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Abstract
Neural dynamical systems with stable attractor structures, such as point attractors and continuousattractors, are hypothesized to underliemeaningful temporal behavior that requires short-term/workingmemory. However, working memory may not support useful learning signals necessary to adapt tochanges in the temporal structure of the environment. We show that in addition to the continuous at-tractors that are widely implicated, periodic and quasi-periodic attractors can also support learning ar-bitrarily long temporal relationships. Unlike the continuous attractors that suffer from the fine-tuningproblem, the less explored quasi-periodic attractors are uniquely qualified for learning to producetemporally structured behavior. Our theory has broad implications for the design of artificial learningsystems and makes predictions about observable signatures of biological neural dynamics that cansupport temporal dependence learning and working memory. Based on our theory, we developed anew initialization scheme for artificial recurrent neural networks that outperforms standard methodsfor tasks that require learning temporal dynamics. Moreover, we propose a robust recurrent memorymechanism for integrating and maintaining head direction without a ring attractor.

1 Introduction
Exploiting the temporal structure of theworld is essential for an agent to producemeaningful behaviors.Learning long-range temporal dependencies, where there is a temporal separation between the produc-tion of the desirable behavior and the presentation of the relevant information, is a major challenge forboth biological and artificial neural systems. Agents are often required to digest the information overtime and are rewarded for producing timed behavior in a controlled research environment. For exam-ple, in perceptual decision-making tasks, noisy sensory stimuli over time are integrated to generate thereported decisions41. Many tasks in neuroscience, cognitive sciences, and machine learning involvetiming, working memory, and temporal integration, such as delay eyeblink conditioning, delayed dis-crimination, and random delay copy memory tasks3,39,92. Moreover, the timing structure of these tasksdemands temporal flexibility and generalization; that is, there is no expected limit in the relevant tempo-ral extent—for example, the subject is expected to maintain its performance when the working memoryduration of a task is longer than that encountered during training.Here, we consider learning temporal structures through incremental changes to the parameters (e.g.,synaptic weights) using the gradient signal that informs the learning system how to change towards aparticular direction that improves performance. Since the days of Rosenblatt’s Perceptron (1957) andWidrow and Hoff’s least mean squares algorithm (1960), learning guided by the gradients of the errorhad an enormous impact on the connectionist theories of how biological neural system learn120. It ledto the widespread use of artificial neural networks, and eventually to the deep learning revolution andmodern artificial intelligence. Nowadays, gradient-based learning is established as the mainstream nu-merical technique for learning and optimizing complex artificial systems, while putative neurobiologicalimplementations that go beyond a single feedforward layer have been long sought after9,67,94,95.
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In general, gradient-based learning applied to solving tasks with temporal structures requires amem-ory mechanism that maintains and propagates the learning signal across temporal gaps. However, thetheoretical mechanism that supports learning signals over long periods of time remains a mystery be-cause the seemingly simple persistent activity solutions are at odds with gradient-based learning as weshall explore in depth.
Research in working memory mechanisms provides a useful framework for bridging temporal gaps.Analyzing working memory as a neural dynamical system, three types of dynamical structures havebeen generally considered in the literature: fading memory, multiple point attractors, and continu-ous attractors. Fading memory system which includes functionally feedforward and reservoir archi-tectures27,42,58,72,115,118 store information in the transient population activity that eventually returns toa globally stable state. This fading memory property imposes a fundamental limit on their maximumtemporal extent and is not suitable, at least theoretically, for an arbitrarily long time scale. Multipleisolated point attractors can persistently maintain neural state at any one of the point attractors, hencecan store discrete information indefinitely11,13,53,119. Continuous attractor stores information on a con-tinuous manifold such that the neural state can be maintained to represent an arbitrary continuousvalue for an arbitrary duration62,73,103. While both the point and continuous attractor mechanismssupport working memory—necessary for causal learning over an unrestricted interval, point attractorsproduce unsuitable learning signals such that the change from one time point to another tends to decayexponentially quickly as the interval increases.
In this paper, we present a general mathematical theory of gradient learning signal propagationthrough time in recurrent networks to analyze their relation to neural dynamical structures. This worknot only challenges previous models of biological working memory and temporal dependence learn-ing but also informs the design of machine learning algorithms. By focusing on the long time scale bytaking the asymptotic time limit, we can greatly simplify the analysis since the results do not dependon the fine details of dynamics but rather only on the global topological structures of the neural dy-namics. We argue that the persistence of asymptotic learning signals—persistence in the sense thatthey exhibit neither vanishing nor exploding behavior—is a necessary condition to practically learn us-ing gradients. At the same time, we demand that the neural dynamics that support learning to berobust to small perturbations in the parameters. We show that current models of memory fail to satisfyboth criteria as they either do not support unbounded temporal learning or are not robust to param-eter perturbations. For example, it is well known that the continuous attractor model suffers fromthe fine-tuning problem: Small changes in the system parameters almost always destroys the continu-ous attractor feature103. We propose an alternative recurrent mechanism, (quasi-)periodic attractors,with learning signals that are both robust and asymptotically persistent, thus satisfying both require-ments for unbounded temporal learning. The proposed mechanism encodes information in oscillations,which leads us to hypothesize about the oscillatory activity that occurs at multiple temporal and spa-tial scales in the brain. To demonstrate its practical benefits, we devised an initialization scheme forartificial recurrent neural networks (RNN) that enables learning challenging tasks. We conjectured thatthe (quasi-)periodic attractors are the only dynamical structure that are both robust and asymptoticallyappropriate for temporal learning. Finally, we propose a novel continuous working memory mechanismthat behaves like the continuous ring attractor and can produce a persistent activity bump without atraditional continuous attractor.

2 Results

2.1 Physical limits of gradient signal representation

Let us briefly define gradient based learning. Let wk be the k-th adjustable parameter (e.g. synapticweight) in the chain of information processing from the source (e.g. sensory stimuli) to output (e.g.behavioral report). In the context of learning a task, the task design is such that certain behaviors areconsidered desirable and any deviation is considered to be an error. Let L denote the “loss”, a numericalquantification of the magnitude of the error for generating a certain output corresponding to an input.
2
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The gradient signal is the partial derivative of the loss with respect to each parameter:
∂L

∂wk
= lim

∆w→0

L(wk +∆w)− L(wk)

∆w
.

As the definition indicates, positive ∂L
∂wk

implies an infinitesimal decrease in the parameter value wkdecreases the amount of error measured by the loss L. Given the gradient of all adjustable parameters,we can adjust all of them proportional to the negative of the gradients to decrease the loss L in thesteepest direction. For example, we can use gradient flow that defines the continuous dynamics of theweights, or the discrete step-like analogue used in machine learning:
dwk

dt
= −1

τ

∂L

∂wk
(gradient flow) (1)

wk ← wk −
∆t

τ

∂L

∂wk
(gradient descent) (2)

simultaneously for all parameters. The positive constant τ is the time constant for learning, and its re-ciprocal 1
τ is the learning rate (per unit time). While this particular method of learning uses the principleof gradient descent, the theory we develop offers insights that are not limited to a particular imple-mentation of gradient descent80,95 nor does it depend on the nature of the learning signal, i.e., it neednot derive from a supervised learning problem. More broadly, our analysis focuses on the quality ofthe learning signal itself—locally, gradient descent offers an optimal reduction in the loss and as suchprovides a useful baseline to compare other models of learning.Mathematically, as long as every information processing component of the system and the lossfunction are differentiable, calculus (chain rule) provides a foundation for the necessary gradients (seeDiscussion for generalization and bioplausibility, Sections 3.3 and 3.4). Note that there is no limit tothe magnitude of the gradients in theory—in magnitude, gradients can be arbitrarily small (close tozero) or arbitrarily large. However, in practice, since the gradients have to be represented as physicalstates efficiently by the learning system, the gradients that are too small or too large in magnitude posemajor challenges in learning. If the gradients are directly represented as (bio)physical quantities (e.g. ionconcentrations or membrane potential), small gradient values can go below the noise floor and get lost,while large gradient values cannot be represented due to the finite nature of the physical system. On theother hand, abstract number systems used in digital computers can only efficiently handle a fixed rangeof numbers with the usual floating point representation. Thus, in both cases, there is an effective rangewhere gradient descent can be realized. Moreover, gradients that are too large can be especially harmfulfor learning, as the learning trajectory and system behavior can become unpredictable in practice.Unfortunately, gradients that are too small or too large in magnitude are commonly encountered, es-pecially in recurrent networks and deep neural networks, a phenomenon dubbed the Exploding andVan-ishing Gradient Problem (EVGP). EVGP causes training very deep learning architectures inefficient andrenders impractical. Therefore, EVGP has been a focus of a large body of research in machine learningwithmany practical interventions4,48,50,51,56,77,86,98,110 and theoretical considerations11,30,40,47,52,88,90,100,108.Since having a healthy learning signal is a necessary condition for gradient-based learning for both bi-ological and artificial systems, our goal is to theoretically analyze and avoid EVGP. In the next section,we develop a general mathematical theory of gradient signal propagation in recurrent networks.

