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Abstract—In this study, we build a computational model of
Prefrontal Cortex (PFC) using Spiking Neural Networks (SNN)
to understand how neurons adapt and respond to tasks switched
under short and longer duration of stimulus changes. We also
explore behavioral deficits arising out of the PFC lesions by
simulating lesioned states in our Spiking architecture model.
Although there are some computational models of the PFC,
SNN’s have not been used to model them. In this study, we
use SNN’s having parameters close to biologically plausible
values and train the model using unsupervised Spike Timing
Dependent Plasticity (STDP) learning rule. Our model is based
on connectionist architectures and exhibits neural phenomena
like sustained activity which helps in generating short-term or
working memory. We use these features to simulate lesions by
deactivating synaptic pathways and record the weight adjust-
ments of learned patterns and capture the accuracy of learning
tasks in such conditions. All our experiments are trained and
recorded using a real-world Fashion MNIST (FMNIST) dataset
and through this work, we bridge the gap between bio-realistic
models and those that perform well in pattern recognition tasks.

Index Terms—unsupervised, pattern recognition, neural net-
work, artifical neural network, computational intelligence, bio
inspired

I. INTRODUCTION

Decision making is one of the fundamental cognitive pro-
cesses of human behaviors. Evidence arising out of cognitive
studies show the PFC region of the brain is involved in
decision making and task switching activities [2], [24]. There
has been a renewed interest in SNN as they imitate biological
neurons and have been used in a variety of supervised and
unsupervised tasks [4]. In our previous study of task switching
[30], we used a computationally tractable model of SNN to
implement a bio-inspired neuron model to analyze the effects
of task switching from the perspective of the synaptic weight.
In this study, we implement a more realistic architecture of the
PFC based on bio-realistic connectionist models [2], [24] and
study the behavioral deficits and learning impairment suffered
by patients with the PFC lesions within the context of task
switching. We explore these avenues using a Hebbian-based
biological unsupervised learning rule known as STDP [11],

[27]. Our contributions in this paper are: (a) Implementing
a biologically realistic architecture of the PFC neurons using
SNN, (b) Studying behavioral and memory deficits by simulat-
ing lesions in our SNN model, (c) Using a real-world dataset
to mimic real-world possibilities in learning and memory
formation (d) Using a computationally efficient and tractable
framework of SNN to record and graphically plot neural
phenomenon like synaptic lesions and memory impairment
when learning patterns.Finally, unlike previous works which
take a top-down approach where human participants engage
in task switching experiments based on cues or use traditional
artificial neural networks, we employ a bottom-up approach at
a biologically realistic neuronal level. We take this approach so
as to understand the detailed biological neuronal mechanisms
of task switching. This paper is organized as follows: In
Section II, we provide a background for this work. Section III
talks about the neuron model design, learning, dataset used
and our the PFC architecture. In Section IV we present the
experiments. This study concludes in Section V where we
present and analyze the results.

II. RELATED WORK

Studies like [10], [25] support the evidence of the PFC as
the region most involved in enabling decision making and
task switching in the brain. In these works, the PFC decision-
making is tested utilizing task switching tasks performed by
human participants. Moreover, these experiments take place in
a controlled manner by providing cues to participants before
enabling changes in tasks. In our model, we address this
issue by training in an unsupervised manner using STDP and
analyze the response of neurons. Although there have been
studies on task switching using computational models [2],
[13], [24], they use traditional neural networks and train the
models in a supervised manner. Our model improves upon
these studies by using a spiking neural architecture which
provides for more realistic biological behavior. We use the
Leaky Integrate and Fire (LIF) type of neurons to simulate the
spiking behavior. Lesions and behavioral deficits arising out
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of these are explored in works like [3], [24] which also uses
task switching to gauge the memory learning capabilities of the
PFC. These studies provided the validation for our results. Our
model also implements sustained or persistent neural activity
which acts as short-term or working memory. This is used to
retrieve an entire episode of memory from a partial stimulus.
We validate our model results arising from sustained activity
by comparing it with experimental results and studies done
in works like [12], [23], [24]. Previous research like [2], [22]
specify a short and longer time duration for experiments on
human participants. We also use the same time duration shifts
for testing our models with lesions by deactivating synapses.

