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ABSTRACT

Electrophysiological nature of neuronal networks allows to reveal various interactions between
different cell units at a very short time-scales. One of the many challenges in analyzing these signals
is to retrieve the morphology and functionality of a given network. In this work we developed a
computational model, based on Reservoir Computing Network (RCN) architecture, which decodes the
spatio-temporal data from electro-physiological measurements of neuronal cultures and reconstructs
the network structure on a macroscopic domain, representing the connectivity between neuronal
units. We demonstrate that the model can predict the connectivity map of the network with higher
accuracy than the common methods such as Cross-Correlation and Transfer-Entropy. In addition, we
experimentally demonstrate the ability of the model to predict a network response to a specific input,
such as localized stimulus.

Keywords Neural models · Reservoir computing · Electrophysiological data

1 Introduction

Electrophysiological study in neuroscience provides a wide-vision of the interplay between cells of different types
at different scales [1]. Such studies vary from investigating the function of a single cell up to studying the dynamics
of complex systems consisting of a large number of cells [2], in the pursuit of obtaining a comprehensive picture of
the brain activity. As the complexity of the biological system increases, it becomes more and more challenging to
analyze or model the behavior in such systems. Numerous models are designed to picture the dynamics behind neuronal
activity, starting from single cell models (e.g., Hodgkin–Huxley model [3]) up to models of large populations [4, 5].
Various methods focus on the biophysical properties of the cells (e.g. membrane voltage), while others focus on the
point-process of information propagation (e.g., spike trains). Some approaches use experimental observations to adapt a
model which will be a computational counterpart to the biological system [6, 7, 8]. Such methods use Machine- or
Deep- Learning techniques to train a given model to construct the desired outcome. While for some research questions
such approach could be very inefficient and/or computationally expensive, for others it can provide a practical solution
to construct a computational tool for various applications.

We propose in this work a simplified approach for interpreting electrophysiological signals from complex networks,
which retrieves the connectivity between the different sampled regions in the network and learns the dynamic interactions
between them. The model is based on Reservoir Computer Network (RCN) [9], exploiting the information emerged
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by sampling electrophysiological signals from a complex neural circuitry. The complexity of these circuits cannot be
easily understood from a standard measurement analysis, and hence they are modeled as nonlinear networks with inner
random connections. We show that using this model we obtain the connectivity map (CM) with higher accuracy than
the most common methods, such as Cross-Correlagram (CC) [10, 11] and Transfer-Entropy (TE) [12]. Connectivity
refers to the weighted relationships between the different units of the network (single neurons, populations or circuits of
any type). We also demonstrate the capacity of the model to predict the spatio-temproal response of a given network to
a specific input.

2 Results

2.1 Retrival of Connectivity Map

Here we demonstrate the first feature of the discussed RC-based model, which is the ability to derive the connectivity
map between the measurement sites from the spatio-temporal dynamics encoded in the electrophysiological signals.
In this analysis, we assume that this nonlinear dynamic system, can be in principle separated to linear and nonlinear
regimes. Looking at dynamics of the model, which has been trained on a certain activity, we note that it evolves in such
way that the connections between the nodes of the network are excited or depressed according to the propagation of
signals within it (similarly to a biological network). We also note however, that these complex dynamics are founded
on an intrinsic network, built of fundamental connections with nominal weights. These connections can be extracted
by looking at the linear regime of the model (Eqs. (11) - (14)), and are interpreted as the intrinsic connections of
the network, described by the Intrinsic Connectivity Matrix (ICM), T0. This allows to depict the morphology of this
network using a directed graph of nodes and edges (graph theory). Each node represents a neuronal population, whereas
the edges represent the connections, with its appointed weight, where a weight of a connection represents the coupling
strength between the two populations.

In this part of the work we evaluated the connectivity prediction capability of the RC model by comparing it with the
performance of other common methods, such as Cross-Correlogram (CC) [10, 11] and Transfer Entropy (TE) [12].
As a benchmark, we built a simulation of a neuronal network with ground-truth connections between the neurons.
The network has been built and simulated on NEST simulator [13], where we created virtual array of electrodes
which sampled the signals from a defined population of neurons, similarly to conditions found in an experimental
electrophysiological recording, such as microelectrode array (MEA). We assessed prediction accuracy through two
distinct methods: 1. Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) Curve Analysis: This method illustrates the model’s
predictive performance in a binary context, distinguishing between the presence and absence of connections. 2. Pearson
Correlation with Ground Truth: This metric offers a quantitative measure of prediction quality by not only capturing the
presence or absence of connections but also quantifying the accuracy in predicting connection weights. These weights
may encompass both excitatory (positive values) and inhibitory (negative values) connections within the network. Fig.
1 summarizes the connectivity retrieval results.

2.2 Prediction of spatio-temporal response of the network

The connectivity analysis discussed in the previous subsection provides mapping of the network intrinsic connections.
Here we evaluate the performance of the model to predict the response of the network, given a specific input (stimulation).
For this evaluation we prepared a specific test data (both synthetic and experimental), corresponding to a localized
stimulus applied in the vicinity of a specific neuronal circuit (in the experiment- around a specific electrode).

For this evaluation we trained and validated the model on data containing basal bursting activity of the network, for
learning the interplay between the measurement sites. Then, as the testing phase, we followed with a network response
test, given an initial state y[0] as an input, simulating a localized stimulus of the network. The response of the network
has been computed for the consecutive time steps within a fixed window of time after the stimulus. We then compared
the simulated response by the RC model with an experimental (and NEST simulated) recording corresponding to the
given stimulus.

In this context, we conducted a comprehensive evaluation of prediction quality through two distinct approaches: 1.
ROC Curve Analysis: This method enabled us to spatially discriminate between responsive and unresponsive circuits. 2.
Temporal Response Prediction Accuracy: To assess the predictive performance of temporal responses within network
circuits, we employed the Cross Root Mean Squared Error (XRMSE). This metric quantified the accuracy of our
predictions in capturing both the amplitude and time lag aspects of the actual responses, providing a comprehensive
evaluation of temporal prediction quality. Fig. 2 shows the results of the response prediction of the model
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Figure 1: Connectivity retrieval results. (a) Box plot- comparison between the Reservoir Computing (RC) model
reported in this paper and other methods of connectivity retrieval: Cross-Correlation (CC) and Transfer Entropy. The
comparison was done using two metrics: Area under the ROC curve (AUC), which examines the prediction in a binary
way (existence/non-existence of connection); and Pearson correlation (ρ), which examines the connection weights
prediction. (b) The AUC result categorized by number of populations used in the simulation. (c) The Pearson result
categorized by number of populations used in the simulation. (d) AUC and ρ as a function of q parameter, which
describes the richness of the data. (e) An example of the connectivity map obtained by the RC model, trained on
electrophysiological data from a MEA measurement.