2.2 Sensitivity, adjoint, and gradient propagation through time
What is the fundamental source of vanishing or exploding gradient signals? In recurrent networks, wecan easily gain intuition if we view them as a dynamical system, or an ordinary differential equation thatdescribes how the neural state x(t) evolves over time6,8,24:

dx

dt
= f(x(t),u(t);w), (3)

where x(t) ∈ Rn denotes the vector of internal neural activations, u(t) ∈ Rdu denotes the externalinput at time t, and f(·, · ;w) ∈ Rn × Rdu → Rn is a function that defines the vector field23,57. All
3
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Figure 1: Recurrent activity in the networkmust support all necessary information through time. (Top)Relevant stimulus input is encoded as neural activity pattern in the past. Desired behavioral output isdecoded from neural activity pattern in the future. The interval between the two can be arbitrarilylarge, making it difficult to learn. (Middle) Continuous time evolution of finite dimensional internal neu-ral representation. (Bottom) Discrete-time approximation of the continuous time process for artificialrecurrent neural networks and computational modeling.
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learnable parameters are denoted by the vector w. Discrete-time recurrent neural networks can beseen as a numerical integration of a corresponding continuous time system (Fig. 1). The main advantageof the ordinary differential equation of the form Eq. (3) is the access to the powerful tools of continuousdynamical systems theory. Note that the n-dimensional network activations x(t) is the sole carrier ofinformation across time. If information about the input in the past is needed, it has to have been storedin an internal memory, a memory accessible through decoding the instantaneous pattern of activation
x(t) in the future (Fig. 1).Let us consider a recurrent network with a single global resting state. Any fading memory systemeventually forgets the past, since any difference ∆ between any two neural activation patterns even-tually tends zero as they both evolve to the same resting state (Fig. 2A). At the same time, the abilityof the dynamical system to carry small perturbations of the past state x(t0) to produce an impact inthe future state x(t1) acts as a bottleneck for the gradient signals. Consider the simple case where theloss is only dependent on the neural activations at some time t1. Given a neural trajectory over time
x(t) from t0 to t1, we can decompose the gradient of the loss as the integral of all possible paths ofinformation flow among the n neurons from any time t in the past:

∂L

∂wk
=

∑
i,j,l

∫ t1

t0

∂L

∂xi(t1)

∂xi(t1)

∂xj(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸adjoint

∂xj(t)

∂fl(x(t),u(t);w)

∂fl(x(t),u(t);w)

∂wk
dt, (4)

where xi(t) denotes the i-th component of the n-dimensional vector x(t), and likewise for fl(·) for f(·).This is a continuous analog of the backpropagation-through-time algorithm38,55,99,112. Importantly, theonly term that stretches along with the temporal interval between t0 and t1 is the term annotated asthe adjoint, also known as the backward sensitivity14,33,91. The time evolution of the adjoint is centralto understanding the EVGP.The adjoint is tightly related to the (forward) sensitivity, as can be seen from the symmetry of theirdefinitions:
ψi,j(t) =

∂xj(t1)

∂xi(t)
= lim

∆xi→0

xj(t1,x(t) + ∆xi)− xj(t1,x(t))
∆xi

adjoint (5)
δi,j(t) =

∂xi(t)

∂xj(t0)
= lim

∆xj→0

xi(t,x(t0) + ∆xj)− xi(t,x(t0))
∆xj

(forward) sensitivity (6)
where we explicitly expressed the dependence of neural trajectory x(t) with respect to its initial con-dition at t0 as x(t,x(t0)). The sensitivity quantifies how much influence an infinitesimal perturbationat time t0 has on the future times t. Note that if the sensitivity or the adjoint is zero, it indicates adisconnection in the chain of derivatives, and thus an absence of temporal learning signal between theneuron i and j. The adjoint and sensitivity evolves over time in a complementary fashion such that theirinner product stays constant over time91.∑

k

ψk,i(t)δk,j(t) =
∑
k

∂xi(t1)

∂xk(t)

∂xk(t)

∂xj(t0)
=
∂xi(t1)

∂xj(t0)
(7)

for all i, j. Or equivalently expressed in a matrix form,
Ψ⊤

t1(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸adjoint
∆t0(t)︸ ︷︷ ︸sensitivity

= Jt1
t0︸︷︷︸time-time Jacobian

(8)

where the (n×n)matrices correspond to [Ψt1 ]i,j = ψi,j(t), [∆t0 ]i,j = δi,j(t), [Jt1
t0

]
i,j

= ∂xi(t1)
∂xj(t0)

, and (·)⊤

denotes matrix transpose operation. Since by definitionΨ⊤
t (s) = ∆s(t), given an additive perturbationof the initial state x(t0) by a vector v, the asymptotic time evolution of the norms share the same fate:

lim
t1→∞

∥∥∥∆t0(t1)v
∥∥∥ = lim

t1→∞

∥∥∥Ψ⊤
t1(t0)v

∥∥∥ (9)
as the time interval (t1 − t0) goes to infinity. Hence, if the sensitivity in the direction of v at time
t0 decays to the origin, the adjoint also decays to the origin14. Similarly, if the sensitivity diverges to
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infinity, so does the adjoint14. The EVGP phenomenon is exacerbated for longer durations or deepernetworks, precisely because of the converging or diverging behavior of the adjoint in Eq. (4).Even though the above analysis is for a particular trajectory of neural activations, the asymptotic be-havior of the sensitivity (and therefore the adjoint) is strongly determined by the topological structureof the dynamics of the system, if all trajectories share the same fate. For instance, for fading memorysystems in general (depicted in Fig. 2A), as the size of the perturbation at the initial state approachesinfinitesimally small, the difference at later time corresponds to the (forward) sensitivity (Eq. (6)), dueto the global point attractor topology. Coinciding with the memory content that fades away, the sen-sitivity tends to zero in the limit of long duration, exhibiting asymptotically vanishing gradients. Thus,arbitrarily long-temporal relations cannot be learned by relying on temporally propagated gradients, adifficulty well-known to a large class of theoretical and practical systems. Notably, reservoir computingframeworks such as echo state networks58 and liquid statemachines72, and any stable, linear dynamicalsystem models of neural computation fall in this class.
A B

separatrix

fading memory system

everything is forgotten eventually.
sensitivity decays to zero.

1-bit bistable memory system

Figure 2: (A) Fadingmemory dynamics forgets small and large perturbations asymptotically. Bothx(t0)and its perturbation x(t0) + ∆x evolves over time and eventually gets close to the same global stablefixed point (red). Any memory encoded in the neural activation vector and the corresponding adjointare forgotten. Although the neural state vector is 2-dimensional in this illustration, the principle is truefor any fading memory system. (B) One bit memory but vanishing gradients. There are two isolatedstable point attractors with their corresponding basins of attraction. Similar to (A), the asymptoticsensitivity vanishes, however, the identity of the basin of attraction remains. This example illustratesthe decoupling of persistent memory and persistent learning signal propagation over a long time.