III. METHODS

A. Neuron Design Model

SNN’s mimic real neurons due to their behavior of firing
spikes. In our research, we implement the LIF model due to
its computational tractability [17]. They are widely used to
simulate computational models as they capture a variety of
neuronal behavior dynamics [8]. Let the membrane potential
of LIF neurons be represented by Vm. We can then define
our LIF neurons in terms of Ordinary Differential Equations
to describe the evolution of Vm over time. We can define our
synaptic equations as follows:

Ileak = gleak ∗ (Eleak − Vm) (1)

Iexc = gexc ∗ (Eexc − Vm) (2)

Iinh = ginh ∗ (Einh − Vm) (3)

Here gleak refers to the leak conductance and stays constant
and is stored in leak current Ileak. gexc is the excitatory
conductance and reflects the excitatory input Iexc. Similarly
ginh is the inhibitory conductance and measures the strength
of inhibitory input Iinh. Eleak, Eexc and Einh are the leak,
excitatory and inhbitory membrane potentials. Combining (1),
(2) and (3) the membrane equation with several synapses is
given as:

Cm
dV

dt
= Ileak + Iexc + Iinh + ξ (4)

where Cm is the membrance capacitance constant specified
in Farads and ξ is the standard noise term. Evolution of the
inhibitory and excitatory conductance over time is given by

dginh
dt

= −ginh
τinh

(5)

dgexc
dt

= −gexc
τexc

(6)

where τinh and τexc are the membrane time constants. Pa-
rameters used for neurons are close to actual biological values
in all our experimental trials. Spiking Neurons communicate
by generating and propagating electrical impulses known as
Action Potentials or Spikes. After firing a spike the membrane
potential Vm(t) is reset to the resting potential Vrest. During
this phase, the neuron goes to a refractory period τref and

TABLE I: Spiking Neural Network parameters.

Parameter Value

Vϕ −55mV

Vrest −70mV

Einh −75mV

Eexc 0mV

Eleak −65mV

cannot spike again during this phase. We can model the spiking
behavior of LIF neurons having spike voltage threshold Vϕ by:

Vm(t) =

{
Vreset, if Vm(t) > Vϕ

Vm(t), otherwise
(7)

The various biological parameter values are specified in Table
I

B. Unsupervised Plasticity Learning Rule

In our study, we use the unsupervised synaptic plasticity
learning rule known as Spike Timing Dependent Plasticity
(STDP). STDP has been linked to various learning rules and
mechanisms like Hebbian Learning and short-term prediction
[15], [19] of biological neurons. This type of biologically-
inspired learning rule is used in SNN. Learning of patterns
takes place by modification of synaptic weights in response
to the firing times of pre and post-synaptic spikes. This
leads to observing two neural phenomena namely, Long Term
Potentiation (LTP) [11] which occurs when the neurons are
learning patterns and Long Term Depression (LTD) [1], [11]
which leads to forgetting of patterns in the network. As STDP
depends on the timing of pre and post-synaptic spikes, we
can define the STDP function by [1] where w is the synaptic
weight:

(∆w) =

{
A+e−∆t/τ+

∆t > 0

A−e∆t/τ−
∆t < 0

(8)

where A+ holds the synaptic trace resulting from LTP and
A− stores the LTD synaptic trace. τ+ and τ− denote the
change in pre and post-synaptic spike time. ∆t is the time
delay difference of pre-synaptic and post-synaptic spikes given
by ∆t = τ− − τ+. In case of LTP, the synaptic weight w is
updated by:

a− → a− +A−

w → w + a+
(9)

Updating the weight when there is depression in the network
is given by:

a+ → a+ +A+

w → w + a−
(10)



Fig. 1: Spiking Neural Architecture of PFC .

For computational efficiency, we store only the synaptic traces
and the weight w is bound by 0 <= w <= wmax.