Figure 2: Response prediction of the model. (a) Box plot for results of the response prediction error (R̄). (b) Box plot
for the results of the response prediction ROC AUC. (c) Comparison between the model response and the predicted
response on MEA map. (d) Single electrode response for stimulus (prediction vs. experiment). (e) Scatter plot of
all AUC results as a function of q parameter, which describes the richness of the data. (f) Correlation between the
connectivity prediction results and the response prediction results
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3 Discussion

In this work we developed a computational model which decodes spatio-temporal data from electro-physiological
measurements of neuronal cultures, reconstructs the network structure on a macroscopic domain and can predict the
response of a given network. The main aim of the model is to create an intelligent experimental data analysis tool
for processing complex time-series. The results obtained indicate that the model functions not just as a data analyzer
but could also be used as a network simulator. Below we review the fundamentals of the model, we also attempt to
give interpretation to the computational processes and we openly address some of the limitations we have encountered
during our research.

The model is founded on an artificial recurrent neural network (ANN) with RCN architecture. The rationale to use this
kind of neural network for the current motives is rather self-evident. It has been shown in various studies that biological
neuronal networks (e.g., the brain cortex) possess complex computational capacities, in particular temporal data is
integrated in a recurrent manner and induce state-dependent synaptic transmission [14]. In other words, the network
memorizes the previous impulses and modifies its synapses accordingly. The time-scale of this process varies according
to the functionality of the network. RCN is a bio-inspired approach, where the neural recurrence and nonlinearity are
taken into account. Another great advantage of this approach is the simplicity of the training, where only the output
layer is trainable. The output layer can in principle be fully linear (but not necessarily), as the nonlinearity is embedded
in the reservoir neurons. Utilizing a linear output layer gives the possibility to train the network with linear regression,
which makes the process significantly cheaper (in terms of computational power) than training multilayered recurrent
neural networks, such as LSTM.

RCN has been used in studies of electrophysiological signals from neuronal networks, in particular in these works
the guiding principle is the exploitation of the reservoir-like properties of neuronal networks to adapt it to perform
input-output tasks. Our methodology, on the other hand, is to simulate the neuronal network using RCN approach to
extract the network properties of a given culture such as the connectivity map of the network and its functionality on a
macroscopic scale. Similar attitude towards this question was reported in [15] where the RCN approach was applied to
learn the dynamics of spike-trains in neuronal cultures, in particular in MEA recordings. The work however focused
on the prediction of spike-trains as a point-process propagation between distinctive input and output nodes, using the
log-likelihood optimization. Additionally in that work, the authors implemented different types of neural networks,
including an adaptive reservoir with a nonlinear output layer, which in practice transcends the modeling complexity
discussed in this paper.

In this work, we implement RCN as rate-coded spiking neural network, which we train to adapt the time-domain
nonlinear transfer function. The data that is used to train the model is rate-encoded spike trains. This data structure
follows an assumption that the spikes that propagate within the network carry information in a characteristic time
constant window (unique to each network) and is defined as the spike-integration time. In addition, we extract from the
data, temporal events that exhibit significant spiking activity in short period of times (network bursts). As a result the
time-series data undergoes a significant dimensionality reduction.

The unique RCN design we have implemented decompose the information processing of the network at each time step
(lasting one integration time in the real-world) to a pre-synaptic stage, executed by the input layer and the input of the
reservoir layer; and the post-synaptic stage executed by the output layer and the output of the reservoir layer. This stage
sequence correspond to one time-step and does not necessarily describe the realistic temporal propagation of signals
within this time window. The reservoir layer consists of a number of independent micro-reservoirs which is equal
to the number of the macroscopic network nodes (corresponding to the number of measurement sites or electrodes).
In the pre-synaptic stage we sample the network state, each node independently by its own micro-reservoir. Each
micro-reservoir integrates its current state with the input signal and applies nonlinear function. In the post-synaptic
stage, the integrated and processed state of the reservoir (which is composed of all micro-reservoir states), is linearly
mapped to the next network state, taking in consideration the synaptic coupling between the different micro-circuits.

The properties of our RCN structure follow distinctive principles of energy flow through the network. For example the
orthogonality properties of Win and Wres imply on the energy conservation principle and reciprocity (only for the
linear regime) from the input to the output of the micro-reservoirs, whereas α provides the damping coefficient, which
also describes the plasticity length. The values of the synaptic matrix Ŝ scales distributively the nonlinearity strength of
each neuron in the reservoir domain, providing a spatial variability of the network function. The operation of Wout

describes the synaptic energy exchange within the network.

The model can be also seen as a variation of nonlinear integrate-and-fire models with compact discretization of the
time-domain and spatial population clustering corresponding to the measurement domain [5].

4



A PREPRINT

We showed that by adapting the model to produce the dynamics observed in the experiments followed by applying a linear
approximation of the transfer function, we obtain the fundamental (or intrinsic) connections between the populations of
the network. These intrinsic connections describe the fundamental connectivity of the given network without internal or
external stimuli that may modify them. Indeed, as seen from the equations describing the dynamics, during the full
operation of the model these connections change depending on the activity of the network. The connectivity map we
obtain from this analysis can be referred as Effective Connectivity rather than Functional Connectivity [16], because the
resulting connections are derived from the actual causality relations between the populations based on the electrical
signals; in contrast to the statistical relations seen in Cross-Correlation or Transfer Entropy analysis, which yield
connectivity referred as Functional Connectivity and hence we assess the better performance of this model in predicting
the connectivity of the network.

Further, we tested the predictive capabilities of the model in terms of input-output prediction. Here we trained the
model on the network basal (spontaneous) activity, with the assumption that this dataset would unveil the interactions
among network nodes. During the testing phase, we posited that applying local stimulation to the network would
elicit a correlated response from the circuits connected to the stimulated population. To assess this hypothesis, we
gathered distinct datasets: one capturing spontaneous activity and another capturing evoked activity resulting from a
local stimulus. The former was employed for training and validation, while the latter served as the test dataset. We
subsequently simulated the model’s response to the specific stimulus and assessed the accuracy of our predictions. This
procedure was carried out using both synthetic and experimental data. With ROC curve metrics, we have found that
the model can spatially predict with high accuracy the network nodes that respond to the stimulus. However we also
tested how accurate the prediction is in the temporal window of each node (electrode). Here we have found that the
temporal profile of the predicted response may be distorted or time shifted. This could be due to the fact that some
physical attributes of the stimulus are not taken into consideration of this model, such as the stimulus pulse shape (in
amplitude and time) and hence the temporal dynamics is limited to time scales of the discretized time-step (defined as
the integration time), nevertheless the temporal prediction in some cases reached high performance. The limitations in
achieving precise temporal predictions may not solely be attributed to the model’s constraints, but also to the chosen
training approach. For instance, the simplifying assumption that predicting evoked activity can be accomplished solely
by learning from basal activity might prove to be overly simplistic. Nevertheless, the model is not confined to the
specific training and testing approach involving spontaneous and evoked activities. In practical applications, any type of
electrophysiological signal data, following the same data collection principles, can be employed to train the model and
potentially improve its prediction abilities. For example, utilizing the evoked activity dataset can reveal the connections
within the circuitry responsible for responding to the stimulus.

