a biological neuron that receives only an individual
synaptic input. To investigate this relation, we simulate each synapse located at different positions
of the dendritic branches and measure the corresponding PSP at the soma of the biological neuron.
Subsequently, we compare the PSPs with the double exponential kernels based on the parameters
ωi, τr,i, and τd,i after training using the data from the same neuron. Interestingly, our results reveal
a significant similarity between the PSPs and the double exponential kernels, which is not trivial
considering that the training dataset only involves the scenario that all synapses are activated, but
not include the scenario of a single input is given. Furthermore, the similarity holds for both the
activation of an individual excitatory synapse and inhibitory synapse (Figure 2(a) and Figure 2(b)).

These findings suggest that using the double-exponential form as the input kernel is valid, given its
ability to capture how an individual synaptic input propagates to the soma. Furthermore, our results
indicate that the parameters in the double-exponential kernel can be trained effectively, even in the
case that a single input is not presented in the training data. Our DBNN’s training setup associates
each index i with a specific synaptic location on the dendrites. In turn, the weight ωi represents the
PSP magnitude activated by this corresponding synapse, while the time constants τr,i and τd,i are
related to the location of the dendrites where the synapse is located. In general, the farther a synapse
is located from the soma, the larger its associated time constant will be. Therefore, the parameters of
the double-exponential kernel can reflect the synaptic input location and the characteristics of single
PSPs of the biological neuron.

3.2 DBNN captures the dendritic integration rule

As the input kernel corresponds to a single PSP of a biological neuron, the next layer in DBNN
described as the quadratic function in equation(2.1) is supposed to relate to the non-linear integration
of multiple synaptic inputs. Previous investigations [13, 14], which entailed electrophysiological
experiments and theoretical analyses, reveal that the integration of a pair of synaptic inputs follows a
bilinear rule which is in the form of

VS(t) ≈ V1(t) + V2(t) + κ(t)V1(t)V2(t), (4)

where V1(t) and V2(t) are the PSPs when the two synaspes are activated individually, and VS(t) is the
somatic response to the same pair of synaptic inputs activated simultaneously, κ(t) is the integration
coefficient for the pair of synaptic inputs that only depends on the location of the inputs but not their
strengths. And this rule is further generalized to all types of inputs, including a pair of excitatory
inputs, a pair of inhibitory inputs, and multiple excitatory and inhibitory inputs. In the generalized
case, the integration coefficients are denoted as κEE(t), κEI(t), and κII(t).

Upon observing the similarities between the quadratic function designed in DBNN (equation (2.1))
and the bilinear dendritic integration rule (equation (4)), we began to contemplate whether DBNN
could be trained to learn the bilinear dendritic integration rule. We first measure the values of the
integration coefficients (κEE(t), κEI(t), and κII(t)) in the biological neuron by giving a pair of
inputs first separately and then simultaneously to all possible pairs of synapses. Then we compare
these integration coefficients with the corresponding quadratic coefficients aij in DBNN (Equation2.1)
after training. We find that the quadratic coefficients well matches with the integration coefficients
(Figure 2(c) and Figure 2(d)). This finding suggests that DBNN accurately employs the bilinear
dendritic integration rule for the integration of multiple synaptic inputs.

From the above, we have gained insight into how the dynamics of the real biological neuron with
dendrites can be captured by DBNN. For a single synaptic input at different locations, the double-
exponential kernels in DBNN learn the shape of both excitatory and inhibitory PSPs of the biological
neuron. For multiple inputs from varies locations, the DBNN learns the bilinear rule to integrate all
PSPs in a simple nonlinear manner. As a result, the sub-threshold voltage is well-fitted by the DBNN,
leading to the moderately accurate inference that each time the membrane potential reaches the firing
threshold, the neuron will emit a spike. The result highlights the biological interpretability of DBNN.