C. Unsupervised Spiking Neural Architecture

Our architecture draws on aspects derived from computa-
tional neuroscience and psychology [24]. Our network is de-
picted in Figure 1. It consists of three layers namely the Input
Sensory Layer which receives the input stimuli and encodes
them into Poisson spike trains and transfers the encoded spikes
to both the PFC Memory layer and the PFC Response layer.
Neuron and STDP parameters are set to biologically realistic
values. In the following sections, we will describe the role and
functions of these layers.

1) Input Sensory Layer: This is the input layer. We convert
the input stimuli into spike trains having frequency propor-
tional to the value of each pixel. This type of encoding is
known as Rate coding. Within the cortex, neuronal firing
activity is irregular and stochastic [16]. This behavior is
captured by a Poisson process and spiking activity in the brain
roughly approximates a Poisson distribution [14]. Hence we
overlay the input spike train as a Poisson process. The input
layer is made up of Excitatory neurons which are mapped to
each pixel in the input row. SNN’s carry information in spikes
which are transmitted between different layers via Synapses.

2) PFC Memory Layer: This layer receives the stimulus
through excitatory synapses from the Input Sensory Layer and
makes lateral self-inhibitory synaptic connections to gener-



Fig. 2: Sustained Activity in the Memory Layer.

ate competition among neurons. This mode of lateral self-
inhibition is known as Winner Take All. This ensures a
single firing neuron is picked which fires consistently amongst
competing neurons [11], [13]. Weight matrices of the neurons
act as the receptive fields and they are either strengthened
or weakened based on the timing of spikes arriving from the
Input layer. STDP plasticity rule enables the strengthening of
synapses based on the response of neurons to stimuli [27].

3) Sustained Activity: From our model in Figure 1 we
observe that each LIF unit in the Memory layer has self
excitatory connections. This helps the PFC neurons to carry a
trail of learned activity from the input stimulus and maintain
them for a short duration in the absence of any input. This type
of behavior dynamics is known as an attractor network [24].
This persistent firing activity in the absence of any input or
stimulus is known as Sustained Activity. This phenomenon
is responsible for the formation of short-term or working
memory [23]. These representations or knowledge are then
maintained in a stable manner even after ceasing to activate
the network using any input stimuli.

Several research studies have shown that persistent neuronal
activity has been observed whenever the PFC is involved in
decision making or selection of tasks among other activities
[9], [18], [21]. Figure 2 illustrates persistent spiking activity in
our architecture modeled using LIF neurons. As seen in Figure
2, we present the Target (T) stimulus which is a 28∗28 matrix
of image arrays from FMNIST dataset for a duration of 500ms
and is stopped. The neurons continue spiking beyond 500ms
up to 800ms indicated by the shaded portion and gradually
decline as the inhibitory neurons suppress the activity of
excitatory neurons which is one of the key functions of the

PFC [23]. This continued spiking by neurons holds knowledge
of the learned pattern for a short duration which can be used
to reconstruct the entire pattern from the whole memory when
tested with contextually similar inputs to the original input.

4) Response Layer: This is the decision-making layer and
the responses are recorded by observing which of the two units
of LIF neurons spike first on seeing a target stimulus. This
layer receives excitatory signals from the Input and Memory
layer. The target and non-target neuron is denoted by Nt and
Nnt. Recordings are made by noting which of the neurons
membrane potential Vm first exceeds the threshold Vϕ.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We validate our architecture by devising experiments to ob-
serve the learning and adaptive properties of the PFC neurons.
We use a real-world Fashion-MNIST (FMNIST) image dataset
which is suitable for classification and image recognition
tasks. Our goals in these experiments are the following: (a)
Simulate experiments based on previous research studies in
the areas of cognitive psychology [22] and brain frontal cortex
lesions [3], [20], (b) Analyze and record the learning and
adaptation behavior of the PFC neurons when stimuli are
switched at longer and shorter time durations, (c) Observe
the memory formation capacity when synaptic connections
between the Input and Memory module are switched off
partially. This simulates a network having neuronal lesions
[20], [24]. FMNIST dataset comprises 70, 000 records with
10 categories of fashion products. The labels consist of 7000
images each, with 60000 training and 10000 test samples.
Every row represents a 28 ∗ 28 shaped matrix. For this study,
we chose four stimulus types (i.e.) Target, Non-target, Context-
Target and Context-Non-target. The model learns patterns



Fig. 3: Neuron responses with full Synapse connectivity under short and long delay between task switching.