As one would expect, the performance of the model is directly dependent on the data it is trained on. An important
(but may not be sufficient) feature in the data is its spiking modality. The spiking data is expected to be modulated in
such way that there should be a typical or a range of time that the network exhibits fast spiking events at numerous
channels. These events are often seen as synchronous or quasi-synchronous [17, 18]. In this way, the data can be easily
separated to temporal windows of these time events, while the silent phases are discarded. Each of these windows serve
as data batch. This quality can be seen in the inter-spike interval (ISI) histogram, where a bimodal (or multi-modal)
shape presents. Another element in the data, which affects the quality of the model performance is the presence of
the causality between time-steps, discretized by a typical short-time window (time-bin), which we infer as the spike
integration time of each circuit. The model in fact is trained to find this causality between the time-steps, and as
the integration time is, in principle, a free parameter, we have found that the performance of the model is strongly
dependent on this value. This implies that the network has a characteristic time constant (or quasi-constant) that defines
its information processing time. We assume that this integration time, can be obtained from some attributes of the data.
We have found that the most significant peak of inter-burst-interval (IBI), can serve as a good approximate of this value
(see supplementary materials). This feature is also related to the stochasticity of the data, since it can determine the
ability of the model to learn the spatio-temporal patterns. The characterization of the data degree of stochasticity is
beyond the scope of this paper.

Another limitation which we discuss here is the fact that biological systems can exhibit modifications in their structure
in rather short times. Since the data analysed by the discussed model describe the setting of the tested culture within a
limited time frame, it is possible that some information about the tested culture can be missed. Therefore for using this
model for systems that may vary fastly in time, it is possible to apply the training for short time sessions, and eventually
to see the development of the system.

In summary, we have developed a computational model which is based on RCN. The model decodes the spatio-temporal
patterns of spike-data and reconstructs the connectivity map of the tested network. The model is also used to predict the
response of the given network to local stimuli. In this paper we developed and tested the model on data from in-vitro
neuronal electrophysiological signals recorded on 60 electrodes MEA. In-vitro studies of neurons give a simplified
representation of the structure and functionality of these networks in living organisms [19, 20]. Such approach assists
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in decomposing the extremely complex structure of living brain into smaller functional blocks. We assess that the
methodology developed in this work can be also applicable on data with higher spatial resolution (such as from
HD-MEA [21]) and hence to give - up to interactions between single neurons. In addition the model is not restricted to
analyze only neuronal signals, but can also be applied on different types of time traces.

4 Methods

4.1 The paradigm

We consider a multi-site measurement of electrophysiological signals from a neuronal culture, such as 2D microelectrode
array (MEA). We seek to represent the tested culture as a network where each node corresponds to one measurement
electrode. Each electrode samples the electrophysiological signals from the neuron ensemble (consisting of a few
neurons) found in its vicinity (Fig. 3.a.). Therefore, each node has to represent a complex neuronal circuit whose
dynamics by itself is driven by numerous interacting neurons. We hence define the domain of the measurement as the
macroscopic domain, which is described by the network in question; whereas the neuronal structure sampled by each
node will be referred as the microscopic domain (or later as the reservoir domain). The data unit which is contained in
each of these nodes is a sample of the electrophysiological signals expressed in instantaneous spike-rate measured in a
specified time window. By “data unit” we refer to a set of data sampled at the network nodes in a definite time window,
which contains information on the status of the network, with a memory on the previous time steps, and the ability
to predict the next step accordingly. The time window is determined by a characteristic information flow rate of the
network. This unit of time is dependent on many properties of the network such as neuron density in the culture, age of
the culture and other [17], and it characterizes the signal integration time of each node.

Let us represent the macro-domain state of the network at each time step n = 1, 2, 3... with a vector y[n], where each
component of the vector describes the state of a single node, i.e., y[n] is the signal representation of each electrode at
time n. Our aim here is to find a time propagation operator F̂ , such that:

y[n+ 1] = F̂
{
y[n]

}
(1)

where the operator F̂ , which is likely to be non-linear due to the nature of neuronal networks, should describe as closely
as possible the experimental observation in the electrophysiological measurements, i.e., we aim to fit a model to an
observation which can mimic or predict the spatio-temporal patterns of the neuronal activity in the culture under test.

We then consider the fact that each node in the macro-domain network represents a complex neuronal signal-processing-
unit. It arises from the fact that typically every measurement site is surrounded by neurons which may be as many as a
dozen. The morphology and functionality of each of these micro-circuits embedded in each node of the macro-domain
network cannot be easily obtained from the electrophysiological measurements of standard recording systems. Also
modeling of such neuronal structures is not an easy task and has been studied for decades, with numerous models for
different scales of dimensions and time [4, 5].

Hence our approach is to represent each measurement node (electrode) as a gate to a particular neuronal circuit
(reservoir), where the signals measured at each node are an outcome of a complex operation involving each circuit
and the whole network. We therefore propose the artificial neural network (ANN) structure depicted in Fig. 3.c. This
structure represents a simplification of the neuronal dynamics, where each of the neuronal circuits is a black box, whose
morphology and functionality are not known but assumed to be reasonably random.

As seen in Fig. 3.b. and c., we assume that the signal sampled at each node is an input to and an output from a higher
dimensional domain with a specific connectivity and functionality. At the input of the ANN, the signal at each node is
transformed to a corresponding reservoir-state (in the reservoir domain) by a set of uncoupled weighted connections
(Input layer). Each micro-reservoir, associated with a node in the macro-domain, represents a micro-neuronal circuit
embedded at each of the measurement sites, and has inner interconnections which represent the connectivity of the
micro-circuits (Reservoir Layer). Each such circuit performs a nonlinear transformation, creating an updated reservoir
state, which on one side is stored as a memory to be integrated to the next time steps, and on the other side is used
to form the next state of the macro-domain network by weighting and coupling all the micro-reservoir states (Output
Layer); then the whole process repeats cyclically. This kind of recurrent network is known as Reservoir Computing
Network (RCN) and has been widely studied.
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4.2 Artificial Neural Network Design

4.2.1 Domains and Dimensions

As mentioned above, the model distinguishes between two domains: The macro-domain which refers to the experimental
observations, represented by the corresponding network; and the micro- (or reservoir) domain which refers to the
neuronal units embedded in each of the macro network nodes, with no experimental data. We denote by Nch the
dimension of the macro-network which in fact represents the number of nodes in the network, where each node is
directly associated with an electrode (or a channel) in the experimental measurement. Nres is the dimension of the
reservoir.