3.3 Training speed and low dimensional structure

The number of parameters in DBNN is much less in comparison to deep neural networks with
many layers. However, owing to the quadratic function specified in equation (2.1), the number
of parameters contained in DBNN exceeds that of the linear integration or sigmoid nonlinearity
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(a)

(c) (d)

(b)

Figure 2: Biological interpretation of the parameters in DBNN after training. (a) The well match
between the PSP of the biological neuron induced by a single excitatory synaptic (black) input and
the double exponential kernel in DBNN (cyan). (b) As in Figure 2(a), the double exponential kernel
(cyan) also matches the corresponding inhibitory PSP (IPSP) curve (black). (c) The scatter plot of
the bilinear integration coefficient κij for each pair of synaptic locations w.r.t. the corresponding
quadratic coefficient aij in DBNN. (d) The mean values of the bilinear integration coefficient and the
corresponding quadratic coefficient aij for different pairs of excitatory (E) or inhibitory (I) synapse
including EE, EI or II.

as utilized in Ujfalussy et al. [18]. Without additional constraints, training DBNN requires more
computational time. Nonetheless, Sections 3.1 and 3.2 have uncovered that parameters of DBNN are
biologically interpretable, which inspires one to implement appropriate strategies that expedite the
training process. For example, all the rising time constant τr,i for different kernels can be initialized
to 5ms, an biologically meaningful value for synaptic time constants. By adopting this method of
initialization, the training time of DBNN will be reduced considerably and even be closed to models
employing sigmoid nonlinearity (Table 1 and Figure S2).

Furthermore, Beniaguev et al. [21] have discovered that the PSPs induced by synaptic inputs at
various sites of the biological neuron exhibit low dimensional structures that can be reduced to
3-dimensional vectors. Consequently, if we use the 3-dimensional vectors to represent all the PSPs of
the real neuron, we can transform the original problem into an much easier linear regression problem.
This approach also facilitates acceleration of the training speed (Figure S2). The proof of turning into
a linear regression problem is illustrated in the Supplementary material.

4 Applications

Biological neurons with dendritic morphology are capable of performing the computation of direction
selectivity and coincidence detection. Here, we also show that our DBNN is able to perform these
tasks. We further utilize DBNN to address the MNIST classification task and its can outperform the
traditional two-layer ANN. These results indicate that DBNN is capable of capturing the complex
dendritic computation power of biological neurons.
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4.1 Direction selectivity

According to the experiments by Branco et al. [2], dendrites of cortical pyramidal neurons exhibit
selectivity for the direction of spatio-temporal synaptic inputs. Specifically, if the a sequence of
excitatory synaptic inputs are received from the distal dendrite toward the soma which is the preferred
direction, they are more likely to promote somatic firing. Conversely, if inputs are received in
non-preferred direction, they will less likely to generate a somatic spike (Figure 3(a)).

Notably, direction selectivity can also be present in DBNN. After training to fit the response of a
biological neuron, we perform the following direction selectivity experiment: stimulating the input
nodes of DBNN associated with different synapses leads to emit a spike when the synaptic inputs
are activated in the preferred direction. However, when the synapses are activated in the opposite
(i.e., non-preferred) direction, the resulting output of DBNN is insufficient to exceed the threshold
required for spike generation (Figure 3(a)).

(a) (b)

(c) (d) (e)

Figure 3: Applications of DBNN for direction selectivity and coincidence detection and MNIST
classification. (a) Left: the illustration for direction selectivity. Right: the realization of direction
selectivity in DBNN with the synaptic inputs for the preferred direction (cyan) and the non-preferred
direction (black). Red dashed line is the firing threshold. (b) Left: the illustration for coincidence
detection. Right: the realization of coincidence detection in DBNN with the synaptic inputs for the
different sides (cyan) and the same side (black). (c) Divide the original MNIST digit into nine equal
parts. (d) DBNN with logistic regression (LR) outperforms using LR directly when solving MNIST
binary classification task. (e) DBNN with linear classifier (LC) outperforms using LC directly or
two-layer neural network(NN) when solving MNIST 10-category classification task.