Fig. 4: Final STDP weights for Target Stimulus at full synaptic connectivity.

by modifying the synaptic weight w of neurons N and is
represented as w : N ×N describing the synaptic connections
between neurons in the network. Weight w gains higher values
whenever a post-synaptic spike is preceded by pre-synaptic
spike (i.e.) τpre < τpost. For every pixel p1, p2, . . . , pi where
i ∈ 1, 2, 3, . . . , 784 correspond to the number of features, we
map each pixel pi → N i

exc to excitatory neurons. The input
and output are excitatory such that Ninput ∪Noutput ⊆ Nexc.
The Target is used predominantly and serves as the stimulus
responsible for eliciting a spike from the target neuron Nt.
In the FMNIST dataset, this image falls under the class of
t-shirts. Non-Target should not evoke a spike response from
Nt and its effect on the model is observed in the dynamics
of output neuron Nnt. This image comes under the class of
ankle boots. Target and Non-Target stimuli are presented in a
70 : 30 mix with the target signals appearing in the majority

of our trials. As the PFC model exhibits persistent neural
activity, we use two additional sets of stimuli to test this
functionality. The purpose of Context-Target and Context-Non-
Target is used to analyze the pattern recognition capacity of
the short-term working memory of the PFC neurons. These
two stimuli are presented after the model learns patterns from
target and non-target. This leads to sustained activity where the
neurons maintain a steady firing state despite the absence of
input. In this state we present context-target and context-non-
target to record how the neurons use this short-term memory to
retrieve the whole pattern. Capturing the firing activity of Nt

and Nnt when they are in their persistent state helps in better
understanding of the PFC decision-making capabilities. To
effectively test this, we choose stimulus contextually similar
to the main target and non-target images. We used cosine
similarity to get images similar to Target and Non-Target. An



image having high similarity value to the target is chosen
as our context-target and similarly, we choose an image for
context-non-target. The 4 types of input stimuli are shown
in Figure 1. For studying the effects of lesions, we partially
deactivate synapses between the Input Sensory and the PFC
Memory layer.

V. RESULTS

Our goal is to capture and understand how the neurons
in our PFC model change to different stimulus conditions
having full and partial synaptic connectivity. This aids in
understanding of how memory and learning get impaired in the
absence of synapses between neurons. We discuss our results
obtained for the different trials of experiments conducted. The
responses for full synaptic connection between all the layers
in our model is illustrated in Figure 3. We performed 1000
trials for every stimulus category and recorded the responses.
From Figure 3, the model responds well to the target stimulus
with an accuracy of 76%. As STDP is unsupervised, there
was no prior training of the model and this simulates real-
world conditions of task switching on demand. The learning
of patterns in this trial can be attributed to LTP which causes
the synaptic weight w to increase [11]. In task-switching
with short delays, we switch task stimulus every 350ms. For
the non-target stimulus, the model performs at 54% accuracy
indicating adjustment to the new task leading to the synaptic
weights undergoing depression [30]. We then analyze the
effect of short-term memory by presenting the context-target
and observe the neurons responding with 60% correct firing
of spikes. This higher accuracy is because of dense excitatory
connections within the memory module layer as shown in
Figure 1. These recurrent excitatory connections provide a
higher firing activity which is then regulated by the local self-
inhibition in the memory layer. This enables the neurons to
maintain their firing activity for a short duration and are able
to retrieve an entire memory from a partial stimulus. This
phenomenon occurs in real neurons of the PFC as discussed
in previous research works [12], [23], [24]. We observe a
similar higher accuracy for context-non-target due to the effect
of sustained firing activity. Similar to our previous study on
Task Switching using SNN’s [30], we notice that on longer
durations, the model is better able to adapt to the incoming
patterns with higher accuracy of 81% for the target. Here, the
switch occurs every 550ms. The higher accuracy is attributed
to the neurons storing sufficient information in their memory
and are better able to adapt when tasks are switched [29].
For context-target stimulus the accuracy is 74% and 57% for
non-target and 52% for context-non-target tasks. These results
show that our network can reproduce most of the behavioral
responses as found in the following study [2], which per-
formed similar task-switching trials on human participants. We
show the final synaptic weight representation for the target
stimulus learned by the model using STDP in Figure 4. We
now simulate the network by deactivating synapses between
the Input and Memory layer. This causes deficiency in the
information being transmitted and is analogous to a lesion in