Assuming that the neurons are uniformly distributed in the culture, we appoint a fixed number of connections between
each node and the corresponding micro-circuit, such that for each node of the network there is one micro-reservoir (see
Fig. 3):

Nres = mNch (2)

where m is an integer number. It follows that each m components in the vector space of the reservoir domain correspond
to one node in the macro domain. In fact, we may associate m with a relative size of each micro-circuit.

4.2.2 Input Layer

The input layer refers to the stage between the macro domain and the reservoir one. Here we assume that the data at
each of the nodes is a linear transformation of the corresponding input state to the reservoir, such that each component
in the macro-domain transforms directly to corresponding m inputs of Nres components in the reservoir domain, and
refer to a single micro-circuit. This is done with the following transformation:

xin[n] = Winy[n] (3)

where y ∈ RNch×1 is the vector representing the state of the network nodes. xin ∈ RNres×1 is the corresponding
vector in the reservoir domain. Therefore, Win ∈ RNres×Nch is a linear transformation. Since Win maps each node to
a corresponding micro-reservoir, it is represented by the following matrix:

Win =



(
w

(1)
in

)
0 0 · · · 0

0
(
w

(2)
in

)
0 · · · 0

0 0
(
w

(3)
in

)
0

...
...

. . .

0 0 0
(
w

(Nch)
in

)


(4)

where each w
(i)
in ∈ Rm×1, i = 1, 2, ..., Nch is a vector with random weights taken from a Normal distribution (peaked

at 0), normalized such that ∥w(i)
in ∥2 = 1, which can also be expressed as:

WT
inWin = INch

(5)

where WT
in is the transposed input matrix and INch

is the unit matrix of order Nch.

4.2.3 Reservoir Layer

The reservoir layer contains Nch independent micro-circuits with m nodes each (total Nres nodes). Each such circuit
models the neuronal circuit around each electrode. This layer has two main functionalities: 1. nonlinear time-operator.
2. Reservoir state integrator. In particular we consider the following dynamics for the reservoir network:

x[n] = fNL

(
Ŝ · (xin[n] + αWresx[n− 1])

)
(6)

where x[n] is the reservoir state obtained at time step n, from the combination of the input state xin[n] (given by (3))
and an inner transformation of the reservoir state at time step n− 1, x[n− 1]. This discrete differential relation provides
cumulative data at each time step and carries the temporal memory on the activity of the network. Ŝ is a diagonal matrix
containing normally-distributed synaptic strengths on its diagonal, expressing the variance of the synaptic nonlinear
response of the micro-reservoirs. fNL is the nonlinear function. Typical functions that are used in this approach are tanh
or sigmoid, which have the saturation property and prevent the reservoir from exploding. In this work we tested a few
nonlinear functions similar to the mentioned above. Wres ∈ RNres×Nres is a matrix, which performs an inner map (i.e.
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from and back to the reservoir domain) of the reservoir state in previous step to a new state; and it represents the inner
connections within each of micro-reservoirs. We assume that Wres is a norm-preserving linear map, i.e. conserving
the energy of the state. Therefore, we represent this transformation by an orthogonal matrix with normally distributed
random weights, with zero mean. In addition, we do not allow the coupling between the different micro-reservoirs at
this point, hence we represent this matrix in the following block-diagonal form:

Wres =



(
W

(1)
res

)
0 · · · 0

0
(
W

(2)
res

)
· · · 0

...
...

. . .

0 0
(
W

(Nch)
res

)

 (7)

where each W
(i)
res ∈ Rm×m, i = 1, 2...Nch is a random-orthogonal matrix. Note that each block acts on its correspond-

ing micro-reservoir state. Next we define 0 < α < 1 which is the memory parameter. It expresses the temporal memory
strength, i.e. for how long the current state has an effect on the next steps. Since Wres is an orthogonal matrix, then α
will express the energy decay rate of the state. α = 0 indicates that the system is memoryless and the current state at
time step n depends only on the input.

4.2.4 Output Layer

The output layer transforms the reservoir state back to the macroscopic domain. Here we assume a fully connected
layer, such that all the Nres reservoir nodes are weighted and connected to Nch nodes of the macroscopic network.
This layer practically expresses the synaptic connectivity between the different nodes of the network. It is assumed that
this transformation is purely linear, taking in consideration that the overall nonlinearity of the model is dominated by
the reservoir layer. The relation of the output layer is given by:

y[n+ 1] = Woutx[n] + b (8)

where Wout ∈ RNch×Nres is the output weight matrix, b ∈ RNch×1 is a vector of biases.

Unlike Win, Wres and Ŝ, which are matrices with random and constrained weights, Wout has no constraints on the
values of its weights, rather it is the layer which is trained with linear regression, as common in RCN approach, to
obtain the desired output.

4.3 Data Structure

The model is, in effect, founded on a rate-coded spiking neural network. Hence the electrophysiological data required
for this approach should result from multidimensional sequences of spikes. In regard to this work, electrophysiological
signals were recorded by a 60 channel MEA as voltage time traces (measured around each of the electrodes). This data
was preprocessed with spike and burst detection algorithms [22] and exported as time traces, containing instantaneous
data of spike activity counted in specific time bins. The value of the time bins is derived from the characteristic
inter-burst interval (IBI) which is found in the raw data (typical value is around 4− 5ms). In fact, this characteristic
IBI value describes the typical signal propagation time between two neuronal populations. The resulting time traces
are short time events (102 − 103ms) and are taken from temporal network occurrences (such as network bursts or a
time-windowed network response to stimulus), where activity of numerous channels is found within a specific time
window. Practically, the data in this process undergoes a significant dimensionality reduction and hence no massive
datasets are needed for training.