4.2 Coincidence detection

In addition to direction selectivity, biological neurons with dendrites can also conduct the coincidence
detection. For example, in the early auditory pathway, sound detected from the left and right ear
generates synaptic inputs located on different dendritic branches of bipolar neurons [3]. These
neurons can then detect the input coincidence that whether the sounds detected come from different
sides (Figure 3b).

We find that DBNN is also capable of performing coincidence detection. As the same with Section 4.1,
the well-trained DBNN is used to verify this capability. When two synaptic inputs are simultaneously
activated at separate dendritic branches, the resulting DBNN’s response is stronger enough to generate
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a spike. In contrast, if we activate two synaptic inputs located at the same dendritic branch, the
DBNN’s response can not reach the firing threshold (Figure 3b). In this way, DBNN can perform the
coincidence detection. Our findings indicate that DBNN exhibits dendritic computational power that
is similar to the biological neurons.

4.3 MNIST classification

The MNIST classification task [33] is a well-known benchmark problem in the field of machine
learning. Each sample in this dataset represents a 28 × 28 pixels image that corresponds to a
handwritten digit ranging from 0 to 9. We transform the original MNIST dataset so that it can be
used as input to DBNN. To achieve this, we first remove the first row and column from each image,
resulting in 27×27 pixels images. Next, we convert the original gray-scale map to a black-white map
by setting all pixels with values greater than 0 to 1 and segment the images into 9 regions (as shown
in Figure 3(c)). We then flatten each region of 9× 9 pixels into a row vector and expand it by making
9 consecutive copies of each element. In this way, each handwritten digit is associated with a 9× 729
spatio-temporal sequence, which can be served as the input for DBNN through 9 distinct synapses.

Initially, we train DBNN on the dataset generated from the ganglion neurons that had 9 distinct
synapses on the dendrites [29]. Once DBNN’s parameters are fixed, we give the modified spatio-
temporal sequences from MNIST dataset as input into DBNN and we collect the generated spike
train corresponding to each digit. Consequently, we obtain various spike trains with 729 milliseconds
duration that served as decoding signal for the original MNIST digits. Here, we consider both a
simpler binary classification task and the traditional ten-category classification task. For the former
problem, we utilize logistic regression to classify the spike trains produced by DBNN and compare
with the results obtained from directly using logistic regression on the MNIST digits. Notably, the
classification accuracy can be improved to 99% (as illustrated in Figure 3(d)). As for the ten-category
classification task, we employ a linear classifier to process the spike trains generated by DBNN and
make comparisons with the results obtained solely via the linear classifier or a two-layer ANN with 10
hidden neurons (to maintain the number of trainable parameters the same) and relu activation function.
Again, the using of DBNN results in a higher accuracy (Figure 3(e)). The detailed information for the
logistic regression, linear classifier and two-layer ANN can be found in the Supplementary Material.

5 Discussion

We have presented a dendritic bilinear neural network (DBNN) that can accurately capture the somatic
dynamics of biological neurons with dendritic structures, including sub-threshold voltage and spike
time. We further demonstrate that DBNN’s parameters are biologically interpretable. The double
exponential kernels in the first layer of DBNN represent post-synaptic potentials for single synaptic
input located at different dendritic branches. Meanwhile, the second layer’s quadratic terms reflect
the dendritic bilinear integration rule for multiple synaptic inputs. Additionally, we find that DBNN
has the capacity to perform direction selectivity and coincidence detection which demonstrates that
DBNN’s dendritic computation power can approach the level of biological neurons. We also utilize
DBNN to solve the image classification task, outperforming the traditional two-layer ANN.

Although we have shown that DBNN can capture the dynamics of different biological neuron types
including ganglion neurons and pyramidal neurons, there are other types of neurons with diverse
morphologies and electrophysiology properties. It remains an open question whether DBNN can
capture the dynamics of all types of neurons or we should modify its structure to apply to different
biological neuron models. And the integration of DBNN into existing deep learning frameworks as
computational units is also an interesting direction which could possibly enhance the computational
capacity of the ANN models. Our work provides a method of mapping dendritic function into a
biologically interpretable neural network and the neural network can gain more computational power
through this way.
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