the cortical regions of the brain [20]. Altering the synaptic
connectivity inhibits the model from learning representations
thereby impairing the decision-making capability of PFC. This
leads to an absence of short-term or working memory [6]
leading to poor learning and decision making. We shift our
focus to study the response accuracy of neurons for partial
deactivation of synapses. We deactivate the synapse connec-
tions between the Input sensory layer and the Memory layer
by a probability value of Synp = 0.5. This gives the model
a 50% chance of making a successful synaptic connection
and transmitting spike trains. From Figure 5, for short delays,
the accuracy response to target stimulus is 42% which is low
compared to the accuracy with full synapse connectivity. This
shows that patients decision-making and memory formation
are impaired in lesioned neuorns as the dopamine needed
to enable sustained activity is deficient [5]. Accuracy for
context-target is 37% and comes close to target (T) accuracy
due to the presence of partial representations held actively
by weak persistent neurons in a deficient synaptic network.
This scenario showcases our model’s ability to learn patterns
with partial synaptic connectivity between its layers which
happens due to STDP. Non-target accuracy is 12% and 10% for
context-non-target. For longer delays with synaptic deficiency,
the accuracy for target stimulus is 40%, but there is a rapid
fall in response for the context-target giving an accuracy of
only 16%. This happens as PFC lesions have been shown to
have more impact when there is a longer delay between task
switches [25], [28]. There is a 350ms gap between stimulus
presentation in longer delays and during this interval of time,
the weakened sustained activity by the neurons decays leading
to little or no working memory. Accuracies for non-target
and context-non-target are even lower as they do not occur
frequently. Lesions in synaptic activity cause the neurons to
have partial information with no spiking activity in some
neurons. This causes higher error rates in learning leading to
a high cost of switching [25], [26]. This leads to incorrect
firing activity leading to depression which is characterized
by τpost < τpre and brings down the accuracy of correct
responses. The impartial pattern representations formed by
lesioned synaptic weights w by STDP is seen in Figure 6
which shows our model is capturing the general pattern of
the image but deficient synaptic connectivity prevents it from
learning as a whole.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a computational model of the PFC using
Spiking LIF neurons to study the mechanism of learning and
decision making using task-switching trials. The results of
our model align with experiments performed on human and
primate subjects [2], [7], [25], [31]. They also follow the
biological process observed in real neurons having lesions. We
showcase neural phenomenon like LTP and LTD which occurs
in real neurons during the formation of memory. Additionally,
our model also exhibits persistent attractor network states
due to recurrent self excitatory connections. These connection
dynamics have their basis in the actual biology of the PFC



Fig. 5: Neuron responses with Deactivated Synapse connectivity under short and long delay between task
switching.

Fig. 6: Final STDP weights for Target Stimulus with Partial synaptic connectivity.

found in the brain. Our model also uses an unsupervised
STDP learning rule to learn patterns and adapt to different
task stimuli. Unlike previous studies, we have used real world
dataset to study and record the behavior dynamics of the
neurons. We show a novel way of simulating lesions by
deactivating synapses. The effect of these lesions has been
plotted as synaptic weights which gives a partial learning of
the stimulus. Our experiments on task switching have been de-
vised per research done on human subjects. The characteristic
behaviors observed in our study helps in understanding and
testing various hypotheses associated with neural structures
involved in task switching. To the best of our knowledge, this
model is the first to use STDP and a real dataset with the
architecture of the PFC neurons derived from studies done on
the brain using neuralimaging techniques.
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