4.4 Training and Validation

As in most Machine- or Deep-learning based models, the training is performed by finding the minimum value of an
objective (or loss) function, while optimizing the weights between the different layers of the ANN. In particular, as was
also mentioned above, the training of RCN-based models is performed only on the linear output layer, which makes the
procedure computationally lighter. In fact, in the model discussed in this paper, the task is to optimize output layer’s
matrix Wout and biases b, for each input-output pair (y[n],y[n+ 1]) from the training data, according to (3)-(8). To
achieve the optimization we use the lasso regression method [23], where we find the optimal (Wout,b), such that:{

(w,b) : min
(
∥ỹ(w)− yo∥2 + λ

∑
i

|wi|
)}

(9)
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Figure 3: RC model foundations: a. A microscope image showing an electrode (of MEA) surrounded by neurons,
illustrating the complexity embedded behind each measurement site. b. A scheme representing the model operation.
The measurement point is a node between pre- and post- synaptic operations of the reservoir. Red dashed lines indicate
operations in the reservoir domain and black lines in the macroscopic domain. c. The ANN architecture of the model,
consisting of input, reservoir and output layers. d. Scheme of the model data processing. The model uses the data from
experiments/simulations as training and produces connectivity map of the tested network. Additionally it can be used to
predict a response to a specific stimulus

where yo is the experimental observation time-trace, ỹ is the model predicted time trace ((3) - (8)); w is the output
matrix Wout weights; and λ is the lasso regression parameter [23]. The lasso regression method was chosen due to its
effectiveness in finding the lowest required weights, preventing them from exploding, as well as effectively omitting the
unnecessary weights (setting them to zero).

4.5 Linearized Model and Connectivity Analysis

Let us observe the dynamics of the model. If the initial state of the reservoir is x[0] = 0 (unexcited state), we note that,
without any input y, the time sequence of the reservoir state, x[n], (6), will not change its state and as a consequence,
according to (3), (6) and (8), no dynamics in the network nodes y[n] will be observed. Let us assume (without the loss
of generality) that at a certain time-step n = 1 we have a small perturbation, y[1], such that the following holds:

Ŝi,i
∑
j

Wij
iny

j [1] = δi (10)

where i = 1, 2, 3 . . . Nres and j = 1, 2, 3 . . . Nch indicate indices of each of the arrays (matrix or vector), and δ ≪ 1 is
an arbitrary small value. In such case, for nonlinear functions that satisfy f(ξ) ≈ ξ for ξ ≪ 1, we get the linear regime
of (6). If such regime is maintained in the following k− 1 steps, from (3),(6) and (8) it yields that the network output at
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time step k+1 is:

y[k + 1] ≈
k∑

n=1

αn−1 {Tn−1}y[k − n+ 1] (11)

where,
Tp = WoutŜ[WresŜ]pWin (12)

is a Nch ×Nch transfer matrix of order p (note that we omitted the constant bias vector b from (8), since it describes a
constant DC offset, and as known a posteriori, its value is small).

Assuming that the regression described in Section 4.4 (Eqn. (9)) as part of the model training has achieved low training
and validation error score, means that a feasible parametrization for the equations of the nonlinear model ((3) - (8)) has
been found. It follows that the transfer matrices (12) contain the connectivity weights between the nodes in the linear
regime, for different orders of interaction.

Note that by eliminating the reservoir operation, i.e., canceling the memory of previous steps, that is, taking α → 0 in
(11), will lead to the following equation:

y[k + 1] = T0y[k] (13)

We hence define:
T0 = WoutŜWin (14)

as the intrinsic connectivity matrix, since it describes directly the weights between the network nodes for two consecutive
states, regardless of the memory stored in the reservoir. Note that each component T i,j

0 shows the directed connection
j → i, i.e., from node j at time n to node i at time n+ 1. The higher order Tp (p = 1, 2, . . . k) matrices contain the
corrections (still in the linear regime) to the connection weights following the reservoir activation. These transfer
matrices express both excitatory connections (positive values) and inhibitory connections (negative values).

4.6 Testing and Performance Metrics

Model performance was examined by several validation paths: 1. Evaluating training and validation loss and tuning
model parameters α, m and the integration time (see Supplementary Materials). 2. Benchmarking the connectivity
matrix using synthetic data; 3. Estimating the prediction accuracy of the network spatio-temporal response using
experimental and synthetic data.

4.6.1 Connectivity Map

By obtaining the Intrinsic Connectivity Matrix, T0 from Eq. (14), we are able to build a network graph corresponding to
the interactions between the nodes of the given network. We assume that the intrinsic connections, described by the
weights of T0, depict the main component of the short term interaction between the nodes, and hence they describe, to
some extent, the effective connectivity between the different populations (or circuits) in the network.

To assess the accuracy of the connectivity predictions derived from Eq. (14), we utilized two categories of metrics: 1.
binary metrics (determining the presence or absence of connections) and 2. weight prediction metrics. The former was
assessed using ROC curves, while the latter was evaluated through Pearson Correlation Coefficient, ρ(X,Y ). Ground
truth connections were established as an input to NEST simulation, as detailed in Section 4.7. This simulation generated
electrophysiological data based on the provided structural information, which was subsequently employed for training
the model in order to derive the connectivity map. It’s important to emphasize that the comparison of connectivity
can only be conducted using synthetic data, as this specific information cannot be derived a priori from a biological
neuronal culture without additional processing.

In the ROC analysis, we designated ’1’ for any non-zero weights in the ground truth connectivity matrix, denoted as
TGT , and ’0’ for zero values. In contrast, the model-predicted connections were categorized as ’1’ or ’0’ using a range
of custom thresholds based on the evaluation of True Positive Rate (TPR) versus False Positive Rate (FPR) for each of
these thresholds.

As for the more precise prediction metric, we used the Pearson Correlation Coefficient, since it evaluates the similarity
of two multi-dimensional datasets regardless of the scale of each one of them. We therefore calculated ρ(T0, TGT ),
where T0, TGT are the intrinsic connectivity matrix obtained by the model (Eq. (14)) and the ground truth matrix,
respectively. Note that for the propriety of calculation of ρ, T0 and TGT are transformed into 1D vectors, where each
component corresponds to a weight of a specific connection.

To assess the performance of this model in terms of functional connectivity retrieval, we conducted a comparison using
both the Pearson correlation coefficient and the Area Under Curve (AUC) of the ROC. We benchmarked our model
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against connectivity matrices obtained from previously developed methods. Notably, the Cross-Correlation (CC) and
Transfer Entropy (TE) methods emerged as the most effective approaches among the existing ones. To obtain the
connectivity matrices generated by these methods, denoted as TCC and TTE respectively, we employed the SpiCoDyn
toolbox, as described in Reference [24]. Subsequently, we calculated the correlation coefficients ρ(TCC , TGT ) and
ρ(TTE , TGT ) to measure their similarity against the ground truth connectivity matrix.