2.3 Robust binary memory with vanishing gradient signal
Consider a system with two basins of attraction each with a point attractor1 (Fig. 2B). In other words,any initial neural activation vector in one of the basins decays to the corresponding equilibrium. In thisbistable system, similar to the globally stable point attractor system (Fig. 2A), small perturbations arealmost always forgotten, and hence the sensitivity also decays asymptotically (i.e., causes vanishinggradient). But globally, the bistability can be used to store 1-bit of information by the identity of thebasin of attraction—for example, which of the two alternative input classes were presented, or which ofthe two alternative decisions were made119—indefinitely. Therefore, it can function as a perfect work-ing memory system, but not ideal for learning arbitrarily long temporal relationships. This dissociation

1also known as stable equilibrium or stable fixed point
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generalizes to any number of stable equilibria implementing a robust discrete memory system but withvanishing gradients11.Long-term associative memory structures that rely on attractor dynamics also suffer from the sameconsequence. For example, Hopfield networks stores each memory item with a corresponding stableattractor such that incomplete or noisy representation of memories within the basin of attraction canrecall the identity of the attractor2,53. Gradient-based learning signals over time in trained Hopfield net-works necessarily vanishes asymptotically, making updating the network in realistic scenarioswhere thestimulus presentation and the reward signals are temporally separated difficult. Therefore, to reconfig-ure recurrent systems that learned to utilize stable fixed points (e.g., to learn a new task), the learningprocedure would benefit from incorporating mechanisms that do not rely solely on the gradients of theloss function for performance, such as noise injection, Hebbian plasticity, or neuromodulation (home-ostasis) of the depth of attractors (transient or permanent forgetting).
2.4 Lyapunov spectrum characterizes the asymptotic learning signals
For a general multi-dimensional dynamical system other than point attractors, depending on the direc-tion of perturbation, the evolution of the perturbed state (i.e., trajectory of the neural activation vector)may have different consequences. Therefore, we need a multi-dimensional notion of the asymptoticbehavior of sensitivity. The sensitivity and the adjoint dynamics can be expressed through the lineariza-tion of the ordinary differential equation Eq. (3) using the Jacobian matrix of the dynamics f(x,u;w)with respect to the neural state vector:

∇xf(x,u) :=


∂f1
∂x1

∂f1
∂x2

· · · ∂f1
∂xn... ... . . . ...

∂fn
∂x1

∂fn
∂x2

· · · ∂fn
∂xn


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(x,u,w)

∈ Rn×n (Jacobian of the flow) (10)

Given a neural trajectory ϕ(t) := x(t,x(t0),u), we can linearize the nonlinear dynamics given by Eq. (3)along the trajectory which describes the dynamics of the corresponding sensitivity and adjoint matri-ces14:
d∆t0(t)

dt
= ∇xf(ϕ(t),u(t))∆t0(t),

dΨt1(t)

dt
= −∇xf(ϕ(t),u(t))

⊤Ψt1(t) (11)
To illustrate its implications, consider a linear system:

dx

dt
= f(x) = Ax (12)

for which the Jacobian ∇xf(ϕ(t),u(t)) = A does not depend on the trajectory, input, nor time. Thusthe sensitivity dynamics is simply,
d∆t0(t)

dt
= A∆t0(t). (13)

Therefore, the eigenvalues of A determine the temporal evolution of the learning signal no matterwhat the current neural state is. The number of positive, negative, and zero eigenvalues determinethe dimension of the subspaces corresponding to exploding, vanishing, and sub-exponential behavior.Therefore, having zero eigenvalues in A is a necessary condition for avoiding the asymptotic EVGP onthe corresponding subspace. In the simplest case of normal matrix A without algebraic multiplicities,for a perturbation in the direction of the i-th eigenvector ei corresponding to the eigenvalue λi, thenorm of the sensitivity evolves as,∥∥∥∆t0(t)ei

∥∥∥ ∝ ∥∥∥eAtei

∥∥∥ = eλit. (14)
which is constant when λi = 0. A similar argument on learning signal holds for a general matrix A.Unfortunately, extending the notion of exponential rates of convergence and divergence to nonlinear
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dynamical systems is trickier than simply inspecting the eigenvalues of the time-varying Jacobian60, andthus, we need the notion of Lyapunov exponents which coincides with the eigenvalues for Eq. (12). TheLyapunov exponent Λ is a real number that measures exactly the exponential rate of the (asymptotic)sensitivity dynamics23:
Λ(x(t0),v) = lim sup

t→∞

1

t
log

∥∥∥∥ ∂x(t)∂x(t0)
v

∥∥∥∥ (15)
where the unit vector v denotes the initial perturbation direction. If Λ(x(t0),v) is negative, then thesensitivity (and the adjoint) asymptotically vanishes at the corresponding rate, and if it is positive, thesensitivity asymptotically explodes116. Chaotic dynamics have at least one positive Lyapunov exponent(but the converse is not true), hence prone to the exploding gradient problem79. These properties oflearning signals have been studied in the context of random networks22, and chaos31,79.In general, for an n dimensional dynamical system, there exist n independent Lyapunov exponents,whose collection is called the Lyapunov spectrum7. For Lyapunov-regular attractor dynamics, the Lya-punov spectrum is independent of the initial condition within the same basin of attraction by the Os-eledets theorem7,82. Therefore, the asymptotic EVGP is characterized by the Lyapunov spectrum corre-sponding to the basin of attraction that the trajectories of interest live in (Fig. 3). Under mild conditions,the Lyapunov spectrum, especially its sign, is invariant to diffeomorphism, therefore, only the topologi-cal structure of the dynamical system matters.For each zero Lyapunov exponent, there is a corresponding dimension that carries the learning sig-nal over time without exploding or vanishing at least exponentially fast. Therefore, of great importanceis the total number of zero Lyapunov exponents in the spectrum, to secure as many independent di-rections where the learning signals exhibit subexponential or bounded behavior. Moreover, explodinggradients can induce sudden disruptive changes in the recurrent network and amplifies stochasticityin the learning signals, therefore deemed more harmful than vanishing gradients for learning. To avoidEVGP,we seek topological structures of dynamical systems thatmaximize the number of zero Lyapunov
exponents while having no positive Lyapunov exponent. Similar non-asymptotic conditions have beenargued for the well-posedness of deep neural networks45,47 and artificial recurrent networks21.
2.5 Continuous attractor supports persistent memory and sensitivity
Continuous attractors are characterized by an attracting manifold such as a line, a ring, or a plane,where there is no flow, i.e., dx

