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We demonstrate that our recently developed theory of electric field wave propagation in anisotropic
and inhomogeneous brain tissues, which has been shown to explain a broad range of observed
coherent synchronous brain electrical processes, also explains the spiking behavior of single neurons,
thus bridging the gap between the fundamental element of brain electrical activity (the neuron) and
large-scale coherent synchronous electrical activity.

Our analysis indicates that the membrane interface of the axonal cellular system can be math-
ematically described by a nonlinear system with several small parameters. This allows for the
rigorous derivation of an accurate yet simpler nonlinear model following the formal small parame-
ter expansion. The resulting action potential model exhibits a smooth, continuous transition from
the linear wave oscillatory regime to the nonlinear spiking regime, as well as a critical transition
to a non-oscillatory regime. These transitions occur with changes in the criticality parameter and
include several different bifurcation types, representative of the various experimentally detected
neuron types.

This new theory overcomes the limitations of the Hodgkin-Huxley model, such as the inability to
explain extracellular spiking, efficient brain synchronization, saltatory conduction along myelinated
axons, and a variety of other observed coherent macroscopic brain electrical phenomena. We also
show that the standard cable axon theory can be recovered by our approach, using the very crude
assumptions of piece-wise homogeneity and isotropy. However, the diffusion process described by
the cable equation is not capable of supporting action potential propagation across a wide range of
experimentally reported axon parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Hodgkin and Huxley model for axonal electric sig-
naling [1] is a cornerstone of modern neuroscience and
serves as the basis for the development of a wide range of
complex models of brain electrical communication. This
model, and a host of variations (e.g., [2–5]), (hereafter
collectively referred to as HH) is based on the postulate
that axons possess multiple voltage gated channels that
open and close in synchrony thereby producing a coher-
ent persistent electrical wave or ’spike’ traveling along
the axon. In order to parameterize experimentally ob-
served spikes in support of this view, HH developed a
model described by a reaction-diffusion process. How-
ever, despite the general utility, and universal acceptance
of this model, several incontrovertible facts suggest its in-
compatibility with observed brain electrical activity, such
as its inability to account for extracellular spiking, ef-
ficient brain synchronization, and saltatory conduction
along myelinated axons, to name just a few.

In retrospect, this should not be surprising, as the HH
model was never derived from first physical principles,
but was an ad hoc construction based on a very simple
model motivated more by its flexibility than its adherence
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to any first physical principles of electrodynamics. After
all, a general multiparametric reaction-diffusion equa-
tion constructed with multiple time constants, thresh-
olds, and power laws can empirically fit a multitude of
physical systems, including the hypothesized neuron with
multiple voltage gated channels, even if it is not the cor-
rect physical model. That trouble was brewing should
have been evident from the fact that this asynchronous,
seemingly incoherent spiking activity at scales of a single
neuron appeared inconsistent with observed oscillatory
and wave-like patterns that are coherent across a wide
range of spatial and temporal scales [6]. Attempts to
reconcile these seemingly incompatible views led to the
development of networks of incoherently spiking neurons
[7–9]. However, because the original HH model is too
complicated to describe even relatively small networks,
these networks models were modified to be based on
a very simplified but now ubiquitous model of a leaky
integrate-and-fire (LIF) neuron where a single threshold
and time constant replaces all the multiple gates, cur-
rents, channels and thresholds [2–5, 10–12]. The unfor-
tunate consequence is that, rather than reconciling the
two views, they now became incompatible, as LIF equa-
tions do not have a mechanism for any type of non-linear
resonance to generate the sustained coherent traveling
waves characteristic of neuronal “spiking” [13].

The source of these difficulties can be traced back to
the lack of an accurate physical model of electric field
dynamics that includes wave propagation and interaction
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in the anisotropic and inhomogeneous neural tissues. In
an effort to address this deficiency, we developed such a
theory which predicted the existence of previously undis-
covered weakly evanescent transverse cortical brain waves
(WETCOW) generated at surfaces (or interfaces) in neu-
ral tissues as a direct consequence of their anisotropy
and inhomogeneity. This theory was shown to describe a
wide range of observed coherent macroscopic brain elec-
trical activity, including extracellular spiking, hypersyn-
chronous spiking and bursting, neuronal avalanches, and
cortical wave loops [14–17]. However, although the rela-
tionship to wave propagation in single neurons was im-
plicit in these papers, it was not demonstrated explicitly.
We do so in this current paper by applying the WET-
COW theory to an analytical model of a single neuron
with a lipid bilayer with an anisotropic membrane con-
ductivity. The consequence is the generation of waves
of multiple frequencies and wave numbers propagating
in the lipid bilayer axonal membrane that create coher-
ent nonlinear wave states consistent with the spatial-
temporal characteristics of experimentally observed sin-
gle neuron action potentials.

Further, having derived this directly from first prin-
ciples that incorporate tissue properties, we are able to
directly predict the well known observation that signals
propagate faster along myelinated axons, a result not at-
tainable with the HH model. From a broader perspective,
the demonstration that these coherent persistent travel-
ing non-linear waves are a consequence solely of the elec-
tromagnetic properties of the neuronal tissues suggests
that it may be these waves that modify states of multi-
ple cross-membrane channels, causing them to open and
close, rather the other way around, which would be a fun-
damental shift in the understanding of brain signaling.