4.6.2 Response Prediction Test

For the purpose of this test, we followed in this work a unique procedure path, where the training and validation steps
were performed on spontaneous activity dataset, which originates in the basal activity driven by local or global small
perturbations in the network. These spontaneous network bursts, which can also be referred as the fundamental noise of
the network, are assumed to provide the information needed to decode macroscopically the relationships between the
network circuits. Given a trained model we possess the time propagation operator (1) (given by (3)-(8)), such that by
giving an initial network state y[0] we could reproduce (or predict) the state of the network at the following time steps
y[1],y[2] . . .y[k], by propagating y[0] in time. Assuming that by training, the model has acquired the functional and
structural properties of the neuronal network up to some degree of validity, it is then possible to test the response of the
network to a specific input, which the model possibly has not been trained on. The modeled response is produced in the
following manner:

Ỹ(Nt) =

[
ỹ[1] ỹ[2] ỹ[3] · · · ỹ[Nt]

]
(15)

where Ỹ ∈ RNch×Nt is the prediction time trace matrix of Nt time steps. Each column ỹ[n] ∈ RNch×1 represents the
network state at time step n, where:

ỹ[n] = F̂n{yin} (16)

i.e., n steps propagation of the initial state yin = ỹ[0], representing the stimulus input. It is worth noting that the
input signal is not modeled in physical representation, such as a pulse with a defined temporal profile, rather it is
represented as an input vector with dimensions Nch × 1, translated to the model attributes, where the spatial elements
of the vector correspond to the spatial representation of the macroscopic network (the electrodes layout); the one
column representation infers that the impulse is given during one time-step persisting for one integration time; and the
amplitude of the stimulus corresponds to the normalized instantaneous spike-rate, as was coded in the training data.
This representation of the impulse describes the effective pre-synaptic impulse given around the target population.

For the test data, we prepared datasets from experiments of evoked activity driven by a localized stimulus (optical,
electrical or simulated on NEST). The experimental response is a recorded time trace of the network activity within a
fixed time window following a stimulus, presenting the instantaneous spike rate (ISR) in small time bins, corresponding
to one time step set as the integration time in the model, and averaged over numerous stimuli. This time histogram is
known in literature as Post-Stimulus Time-Histogram (PSTH).

Similar to the approach used in connectivity prediction, we employ two types of metrics here: 1. ROC curves, which
are associated with the responsiveness or unresponsiveness of each channel. 2. The Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE)
measures the disparity between the actual and predicted temporal response profiles for each channel.

In establishing the ground truth for the ROC curve, we designated a channel as ’1’ (indicating a responsive electrode) if
it displayed, in at least half of the repeated stimuli, at least one time bin in the PSTH with a value corresponding to
one spike per this time bin; and ’0’ otherwise. The prediction values were determined as the maximum value among
the elements of the matrix Ỹ, representing the peak of each channel’s predicted PSTH. Subsequently, the ROC curve
analysis was conducted in a manner consistent with the procedure described above for the connectivity map prediction
metric.

Regarding the temporal response profile metric, due to the hypothesized disparities described above between the physical
and the modeled input signals, we expected the modeled response to have certain inaccuracies in the temporal profile of
a single electrode, such as temporal distortion of the signal or time shift. To take into account these considerations, we
followed the following accuracy evaluation procedure. Let Ỹ and Yo be the predicted and the experimental response
respectively, we then calculate the following parameters:

• The time integrated response for each electrode (approximated by trapezoid integration):

ςi(Nt) =
1

2

Nt−1∑
n=1

[
yi[n] + yi[n+ 1]

]
, i = 1, 2, 3...Nch (17)
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• Weighting each channel by its response:

χi =
max(ςi, ς̃i)∑
i max(ςi, ς̃i)

(18)

where (ςi, ς̃i) are the integrated response for the observed and the model predicted time trace at channel i,
respectively.

For the evaluating the accuracy of the predicted response, we use the following metrics:

• For each pair (yo,i[n], ỹi[n]) we define the Cross-root-mean-squared error function (XRMSE) by:

XRMSEi[τ ] =

τmax∑
τ=−τmax

√√√√ Nt∑
n=1

wy[n, τ ]
(
yo,i[n]− ỹi[n− τ ]

)2

(19)

where τ is the time shift between the observation time trace yo and the predicted time trace ỹ, τmax is the
maximal time shift (in time steps) taken for estimation (in our calculations we set τmax = 10); wy is a weight
coefficient of each time point, expressed by:

wy[n, τ ] =
yo,i[n] + ỹi[n− τ ]∑
n

(
yo,i[n] + ỹi[n− τ ]

) (20)

• Finding the time lag in which the error is minimal:

εi = min
τ

(XRMSEi[τ ])

τl,i = argmin
τ

(XRMSEi[τ ])
(21)

• Evaluation of the aggregated error of the response prediction:

R̄ =
∑
i

χi · εi (22)

and the aggregated time lag of the prediction:

τ̄l =
∑
i

χi · τl,i (23)

Below are the considerations for the preceding metric evaluation:

• The XRMSE metric was introduced to assess the predictive accuracy of signals featuring a peak and to account
for temporal misalignment.

• The introduction of weights wy[n, τ ] serves the purpose of diminishing the significance of zero or low values,
as recurrent predictions in subsequent points are considered trivial.

• The introduction of the weights χi was aimed at assigning greater significance to channels exhibiting stronger
responses.

To characterize these metrics based on the data that the model has been trained on, we have introduced the following
parameter related to the dataset:

q ≜
Nt

Npop
(24)

where q is defined as the data richness parameter. Nt is the total number of time steps used in the training and Npop is
the number of populations.

4.7 MEA model

As ground truth connections among neuronal populations recorded by MEA electrodes are not available for in-vitro
neural networks, an in-silico model (MEA model) has been developed for which connections are known a priori,
thus allowing direct comparison with RC model prediction. The basic network unit of the MEA model is defined as
population, which is composed of a fixed number of point-process neurons described by Izhikevich equations [25],
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Figure 4: (a) Raster Plot of simulated electrophysiological activity of an in-silico network composed of 16 populations.
(b) example of log-ISI distribution of population 0 of the same simulation depicted in the raster plot. The log-ISI
histogram has been obtained as described in [30].