dt = 0. That is, small perturbations away from the manifold asymptoticallyreturns to the manifold, and on the manifold neural activation patterns are persistent. In the context ofrecurrent networks, the manifold of a continuous attractor is typically low-dimensional and embeddedin a higher-dimensional neural activity space. Since there is a continuum of stable equilibria wherethe neural activity does not change over time, the observed autonomous dynamics of the system aresimilar to a point attractor system, in that it generally decays to a fixed state and maintains a constantactivity over time. However, unlike point attractors, all states on the manifold exhibit similar behavior—perturbations on the manifold do not return to the initial state and hence are not forgotten.As a conceptual tool in theoretical neuroscience, continuous attractors are widely used when work-ing memory of continuous values is needed26. In combination with input, continuous attractors arealso called integrators that are hypothesized to be the underlying computation for the maintenance ofeye positions, heading direction, self-location, target location, sensory evidence, working memory, anddecision variables, to name a few102,103. A key signature of a recurrent network implementing a contin-uous attractor is the persistent neural activity that can be maintained at various levels during a memoryor delay period96. In neuroscience, a typical implementation of a continuous attractor are bump attrac-tor network models where recurrent dynamics supports a particular bump of neural activation patternsto be self-sustained18,84,93,105.Continuous attractors are considered biologically plausible, theoretically elegant, consistent withsome neural recordings, and avoid asymptotic EVGP. Given an d-dimensional continuous attractor mani-fold embeddedwithin a recurrent dynamics of n-dimensions, it supports persistent continuousmemoryof d-dimension. There are d zero Lyapunov exponents corresponding to the perturbations tangent tothemanifold, coincidingwith thememory representation, and (n−d) negative Lyapunov exponents that
8
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Figure 3: Neural activity, adjoint, and the Lyapunov spectrum corresponding to 5 stereotypical dy-
namical systems. (A) Single global stable fixed point dynamics representing fading memory systems(Sec. 2.2). Example trajectories visualized with principal components analysis shows that regardless ofinitial condition they converge to the pink fixed point (FP). The population activity for a single initializa-tion shows the convergence of each neurons activity overt time. The neural activity of a single neuronfor different initializations (color) shows spontaneous decay over time. The adjoint signal that capturesthe decaying gradient over backward time corresponding to an error signal (desired perturbation) atthe final time. The ordered Lyapunov spectrum showing the top 6 Lyapunov exponents are all negative,indicating asymptotically vanishing gradients. (B) Two stable fixed points representing a multistable sys-tem (Sec. 2.3). The neural activity of two neurons (color) over multiple trials visualizes their bistability.The adjoint signal for multiple trials show that learning signal decays to zero (in backward time). (C) Aline attractor (pink line) representing continuous attractor dynamics (Sec. 2.5). Each neurons activityconverges over time. The neural activity of one neuron over multiple trials shows convergence to acontinuum of values that encodes a gradation of initial conditions. The adjoint signal for a single neu-ron over multiple trials is constant and non-zero. The maximum Lyapunov exponent is zero, indicatedby the † symbol, supporting one dimension of non-exploding, non-vanishing gradient propagation overtime. (D) A randomly connected recurrent network with large gain representing chaotic dynamics. Theneural activity of a subset of neurons over time show complex, seemingly random behavior. Small per-turbations to the initial activity lead to very different trajectories over time. The adjoint signal quicklygets out of hand (backwards in time). There are 4 positive Lyapunov exponents, indicating the presenceof asymptotically exploding gradients. (E) A stable limit cycle dynamics (Sec. 2.7). At least 6 neuronsparticipate in the limit cycle. Both the neural activity and adjoint signal are periodic. There is one nullLyapunov exponent corresponding to the oscillatory phase variable.
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express the attractive nature. In theory, the topology of the manifold can be arbitrary, ideally matchingthe desired structure of the target variables; for example, the ring attractor is natural for representingcircular variable such as head direction.
2.6 Structural stability and robustness of attractors
While continuous attractors have both persistent memory and persistent learning signals, their mainweakness lies in their theoretical brittleness. To understand how they can easily break down, let us firstestablish a conceptual framework on the nuance of noise.Noise, practically defined as unpredictable components of the system’s behavior, comes from manysources. Based on the substance expressing noise in recurrent networks, we classify noise into twodistinct types, corresponding to the two internal variables in Eq. (3), the instantaneous neural activityvector x(t) and the parameters of the underlying dynamical law w. Noise in the neural activity andinternal representations can be caused by noisy components and variability in the external input5. Werefer to this type of unpredictability injected into the neural state as the S-type noise. S-type noiseencapsulates reversible changes in the neural state such that the deterministic part of the dynamicsitself remains unchanged.In addition to the S-type noise, biological neural systems have constantly fluctuating synapticweights34,104.In other words, there is noise, which we call the D-type noise, in the space of recurrent network dynam-ics parameterized by the synaptic weights. Both in biological and artificial recurrent networks, a majorsource of D-type noise is learning. Biological agents are constantly learning to improve performance,learn new tasks, and adapt to changing environmental structures and demands. In machine learning,gradient-based learning is often implemented in an online or mini-batch fashion, where each update ofthe parameters inherits the randomness in the training dataset, making the training a stochastic process.D-type noise has a potential benefit for avoiding local optima and providing an implicit regularizationfor overparameterized networks106.An important consequence of the presence of D-type noise is that the neural computation imple-mented by recurrent dynamics is constantly fluctuating. Therefore, the desirable properties of thedynamical system that require precise weight combinations are not stably achievable due to their un-reliability. In dynamical systems, when infinitely small changes in the parameters cause a qualitativechange in the dynamics due to changes in the topology of the recurrent dynamics, it is said that thesystem goes under a bifurcation. The topological structures that are robust under D-type noise arecalled structurally stable – for example, a stable fixed point is structurally stable65.There are three consequences of structurally stable components of a dynamical system. First, neuralcomputation implemented using structurally stable components is robust to the presence of D-typenoise. Second, structurally stable features are easier to learn via small changes and to maintain sinceonce learned, it does not easily disappear due toD-type noise or further learning. Finally, the asymptoticproperties of the dynamics, such as their Lyapunov spectrum also do not suddenly change29.Unfortunately, continuous attractors are not structurally stable—small changes in the dynamical sys-tem can easily destroy continuous attractors, and as a consequence, the corresponding Lyapunov expo-nent(s) moves away from zero. For example, in machine learning, vanilla RNNs are sometimes initializedat the continuous attractor regimewith all zeros such that dx

dt = tanh(0·x) = 0, which avoids the asymp-totic EVGP initially, but immediately loses the continuous attractor as a consequence of gradient-basedlearning. This is a well-known problem in neuroscience, often referred to as the “fine-tuning problem” ofthe continuous attractor84,93,103. There have been remedies to lessen the degradation, often focusingon keeping the short-term behavior close to the continuous attractor case12,43,64,68,69.The structural stability of the dynamical system implemented by a recurrent network critically de-pends on the architecture or the allowed parameters for the RNN. It is possible to remove the brittlenessinherent in continuous attractors by making the dynamics less flexible, for example, by requiring thatsome parameters are not optimized (i.e., they are not learnable parameters). In machine learning, theso-called long short-term memory (LSTM) units are designed to withstand degradation by building inan independent line attractor per LSTM unit51. The continuous attractor in the original LSTM withoutthe forget gate intentionally does not have any parameter that can induce its bifurcation (or disappear-ance). However, in modeling biological systems, such constraints are not present in the theoretical and
10
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computational models of continuous attractors.
2.7 Stable limit cycles and quasi-periodic toroidal attractors solve the EVGP

A B

C

stable limit cycle

difference and sensitivity remains for infinite time
periodic toroidal attractor
quasi-periodic toroidal attractor

time time derivative

neural trajectory

Figure 4: (A) Stable limit cycle dynamics do not forget phase differences. Trajectories asymptoticallyconverge to the limit cycle. On the limit cycle, the difference δ(t) is maintained and is periodic such that
δ(mT ) are the same for any sufficiently integerm. (B) Example neural trajectory and its time derivative.
(C)Mathematically, two independent limit cyclesmay form a periodic or quasi-periodic toroidalmanifolddepending on their periods.

Since continuous attractors are not suitable for learning long-temporal dependencies through gradient-based learning, we turn our attention to another well known system with zero Lyapunov exponents:stable limit cycles33,46,109. Stable limit cycle is composed of an attracting ring manifold, similar to thecontinuous attractor with ring topology. But unlike the ring attractor, the neural activation is not per-sistent over time, but rather forms a periodic trajectory ϕ(t) (Fig. 4A). The Lyapunov spectrum can becomputed from the asymptotic trajectoryϕ(t)with period T known as the Floquet theory23. First notethat the Jacobian matrix Eq. (10) as a function of ϕ(t) is also periodic in T . Therefore, the learningsignals evolve in time with a periodically time-varying linear dynamical system Eq. (11):
d∆(t)

dt
= A(t)∆(t), (16)

where A(t) = A(t + T ) is the Jacobian. Since ϕ(t) is solution to the differential equation Eq. (3), itstemporal derivative ϕ̇ (Fig. 4B) also satisfies Eq. (16):
ϕ̇(t) :=

dϕ

dt
= f(ϕ(t)) (17)

=⇒ dϕ̇

dt
= ∇xf(ϕ(t))

dϕ

dt
= A(t)ϕ̇ (18)

Therefore, any scalar multiple of ϕ̇ is a solution to Eq. (16), therefore an additive part of the sensitivityover time. In other words, as the network state approaches the stable limit cycle attractor, the corre-sponding adjoint and sensitivity signals do not decay nor explode but rather becomes periodic, givingrise to a zero Lyapunov exponent.The zero Lyapunov exponent can be seen as preserving the asymptotic phase difference. Any per-turbation corresponding to the forward or backward flow of time on the limit cycle (i.e. tangent to thelimit cycle manifold, see Fig. 4A) would change the (asymptotic) phase and would be maintained7. Theremaining Lyapunov exponents are negative due to the attracting nature. For a real-valued phase space,
11
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at least two dimensions (or neurons) are needed to sustain one zero-Lyapunov exponent111. Note thatthe representation of the perturbation and the accumulated gradient are necessarily circular in topol-ogy.We can increase the number of zero Lyapunov exponents of the system by introducing independentlimit cycles. In the simplest case, the stable limit cycle dynamics would occupy separate subspaces, forexample, each pair of neurons only partakes in one limit cycle dynamics. The joint representation in thiscase is bound to be toroidal (Fig. 4C). If the periods of limit cycles are rational multiples of each other,the joint neural state is periodic. Therefore, we call the resulting dynamical system the periodic toroidal
attractor (PTA). When the periods of the independent limit cycles are not mutually rational multiplesof each other, the orbit becomes quasi-periodic—it never repeats itself in the joint neural state space,and every neural trajectory densely fills the torus. We call this case the quasi-periodic toroidal attractor.Both cases, however, the maximum number of zero LEs is n/2, hence we refer to both cases as the PTAfor simplicity.An important characteristic of stable limit cycles and PTA is that they are structurally stable44. Unlikegeneric continuous attractors, independent of the parameterization of the dynamical system, D-typenoise does not easily destroy the topological structure that provides the solutions to asymptotic EVGP.It also implies that stable limit cycles may not be rare. In fact, nonlinear oscillations in various neuralmodels naturally lead to stable limit cycle solutions, and their signatures are ubiquitously observed inbiological dynamical systems17. We conjecture that PTAs are the only structurally stable dynamicsin general that support persistent learning signal over time. We summarize the theory of recurrentdynamics and learning-signal behavior in Fig. 3.
2.8 Toroidal attractor initialization experiments
To test the practical efficacy of PTA, we performed a barrage of experiments where we trained artificialrecurrent neural networks (RNNs) using backpropagation through time (BPTT)107. For concreteness,we choose vanilla (tanh) and gated recurrent unit (GRU)59 architectures but note that our theory iscompletely agnostic to the particular architecture choices. For both architectures, to obtain a stablelimit cycle, we parameterized the recurrent connectivity weight matrix with a scaled rotation matrix8,59.To easily form a collection of independent oscillators, we impose the follow block matrix structure:

Winit =


α1

(
cos(θ1) − sin(θ1)
sin(θ1) cos(θ1)

)
0

. . .
0 αm

(
cos(θm) − sin(θm)
sin(θm) cos(θm)

)
 (19)

Note thatWinit has a block orthogonal structure. For each of the 2× 2 block, depending on the (αi, θi),the pair of coupled neurons can exhibit spontaneous oscillations. Fig. 5A shows the Lyapunov spectrumas a function of the two parameters for each of the 2 × 2 block of either continuous or discrete timeformulations; For example, for vanilla RNNs, it analyzes the following spontaneous forms:
ẋ = −x+ tanh (Winit · x) (continuous time) (20)

x(t+ 1) = tanh (Winit · x(t)) (discrete time) (21)
Generally, and strong enough oscillatory gain θi is needed for a specific amplitude gain αi to produce anoscillation (Fig. 5B). For the numerical experiments, we uniformly sample from the identified parameterregions corresponding to having a zero Lyapunov exponent, thus forming a pool of nonlinear oscillatorswith different frequencies before training. As we trained the RNNs, we did not constrain the dynamicsto the block orthogonal structure of Eq. (19), but let any neuron-to-neuron connection in the recurrentweights to become non-zero.To evaluate the efficacy of PTA as an initialization strategy (denoted by ), we conduct experimentson a host of standard benchmarks and compare the results with models tailored to learn long–rangetemporal dependencies, such as the AntisymmetricRNN, coRNN and the LipschitzRNN21,32,98. As addi-tional baselines, we include vanilla tanh, GRU, and LSTM architectures. Fig. 5C summarizes the learning
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Figure 5: Numerical experiments using artificial neural networks. (A)Numerically evaluated Lyapunovspectrum (λ̂1 ≥ λ̂2) as a function of rotation speed θi and amplitude gain αi parameters in Eq. (19).Dashed lines indicate the region where the leading Lyapunov exponent λ̂1 is zero. The continuous timesystem and the discrete time system behaves similarly but with different parameters. (B) Region ofstable limit cycle detection by the spontaneous generation of periodic trajectories. (C) A barrage ofdifficult benchmark tests involving long range temporal or sequence dependence learning. Test cross-entropy loss or accuracy during training shows faster convergence and also finding better performingmodels for PTA GRU ( ) and PTA tanh ( ) networks.
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on the standard benchmark tasks. Details of the experiments and additional experimental results canbe found in S2. We matched the size of the network and optimized hyperparameters for all RNNs fora fair comparison. For the copy memory and sequential CIFAR tasks, only the PTA initialized networkswere able to reliably learn the tasks. In the other two benchmarks, PTA initialized RNNs learned fasterand finds better solutions. Although the initial dynamics were oscillatory before training, the gradient-based learning often reaches solutions without oscillation (data not shown).Note that the for the vanilla and GRU RNNs, the standard initializations and the PTA block orthogo-nal initialization share the same space of potential solutions. The difference is the learnability—some ini-tial conditions are not suitable for reaching parts of the solution spacewith (stochastic) gradient descent.The PTA initialization provides useful gradients across long temporal gaps required to start moving tothe right direction in the solution space. We trained the RNNs with BPTT which is a non-biologicallyplausible machine learning technique to demonstrate even with powerful learning algorithms, the exis-tence and robustness of zero Lyapunov exponents of the recurrent dynamics are beneficial. We discussthe biological plausibility in Sec. 3.4.
2.9 Implications on biological temporal learning
Although the exact biophysical mechanism of gradual learning is yet to be identified, we have conjec-tured that (quasi-)periodic attractors are theoretically necessary for carrying the gradient informationneeded for learning long temporal relations. If we take this mathematical implication at face value, itsuggests that the neural system that carries the learning signal over time should contain stable oscil-lations. There are many potential biophysical mechanisms that can produce stable oscillations, fromperiodic bursting neurons, subthreshold oscillations in gap-junction coupled inferior olivary network,corticothalamic loops, interhemispheric mutually excitatory feedback loops, Wilson-Cowan model, KIIset, to cortical E-I dipole oscillators37,57,122. Note that any biophysical mechanism that can generatestable oscillation can only do so with recurrent dynamics, but not necessarily at the neuronal networklevel. We assume that the observed neural activity from various modalities (electrophysiology, imaging,and so on) reflects the internal neural state evolution over time, and hence the temporal learning sig-nals, albeit only partially. Following is a list of implications if the biological system utilizes the learningsignal over time carried by PTA:
L1. Neural activity are spontaneously periodic/quasi-periodic and stable in amplitude Nonlinear os-cillations are plentifully observed throughout the central neural system, especially when the ani-mal is “idle”. These oscillations are not completely synchronous, and the power spectrum for eachoscillation band shows a broad bump consistent with PTA formed from a distributed range of peri-ods. Given a perturbation, whether they are sensory, internally generated, or direct manipulationin nature, the amplitude of the oscillations may briefly change but relax back to the baseline levelin the absence of further perturbations.
L2. Learning signals are (quasi-)periodic in time. Generalized eligibility traces that correspond to pa-rameters that aremodified in a learning paradigm to solve the temporal credit assignment problem,oscillate in time. They may be present within a single neuron as in synaptic or dendritic states,but also at a micro-circuit or neuropeptide scale.
L3. Paradoxical timing dependent anti-learning. Due to the circular or toroidal topology, the accumu-lated learning signals in one direction eventually become similar to learning signals in the oppo-site direction, that is, learning signals are (quasi-)periodic in phase space. Therefore, there couldbe certain delays that may increase the error in the updated behavior. Such paradoxical delay-dependent learning effect could be measured from the evolution of behavior during the learningprocess. More generally, if the presentation of the stimulus is time-locked to the relevant oscilla-tions, certain timing relations may be easier or more difficult to learn due to non-homogeneousnonlinear effects.
L4. Successful learning of long temporal dependency may weaken the spontaneous oscillations.Learning a task that does not require precise timing nor periodic output could reduce the reservoir
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of oscillators as the solution lacks oscillations. As the animal becomes better trained, spontaneousoscillations may bifurcate away, at least until they are replenished through yet unknown homeo-static mechanisms.
L5. The effectiveness of learning shows aU-shapemodulationwith respect to the strength of oscilla-