parametrized to follow the dynamic of regular-spiking neurons [26]. Each neuron inside a population is connected to
all neighboring neurons (intra-population connections) and the different populations are then connected randomly to
a variable number of the others (inter-population connections). Specifically, a connection between two populations
is obtained by connecting each neuron of population i to n randomly sampled neurons of population j. This network
architecture has been chosen to recreate highly interconnected hubs[27], represented by single populations, which
should resemble neuronal assembles surrounding actual MEA electrodes for which action potentials are recorded.
Instead, connections among different populations resemble long-range relationships between neurons. For both intra-
and inter-population connections, different types of synapses — static and plastic — have been used. The weight values
are derived from uniform distributions, with the range being set differently for excitatory and inhibitory connections,
with the seconds having a higher absolute value to account for the lower number (proportion over the network of
80/20%, respectively). In order to replicate the spontaneous activity displayed by neuronal cultures, a piecewise constant
current with a Gaussian-distributed amplitude has been injected into each neuron to reproduce the fluctuation in the
membrane potential (noise component). Moreover, Poisson spike trains addressed either to all neurons or just one
neuron inside populations, have been utilized to replicate spikes occurring from neurons in the culture not detected
by MEA electrodes (background activity). The final output of MEA model is obtained by collecting spike times of
each population’s neuron and by sorting them temporally, thus obtaining a spike train for each population, which
resembles the spike train acquired after performing spike detection on the raw multi-unit activity signal sampled by
a MEA electrode[28]. Additionally, a connectivity matrix (CM) outlining links between populations is obtained. In
particular, each entry i,j indicates a link between populations i and j, and its weight value is a weighted average of all
inter-population connection weights by the firing probability of every source neuron in population i. The weighted
average has been selected to take into account not just structural connections but also the functional relationships across
populations. Different configurations have been tested with networks composed from 4 up to 60 populations. Moreover,
to test the ability of the RC model to retrieve the connectivity of the in-silico model, networks composed of clusters of
populations have been created, where inter-population connections were allowed only between populations belonging
to the same cluster. Furthermore, populations whose inter-population connections were only inhibitory have been used
to evaluate the capacity of the RC model to distinguish between excitatory and inhibitory synapses.

The model has been tuned to reproduce the dynamics exhibited by in-vitro neuronal networks. In particular, simulations
show a mix of spiking and bursting activities as visible by the raster plot depicted in Fig.4a, with an average firing rate
(AFR - spikes/s) in line with the experimental recordings. Moreover, the log-ISI distribution has been calculated for
each population, as visible in Fig.4b, to monitor the dynamic of the network, as in general in-vitro cultures showing
bursting activity are characterized by electrodes whose log-ISI histograms appear bimodal [29].
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Supplementary Materials

I Experimental procedures

I.a Culture Preparation

In the preparation of primary neuron cultures, animals at 17/18 days of gestation were utilized, and all procedures
conducted at the University of Trento in Italy strictly adhered to the approved ethical guidelines and regulations. To
extract neurons from embryonic cortex tissue, we used the following protocol: initially, we decapitated the embryos
and dissected their cortex under sterile conditions within a laminar flow cabinet, utilizing a standard dissection buffer
enriched with glucose (HBSS). Afterward, we replaced the dissection buffer with 5ml of 0.25% trypsin-EDTA (Gibco)
and allowed the tissues to incubate for 20 minutes in order to promote cell dissociation. Subsequently, to halt the action
of trypsin, we introduced 5ml of DMEM medium supplemented with 10% FBS. We gently pipetted the solution and
employed an appropriate strainer for neuron isolation. Following this, we subjected the separated cells to centrifugation
at 1900 rpm for 5 minutes, effectively removing the superficial solution (DMEM,10% FBS, P/S). Finally, we added
a seeding medium comprising DMEM, 10% FBS, and P/S until the cell concentration reached 1700 cells/µl. In our
experimental procedure, we carefully dispensed 80µl of cell solution into each chip, employing a droplet technique and
targeting the central region of the chips. These chips had been pre-coated with Poly-D-Lysine (PDL) and laminin. After
a 2.5-hour incubation period, we proceeded to introduce the nourishing medium, consisting of Neurobasal supplemented
with 1% B27, 1% Glutamax, and 1% P/S.

In order to ectopically express ChR2 in primary neuronal culture, we diluted 0.2µl of pAAV-hSyn-hChR2(H134R)-
EYFP (#26973) in 100µl of standard feeding medium, which is composed of Penicillin-Streptomycin (10,000 U/mL)
(1% v/v), GlutaMAX Supplement (1% v/v), B-27 supplement (50X) (2% v/v) and Neurobasal. All of these substances
were purchased from Gibco. We then incubate the culture for 24 hours with the previously mentioned viral vector
solution. Half of the medium was replaced with standard feeding medium following the incubation period. After six or
seven days, the expression of EYFP can be used to track the expression of ChR2.

I.b MEA Recordings

The electrophysiological signals were recorded using MEA-2100mini system of Multichannel Systems GmbH (MCS).
The microelectrode array chips used in our experiments were 60MEA-200/30iR-Ti-gr by MCS, which are chips with 60
titanium-nitride electrodes embedded in glass and surrounded by a glass ring. The electrodes are of 30µm diameter,
where the horizontal and vertical spacing between each pair of electrodes is of 200µm. The MEA-2100mini system
collects the signals through a headstage device. Then the signals undergo amplification and filtering. The system is then
connected to a PC through an interface board. The recording is performed using MCS experimenter software, where the
signals can be digitally filtered, inceptively-analyzed and tracked in real-time. We sampled the signals at 20KHz. The
recorded files are then saved and exported for a secondary offline analysis

I.c Optical Stimulation

In some experiments, we employed optical stimulation to activate ChR2-expressing neurons. This method enables a
more precise and localized manipulation of neural activity, stimulating specific regions within the network, as opposed
to the broader influence of electrical stimulation. As the light source we used a Digital Light Processor (DLP) system.
The system is a DLP E4500, which includes 3 LEDs, optics, a WXGA DMD (Wide Extended Graphics Array Digital
Micro-mirror Device) and a driver board. The light engine can produce approximately 150 lumen at 15W LED power
consumption. The blue LED (488nm) which is used in this work has a power of 600mW. The light from the LEDs
impinges on the DMD which has 1039680 mirrors arranged in 912 columns by 1140 rows with a diamond array
configuration. Each of these mirrors has two main possible inclinations that reflect the light in a different direction.
This system allows to get patterned illumination with pre-loaded and custom patterns that can be chosen through the
DLP E4500 software. Moreover, these patters can be pulsed in time, with both an internal or external trigger, with a
nominal precision down to µs. The system supports 1-, 2-, 3-, 4-, 5-, 6-, 7-, and 8-bit images with a 912 columns ×
1140 rows resolution. These images are pixel accurate, meaning that each pixel corresponds to a micro-mirror on the
DMD. The light coming from the DLP system is collimated and aligned to the optical path of the microscope from
the rear port of the system. As can be seen in FIG. The light from the DLP is collected by a macro TAMRON 90mm
AF2.5 objective and the light pattern is imaged on the sample plane, where the MEA chip is located, a by 10× objective,
while passing through a dichroic mirror (Chroma T505lpxr-UF1) which acts like a high-pass filter, reflecting all the
wavelengths smaller than 505nm.

The ChR2-infected culture could be in parallel imaged using a microscopy system, where the signal of the green
fluorescent protein (GFP) expressed by the ChR2 infected cells, is transmitted through a dichroic filter and detected by

14



A PREPRINT

a CMOS camera. The culture image allows to direct the desired light pattern from the DLP directly to the region of
interest in the culture.