tions. Our theory predicts that long-temporal dependency learning ismore difficult in the absenceof oscillations. On the other hand, the number of null Lyapunov exponents in a collection of sta-ble limit cycles collapses to one when the frequency of the oscillators perfectly synchronize andremain phase-locked. In either regime, in the absence of oscillations or when the full population isin low-D synchronized dynamics, learning signals cannot temporally propagate using PTA. Rather,the number of null Lyapunov exponents is maximized in the intermediate level, when the neuraloscillators are weakly coupled or independent. Therefore effective learning of temporal learn-ing requires (perturbation-dependent) desynchronization, which will result in weaker strength ofobserved oscillations, for example, in the field potentials. Experimental validation could be inthe form of an opportunistic analysis or closed-loop experiments of learning on the strength ofrelevant ongoing oscillations.
2.10 Persistent memory with quasi-periodic toroidal attractors
In section 2.3, we saw that recurrent dynamics with long-lasting short-term/working memory can havepoor learning signals. Toroidal periodic attractors have persistent learning signals and are robust to D-type noise, but do they have long-lasting short-termmemory properties? Aswe have seen in section 2.7,the perturbation in the phase is maintained in time, hence we have relative phase memory. But to readout the phase difference, we need to know the counterfactual phase without the perturbation. Onepotential solution is to have a copy of the oscillator that keeps track of the unperturbed phase, suchthat the phase difference can be read out in a phase-independent manner.Unfortunately, having an identical copy is sensitive to parameter tuning, i.e., the two identical non-linear oscillators’ solution is not structurally stable. If parameters that govern the period of one of theoscillators is perturbed, the phase difference is no longer constant over time. This is essentially thesame problem as the fine-tuning problem that plagues continuous attractors.Luckily, there are biophysical constraints that can counter the mathematical structural instabilityof relative phase memory. Temporal dynamics that are reliable and not adjustable such as intracellularbiochemical processes, conduction delays, and membrane and synaptic time constants could form abasis for structural stability. As we will discuss in the next section (Sec. 2.11), for example, a neuronreciprocally connected to a neuron in the contralateral hemisphere28 can form an oscillator unit throughthe feedback loop. The constant conduction delay and physical distance of the feedback loop makethe period of oscillation fixed. Moreover, neurons that share the same reciprocal pathways will havenear-identical periods. Therefore, quasi-periodic toroidal attractors with phase-independent readoutmechanisms could be behind biological persistent activities and short-term memory.If the contents of working memory is encoded in relative phases of oscillators, we can make severalpredictions:
M1. Contents of working memory should be decodable from single trial phase code1,74.
M2. Resetting the oscillation phases would instantly erase the contents of working memory.
M3. Potentially useful stimulus induces phase shifts of corresponding neural oscillations.
M4. Input-driven desynchronization may be observed in neural circuits where corresponding workingmemory is needed.
M5. If quasi-periodic oscillation underlies persistently constant activity, lesions of the readout circuitwill not fundamentally destroy the memory. If the readout has multiple dimensions, the intactneurons may continue to show persistent activity. Continuous attractor dynamics and neuralintegration, on the other hand, will be completely disrupted if a significant portion of persistentactivity neurons are destroyed.
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2.11 Persistent activity bump on a ring without continuous attractors
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Figure 6: Head direction memory with a robust bump on a ring but implemented with two pairs of
oscillators. (A) Two intrinsically oscillating neurons P+

R and P+
L are coupled across the hemisphere with

τ/2 delay, forming a stable τ -periodic oscillator. Independently P−
R and P−

L form an identical oscillatorcircuit. Clockwise velocity input is integrated into the phase of the+ oscillators and vice versa (only halfof the circuit depicted). The relative phase between the + and − oscillators ∆ϕ encodes the head di-rection. With an appropriate delay through axon length, phase differences corresponds to coincidenceat different location. (B) τ -periodic activity of each of the 4 neurons in the oscillator. Red lines and reddashed lines correspond to two different head direction memories. Note that a continuum of phase dif-ferences can be represented. Given a particular phase difference∆ϕ, appropriately delayed spike trainscoincide periodically. (C) The delay line in (A) is better formed into a 2-dimensional anatomical struc-ture. Note that the + oscillator neurons project in CW direction, while the − oscillators wrap aroundin CCW direction. The underlying 8-segments that corresponds to the ellipsoid body of the Drosophilacentral complex. (D) The interaction between delayed periodic neural activity arriving at each locationon the ring has a tuning curve with respect to ∆ϕ. The response is periodic in τ , and a low-pass filtercan average out the periodic fluctuation. (E) At a time scale of smoothed responses, the population ac-tivity over the ring manifests as an activity bump. This bump is indistinguishable from the continuousbump attractor at this time scale. Unlike the bump attractor model, the proposed mechanism is robustto D-type perturbations.
The ellipsoid body, or the so-called ‘compass’ system, in the Drosophila brain has an anatomicalshape of a ring, and exhibits a stable bump of activity corresponding to the animal’s head directionin a persistent and continuous manner63,101. Since these properties are hallmarks of the ring attractormodel—a continuous attractor with a circular topology—several models have been proposed to capturethe essence of the underlying biophysical recurrent dynamics49,61,63,84,113,114. Initial models requiredprecise symmetric connectivity and the mean-field limit of infinite neurons to form the continuoustranslation of the bump on the ring124. Later models were able to achieve it with a finite size implemen-tation84, and investigated heterogeneous connectivity25. Nevertheless, continuous attractor networkscannot be exactly implemented by a biological network, because of their structural instability (Sec. 2.6).In the following, we present an alternative mechanism that implements a continuous and persistenthead-direction representation with a phase-independent PTA memory.
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We hypothesize that there are two independent oscillators (denoted by ‘+’ and ‘−’) with identicalperiods. In particular, each of the oscillators are implemented with a pair of spiking neurons, one oneach hemisphere (Fig. 6A). There are many possible mechanisms for the pair to synchronize33; Forsimplicity, we assume they are mutually excitatory, and antiphase locked such that the periods of eachneuron is τ , and the contralateral spikes are τ/2 delayed (Fig. 6B). Given the clockwise (‘+’) componentof the angular velocity of the animal’s heading over time, V +
a (t) = [Va(t)]

+, the temporal integrationcan be folded into the phase of oscillation corresponding to P+
L (and P+

R with τ/2 offset):
ϕ+(t) =

τ

2π

∫ t

V +
a (s)ds+ t mod τ (22)

where the modulus operator wraps the phase to be represented in units of time between 0 and τ . Wecan define ϕ−(t) similarly for the (
P−

L ,P
−
R
) pair that integrates counter-clockwise (‘−’) angular speed

V −
a (t) = − [−Va(t)]+.

ϕ−(t) =
τ

2π

∫ t

−V −
a (s)ds+ t mod τ (23)

These integration of angular velocity as additive time delay in the phase can be implemented withsynaptic input to the appropriate neurons (Fig. 6A, CW&CCW)with a constant phase resetting curve33.We observe that the phase difference integrates the angular velocity and is otherwise independent of time:
∆ϕ(t) = ϕ+(t)− ϕ−(t) (24)

=
τ

2π

∫ t (
V +
a (s) + V −

a (s)
)
ds mod τ (25)

=
τ

2π

∫ t

Va(s)ds mod τ (26)
Hence, ∆ϕ(t) implements a relative phase memory that encodes the animal’s heading direction.Although the relative phase memory ∆ϕ(t) is constant in time in the absence of angular velocityinput, each of the four neurons in the memory circuit exhibits a time varying oscillation, making accessto ∆ϕ non-trivial. Inspired by the Jeffress model and the corresponding circuit in the brain stem thatdetects sub-millisecond phase difference necessary for sound localization19,35,76, we propose a similaraxonal time delay line. In Fig. 6A, one of several possible configurations that form a delay line such thatthe location along the axon action potentials from arrive coincidentally. This maps the relative phasememory to a location of coincidence in a time/phase-independent manner (Fig. 6B, bottom).There are at least two plausible maps from the abstract location of coincidence onto the circularanatomy of the ellipsoid body. First is to project from the delay line structure (for example, formed bythe intrinsic neurons in the protocerebral bridge) to the ellipsoid body61. Second is to wrap the delayline around the ring as depicted in Fig. 6C. However, in the latter configuration, it is required that thetwo oscillators wrap around the ring are predicted to be in opposite orientations which is asymmetricand developmentally less plausible.Suppose we have a dense distribution of synaptic connections along the delay line. The synapticactivity can be modeled with a tuning curve as a function of three variables,

f(t,∆ϕ(t), φ) = Φ
(
h ∗ P−

R(t+∆ϕ(t)− φ), h ∗ P+
L (t)

) (27)
where t is time, φ is the location on the delay line expressed in units of time delay, h is a temporalfilter that captures the synaptic and membrane dynamics that effectively smoothes the neural activity,
∗ denotes temporal convolution, andΦ(·, ·) captures the nonlinear coincidence interactions. The tuningcurve f is periodic in each of its three arguments: f(t, ·, ·) is periodic over time of τ in the absence ofangular velocity, f(·,∆ϕ(t), ·) is periodic in 2π as the animal’s heading makes a full rotation, and f(·, ·, φ)should be periodic in τ to faithfully map ∆ϕ(t) to location along the delay line.We further assume that the readout and the measurement of the neural activity is low-pass filteredby temporal smoothness of signals and also the Ca2+ fluorescence indicators. With an appropriate low-pass filter, the periodic fluctuations are effectively averaged out. Therefore, we can obtain the cycle
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average tuning curve,
f̊(∆ϕ(t), φ) =

∫ t

t−τ

f(t,∆ϕ(t), φ)dt (28)
which only depends on the relative phase memory and location along the delay line.For a particular coincidence detector along the delay line, the cycle-averaged tuning curve withrespect to the memory or integrated heading (Fig. 6D) is a symmetric bump of activity such that themaximum activity is reached when the physical delay matches the phase memory content. At the sametime, the population activity of all coincidence detectors along the delay line also forms a spatial bumpof activity as a function of φ (Fig. 6E), where the shape of the bump is determined by Φ and h. SinceEq. (27) only depends on the difference (∆ϕ − φ), the two bumps are of the same shape. The spatialcoincidence detector activity pattern is consistent with the observations in the ellipsoid body, however,this model avoids the fine-tuning problem of continuous attractors. Moreover, neurons correspondingto the 8 segments (Fig. 6C) of the ellipsoid body can spatially integrate this information to producestable 8-dimensional activity bump.

3 Discussion
Fading memory, multiple stable fixed points, and continuous attractor networks have been the domi-nant theoretical frameworks for modeling the neural dynamics underlying long-term learning and short-term/working memory. In this exposition, we analyzed the strengths and weaknesses of recurrent dy-namical systems on their ability to propagate gradient signals over time, and their robustness underD-type perturbations. Our theoretical investigation revealed that temporal propagation of learning sig-nals is not necessarily a consequence of persistent memory, but rather the topology of the dynamicalsystem. In the asymptotic limit of temporal extent, the Lyapunov spectrum summarizes the behaviorof learning and memory: negative Lyapunov exponents correspond to vanishing gradient signals, whilezero Lyapunov exponents correspond to persistent workingmemory subspace and learning signals. Ourtheory can be generally applied to any continuous dynamical system, irrespective of the biophysical de-tails or the specific architectures of the system: it equally applies to a single synapse, a single neuron,a network of neurons, or heavily engineered complex gated recurrent neural networks.We showed that continuous attractors are not necessary to implement continuous workingmemoryand not suitable for learning long-temporal dependency learning. For attractor dynamics, the numberof zero Lyapunov exponents determines the ideal configuration for learning and continuous-valuedmemory. We conjecture that there are only two typical dynamical systems that achieve a reasonablesolution to the requirement of persistent memory and learning: the continuous attractor networksand the lesser-known (quasi-)periodic toroidal attractors (PTA). Unlike the continuous attractors, whichquickly succumb to D-type noises such as continuous synaptic rewiring71, PTAs are robust against D-type noise and can also bridge arbitrarily long intervals of time. The simplest PTA is the stable nonlinearoscillator which has the same attractor manifold as a subtype of continuous attractor, namely the ringattractor. However, they do not share the same vector field topology, since the stable limit cycle hasno stationary points while the ring attractor has a continuum of them.Our theory brings a fresh perspective to learning and memory in theoretical neuroscience and ma-chine learning. We showed that RNNs initialized to exhibit PTA are better at learning long-range depen-dencies. We predict that the spontaneous nonlinear oscillations in the biological systems may partakein carrying the learning signal and memory content, and modulation of the oscillations may disruptlearning and working memory. We present a novel implementation of the neural integration of angularvelocity using PTA and phase-independent readout mechanism that relies on delay-lines that recapitu-lates the observations of the activity bump in the ellipsoid body.
3.1 Relevance of asymptotic analysis
Our analysis focuses on the asymptotic time horizon, while behavior and learning occur on finite timescales in practice. The asymptotic analysis, albeit an approximation of the finite time scales, can provide
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practical insights since typical dynamical systems at rest converge (or diverge) exponentially fast nearthe attractor without a long transient behavior.
3.2 Relevance of spontaneous attractor dynamics
We assumed the network operates in the weakly input driven regime, that is, the asymptotic sensitiv-ity analysis is dominated by that of the autonomous (spontaneous) dynamics. For example, a group ofuncoupled leaky integrate and fire neurons would collectively converge to the their resting membranepotentials, and for sufficiently weak input, fluctuate around the resting potential. Furthermore, gat-ing and attention mechanisms that have been successful in machine learning indicates that protectingthe spontaneous dynamics by limiting input drive is a viable strategy that biology may be incorporat-ing. However, the theory in the current form is limited for analyzing strongly input driven recurrentnetworks—the local Lyapunov spectrum can be analyzed, but the global properties based on topologyare intractable.
3.3 Generalized gradient descent and differentiability
Although we focused our discussion on gradient descent where throughout learning, the parametersare updated in a way that optimally minimizes the loss function, any method that learns incrementallywill inherently behave similarly as the most efficient path to the minimum will always align with thegradient95. Consequently, any first-order learning algorithm can only match, but not surpass, the localoptimization capabilities of gradient descent. This naturally establishes gradient descent as an invalu-able yardstick in the landscape of learning algorithms.It is important to note that there exist different notions of differentiability, and these allow us to takederivatives even in the context of spiking neural networks. Mathematically, these networks are oftenconsidered non-differentiable due to their binary nature and threshold firing mechanisms. However,recent advances such as surrogate gradients and EventProp123 demonstrate that suitable generaliza-tions considerably broaden the class of problems that are amenable to analysis in terms of calculus.Our theory predicts that spiking neural network in the spontaneous oscillation regime, e.g., having abias current for each neuron to have quasi-periodic behavior at rest can improve gradient propagationthrough time54.
3.4 Biological relevance of gradient based learning in recurrent networks
Backpropagation has been the foundation of machine learning and adaptive signal processing, howeverit is not easily mapped to a biologically plausible learning rule67. Moreover, backpropagation throughtime (BPTT), a numerically efficient method for training recurrent networks in machine learning, hasadditional difficulties since physical computation of the gradients requires neural states to be accessedbackwards in time—naively, it is not physically possible to implement it in a causal manner withoutadditional memory mechanisms. Instead of the backward adjoint dynamics Eq. (5), it is possible touse the forward sensitivity Eq. (6) dynamics for computing the necessary gradients, known as real-time recurrent learning (RTRL)75,121. RTRL produces gradients equivalent to BPTT in an online manner,but notoriously demanding in memory and computation in general: It requires perfect, continuous-valued memory in the order of number of parameters times dimensionality of the state space, againnot biologically plausible. Approximate forms of RTRL that operates with biological recurrent networksis an active area of research9,81,97. Finding a biologically plausible way to implement BPTT for PTA isan open problem.
3.5 Timing information in oscillations
In addition to carrying persistent learning signals through time, oscillations have an advantage over con-tinuous attractors. It provides temporal basis functions that can carry timing information15,78,87. Furtherinvestigations in implementation and learning of timing can yield insights into neural computation andwe leave it for future work.
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3.6 Other working/short-term memory mechanisms that uses oscillations
There are several prior work that utilized oscillations to study learning and working memory. Lismanet al. 70 proposed a bistable oscillation induced by NMDA-receptors. Champion et al. 20 proposed amultistable dynamics using discrete frequencies of oscillations. Noest 83 proposed complex phasorsto implement discrete attractor networks (see also36). Orvieto et al. 85 proposed an array of complexoscillators to produce stable linear dynamics. In none of these works a continuous gradient propagationwas analyzed or a continuous value working memory mechanism has been investigated.Notably Burgess 16 proposed a continuous integration in the phase of oscillations in the context ofspatial integration. Their velocity-controlled oscillator represents the head-direction with a phase codesimilar to what we proposed in Sec. 2.11, however, their mechanism is proposed to be contained withina single cell and focused on explaining the spatial periodicity of the grid field rather than a temporallearning signal or general theory of short-term memory.
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Supplementary Material