II Data Pre-Processing

This sub-section details the electrophysiological data preprocessing method for the training datasets employed in the
RC model. This process converts the raw electrical signals into data batches that capture episodes of notable culture
activity. It’s worth noting that the intermediary algorithms within this procedure are flexible and can be tailored to
specific requirements since they are not essential for the model’s functionality.

II.a Spike and Burst Detection

Following MEA recordings, the raw data was exported from MCS software and analyzed using a custom code written
in Python. First the raw signals recorded on MEA were digitally filtered with a band-pass Butterworth filter with cutoff
frequencies 0.3 and 3 KHz. Spikes were detected using the PTSD algorithm [31], setting the differential threshold (DF)
to 8, refractory period (RP) to 1ms a

After detecting spikes, we proceeded to apply a burst detection algorithm inspired by the approach outlined in Ref.
[30], but with some minor modification. By utilizing the spike trains, we derived the inter-spike intervals (ISI) for
each channel within the recording. Subsequently, data from all channels was aggregated into a single ISI histogram,
constructed with fixed bins of ∆ log10{ISI} = 0.1 (in units of log10(s). The ISI threshold was then calculated by the
following algorithm:

• Detect local maxima in the ISI histogram.
• Sort maxima by their significance, where significance is determined by Speak = p ·w; p is the peak prominence

and w is the peak full-width at half-prominence (FWHP).
• Choose the most significant peak within the bins between -3 and -2, corresponding to 1-10 ms, characterizing

typical inter-burst intervals [30].
• Select the most significant peak within the bins spanning from -3 to -2, which corresponds to the range of 1 to

10 milliseconds. This peak characterizes the typical fast intra-burst intervals (for each channel).
• Choose the most significant peak within the bins greater than -2, corresponding to intervals longer than 10

milliseconds. This peak characterizes the typical inter-burst intervals (for each channel).
• calculate the ISI threshold by:

log10(ISIth) =
xl + wl/2 + xr − wr/2

2
(25)

where xl, xr are the bin value of the left and right peaks, respectively; wl, wr are the FWHP of the left and
right peaks, respectively.

Following that, bursts were identified in each temporal sequence, provided that it contained a minimum of three spikes
with inter-spike intervals ISI(i,j) ≤ ISIth, where i, j are the burst and channel indices, respectively. Consequently,
bursts starting time ti,jB were registered.

In the subsequent phase, we examined instances where bursting activity spread across the culture, indicating periods
when bursts were detected on multiple channels within a specific time frame - also known as Network Bursts (NBs) [].
NB was identified if burst occurred on at least two distinct channels j and k with respective starting times, tjB and tkB ,
were separated by a time interval no greater than ⟨LB⟩/2, where ⟨LB⟩ is the average length of a burst. Consequently,
NB starting times tjNB were registered.

II.b Integration Time

A fundamental principle underpinning the RC model is the utilization of rate coding for the transmission of neural
information. Consequently, the training data was structured as a time sequence representing the network state, encoded
in spike-rate values. This approach was based on the assumption that there exists a characteristic range of neural
spike integration time (found to be within a timescale of a few milliseconds), defining the information processing
duration for individual circuits or populations within the system. We empirically demonstrated a close correspondence
between the integration time and the peak of the inter-burst-interval (IBI) histogram within the 1-10 millisecond range.
This IBI histogram was constructed using intervals between consecutive bursts across all channels, employing the
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procedure described earlier in Section II.a, which is also used for the inter-spike-interval (ISI) histogram. The spike
traces are subsequently segmented into time bins that correspond to the integration time, where each bin expresses the
instantaneous spike rate (ISR). Accordingly, we transform the spike trains data to ISR data:

D[ch, t] → Σ[ch, n] (26)

D and Σ represent 2D matrices, where the first dimension is indexed as ch to denote channels, and the second dimension
represents the time domain. Specifically, D serves as the complete spike train dataset, containing firing times denoted
as tf :

D[i, t] =
∑
f

δ(t− ti,f ) (27)

Σ is the time-binned spikes matrix, where n serves as the bin index, later identified as the unit time step:

Σ[i, n] =
1

tint

tn∑
t=tn−1

D[i, t], tn = n · tint (28)

tint is the integration time.

II.c Training and Validation Data

Expanding upon the steps described in the previous subsections, we generate the training and validation datasets. To
ensure a consistent domain for the RC model across all datasets, we standardize the ISR data within the Σ matrix,
scaling its values to fall within the range of 0 to 1. Subsequently, we construct the dataset by extracting data batches
from Σ in segments from the full-length data, employing the following approach:

Σ
[
ch, nj : nj +Nj +∆− 1

]
→ Yj

[
ch, 1 : Lj

NB +∆
]

(29)

Σ is the normalized Σ matrix; nj refers to the time-bin associated with the time tjNB , which marks the beginning
of the jth NB (as discussed in Section II.a). Nj denotes the duration of the jth NB, specified in the number of time
bins. The parameter ∆ is used to accommodate extra time steps, guaranteeing the inclusion of the latter part of the NB.
Accordingly, the matrix Yj represents the training batch number j.

Subsequently, we distribute the batches in a shuffled manner, allocating 85% of them for training and reserving the
remaining 15% for validation.

III Model Parametrization

We can categorize the model’s parameterization (Section 4) into three distinct types: fixed parameters- matrices Wres,
Win, and Ŝ; trainable parameters represented by Wout; and hyperparameters m and α.

As discussed in Section 4, the fixed parameters consist of randomized matrices adhering to specific constraints. One
of our key assessments of the model involved investigating the stability of the model’s predictions (connectivity or
response) concerning the initialization of these fixed matrices. To achieve this, we conducted the training process a total
of Nrep times (typically between 5 and 10 repetitions) and examined the consistency of the model’s outcomes.

For instance, in the lasso regression (Eq. 9), the optimal Wout was determined for each set of Wres, Win, and Ŝ . We
specifically evaluated the stability of connections within the intrinsic connectivity matrix (ICM), T0 (Eq. 14). This
matrix results from the product of Wout and Ŝ with Win. We assessed the consistency of connections in the ICM
across different training sessions, quantifying it as the ICM confidence as follows:

ΓCM = 1− max(σT0
)

max |⟨T0⟩|
(30)

Here, ΓCM represents the confidence value, σT0
stands for the standard deviation of the connection weights across

the repetitions, and ⟨T0⟩ denotes the mean connection weights averaged over the repetitions. FIGURE BALALA The
assessment of response prediction stability, as outlined in Section 4.6.2, involved conducting the test with multiple
initializations and calculating the mean response. The degree of stability is visualized by the error bars, which represent
the standard deviation of the predicted response for each channel (Fig. ,Section 4.6.2)

Regarding the hyperparameters m and α, we characterized their effect on model outcomes in all steps: Validation,
Connectivity prediction and Response prediction.
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Figure 5: Caption
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