S1 Details for generating Fig. 3
The code to reproduce Fig. 3 can be found at https://github.com/Asagodi/ALE.
S1.1 Ordinary differential equations
The ODEs for Fig. 3 were solved with explicit Runge-Kutta method of order 4. For each network tenrandom initial values were sampled. The adjoints were solved backwards in time with the samemethod.One of the random initial values was used for the calculation of the adjoint.The activity of the 2 fixed point and line attractor network systems is given by:

dxi
dt

= −xi +ReLU

 N∑
j=1

Wijxj + bi

 (S1)
with connectivity matrixW and bias term b. The size of both networks is 6 units. For the 2 fixed pointnetwork the connectivity matrix is given by

W =


.35 −1 0 0 0 0
−1 .35 0 0 0 0
0 0 −0.01 0 0 0
0 0 0 −0.02 0 0
0 0 0 0 −0.03 0
0 0 0 0 0 −0.01

 .
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and for the line attractor network

W =


0 −1 0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −2 0 0 0
0 0 0 −2 0 0
0 0 0 0 −2 0
0 0 0 0 0 −2

 .

For both the 2 fixed point and line attractor network systems the bias term is given by b = 1.The activity of the chaotic and limit cycle networks are generated by the following ODE:
τ
dxi
dt

= −xi +
N∑
j=1

Wij tanh(xj), (S2)

where τ = 10 ms is the time constant. The recurrent connectivity matrix is represented by the sparse
n×nmatrixWwhich has nonzero entries randomly chosen from aGaussian distributionwith zeromeanand s.d., g/√pcn, where g is the synaptic strength scaling coefficient, and pc = 0.1 is the connectionprobability between units66. We used,

Wij =

{
N (0, g2

pcn
) with probability pc

0 with probability 1− pc,
(S3)

with g = 1.8. For large networks, values of g > 1 generate increasingly complex and chaotic patternsof self-sustained activity. The size of the chaotic network was 100 units. The ten initial values forthe numerical integration were generated from N (x0, 10
−8) where the reference point x0 was chosenrandomly.The size of the limit cycle network was n = 20 units with g = 1.8. Random networks at this smallersize were frequently stable limit cycles and not chaotic. We picked one at random. The ten initial valueswere generated from N (0, 1).

S1.2 Lyapunov exponents
The Lyapunov exponents were approximated through a QR decomposition based method10 with thesolved orbits. For an orbit that converged to the invariant manifold evaluated at times tk = kδt for
k = 1, . . . , t1/δt, setR0 = I andMk = I+x(tk)δt. Then using theQRdecompositionQk+1Rk+1 =MkQkaverage over the steps to get λ = 1

t1δt

∑
k=1 log (|Rk,ii|).

S2 Numerical BPTT experiments
The ‘vanilla’ variants of tanh RNNs and GRUs were initialized using the defaults provided in PyTorch89,while the recurrent weights of orthogonally initialized tanh RNNs (denoted as W⊤W = I for brevity)were sampled from the uniform measure over the orthogonal group117.

S2.1 Permuted seq-MNIST
The permuted sequentialMNST has been frequently used to test the ability of RNNs to learn long-termdependencies. Compared to the original task, image data is vectorized and presented sequentially in afixed, random order. The sequential presentation, and the non-local structure induced by the permu-tation, require that the network use long-range dependencies to successfully classify the input. Themaximal number of epochs allotted for training was 125 .
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S2.2 Synthetic datasets
All of the synthetic datasets described below were generated to have 10, 000 training samples, 1, 000validation samples, and 1, 000 test samples. To ensure a fair comparison, the dimensionality of the RNNstate was set to 250 for all of the synthetic datasets. The dimensionality is comparable to those usedin Arjovsky et al. 3 . The maximum number of epochs allotted for training was 400. Cross-entropy wasused as the loss function, and we report the average loss over the test set.
S2.2.1 Copy memory

The copy-memory task was first introduced in51. It requires a model to retain an input sequence andthen reproduce it as the output following a k-step delay. The input consists of a sequence of 10 tokensdrawn at random from an alphabet of size 8, followed by k repetitions of a ‘blank’ and a single ‘start’token, and 9 ‘blank’ tokens. The target output is a sequence of k + 10 ‘blank’ tokens followed by theoriginal 10 element-long sequence presented at the beginning of the input.
S2.2.2 Temporal Ordering

The input consists of a sequence of discrete symbols, which emit a symbol from the set of A, B at thebeginning and throughout the sequence. The objective of the task is to classify the order of thesesymbols (i.e. AA, AB, BA, or BB) following a k-step delay, where k ∼ U{50, 60}.
S2.2.3 Random-delay copy memory

The random-delay copy-memory task is a variant of the copy-memory task where the delay was drawnrandomly from a uniform distribution between 100 and 120 steps.
S2.3 Hyperparameter selection
The process of hyperparameter tuning was performed using the Ray Tune library with Skopt as thesearch algorithm. The following hyperparameters were optimized:

• ADAM learning rate optimized on a log-scale with ranges 10−5 to 1.
• Gradient clipping optimized on a log-scale with ranges 10−2 to 102.
• Dropout optimized on a log-scale with ranges 10−1.5 to 0.9.
• Learning rate decay factor optimized on a log-scale with ranges 10−1 to 1.
• Early stopping, on a range from 5 to 80.

For architectures with additional hyperparameters, such as coRNN and LipschitzRNN, hyperparametertuning was performed in ranges reported in their respective, original publications32,98. The tuning of allhyperparameters was performed using 200 trials, except the permuted sequential MNST task, where
100 trials were used. All tuningwas performed on a validation set that was subsampled from the trainingset.
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Antisym coRNN GRU LSTM Lip. tanh RNN
def. def. W⊤W = I

Temporal Ordering ↓ – – 0 0 1.11 – 1.39 1.22× 10−5 0.31Copy memory k = 100 ↓ 0.30 0.11 0.29 1.33× 10−4 1.18 0.03 1.86 1.58× 10−4 1.35Copy memory k = 2000 ↓ 1.91 1.87 0.22 0.35 1.61 1.91 1.99 0.05 1.98Random-delay copy memory ↓ 0.74 0.40 0.72 1.49× 10−7 1.57 0.02 1.85 0.33 1.55Permuted Seq. MNIST ↑ 95.9 94.5 94.8 97.4 91.6 94.9 88.8 97.0 94.7

Table S1: Test set performance of PTA initializations and other recurrent models on a gamut of bench-marks. The reported values are averages over 5 model realizations.
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