II. THEORY

The approach is similar to that developed in our gen-
eral theory [13–20] and is as follows. We begin with the
general form of electromagnetic activity (Maxwell’s equa-
tions), from which we derive the charge continuity equa-
tion in complex anisotropic and inhomogeneous tissues.
This equation is then solved within a cylindrical geome-
try representation of an idealized neuron with an inhomo-
geneous and anisotropic membrane of finite thickness sur-
rounded on its inner and outer surfaces by a homogeneous
isotropically conducting fluids. The key here is the inclu-
sion of a membrane conductivity tensor that provides a
reasonable approximation to the electrical properties of
a lipid bilayer. We then solve the simple linear problem
which demonstrates the existence of surface waves even
for this reduced solution. We then extend this to the
more realistic non-linear problem and demonstrate the
existence of surface waves whose spatiotemporal charac-
teristics match those of observed data of neuronal spik-
ing, though now derived from first principles and thus di-
rectly related to neuronal geometry and microstructure.

A. The charge continuity equation

In the most general form, a description of electromag-
netic activity in axon can be formulated through Maxwell
equations in a medium, that are appropriate both for ex-
tracellular and intracellular regions, [21, 22]

∇ ·D = ρ, ∇×H = J +
∂D

∂t
⇒ ∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · J = 0.

Using the electrostatic potential E = −∇ϕ, Ohm’s law
J = σ ·E (where σ ≡ {σij} is an anisotropic conductiv-
ity tensor), a linear electrostatic property for brain tissue
D = εE, assuming that the scalar permittivity ε is a
“good” function (i.e. it does not go to zero or infinity ev-
erywhere) and making the change of variables ∂x → ε∂x′,
the charge continuity equation for the spatial-temporal
evolution of the potential ϕ can be written in terms of a
permittivity scaled conductivity tensor Σ = {σij/ε} as

∂

∂t

(
∇2ϕ

)
= −∇ ·Σ · ∇ϕ+ F , (1)

where we have allowed for the influence of other sources
by the inclusion of a source (or forcing) term F , that
may have both linear and nonlinear parts. This can be
written in tensor notation as

∂t∂
2
i ϕ+ ∂i (Σij∂jϕ) = 0, (2)

where repeating indices denotes summation.

B. The conductivity tensor of the lipid bilayer

As shown in our earlier work [14], the existence of elec-
tric field surface waves is predicated on the inhomogene-
ity and anisotropy of the neural tissues. Remarkably,
though, this does not require an exceedingly accurate
characterization of tissue microstructure. Rather, local
average tissue parameterizations are sufficient to make
accurate predictions of complex local and long-range non-
linear wave propagation properties. This is an important
point, as there is a huge body of literature focused on sug-
gesting the need for very accurate complex tissue mod-
els to accurately predict observed coherent macroscopic
electromagnetic brain activity. As demonstrated in our
previous publications, this is not the case [13–20].
The same holds true for the single axon case consid-

ered here, where a reasonable model for the membrane
conductivity tensor Σm can be constructed using a set
of pretty general assumptions and results in the gener-
ation of surface waves in the lipid membrane. First, it
is assumed that both the along-axon (i.e., axial z) and
across-axon (i.e., radial r) electric fields will generate cur-
rents not only along the electric filed direction (i.e., along
z and r, respectively) but will also generate currents that
are perpendicular to the field (i.e., along r and z, respec-
tively). That is, for radial (along r) fields Σzr ̸= 0 and for
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axial (along z) fields Σrz ̸= 0. Based only on these sym-
metry considerations, the membrane conductivity tensor
Σm is assumed to have the following non-diagonal, asym-
metric form

Σm =

(
Σrr(ϕ) Σrz(ϕ)
Σzr(ϕ) Σzz(ϕ)

)
, (3)

where we indicate the fact that Ohm’s law inside the
membrane is non-linear by adding a dependence of the
conductivity tensor components on scalar potential ϕ.
The currents generated parallel to the field are not ex-
pected to be equal (i.e. Σrr ̸= Σzz) nor would be
equal the currents generated perpendicular to the field
(Σrz ̸= Σzr).

C. Axon model

Both equations (1) and (2) are appropriate for
anisotropic and inhomogeneous media in general geome-
try. However, for the purposes of this paper it is sufficient
to consider an idealized model for an axon represented by
a cylindrical shell of diameter d created by a membrane
of thickness δ (that for myelinated axons includes the
thickness of the myelin layers as well) that separates two
homogeneous isotropically conducting fluids inside and
outside of the shell with scaled conductivities Σi = σi/εi
and Σe = σe/εe. The conductivity inside the thin mem-
brane is highly anisotropic and is specified in tensor form
of the axially symmetric conductivity tensorΣm given by
(3).

Experimental measurements have shown that extracel-
lular and intracellular conductivities are similar to that
of sea water (∼4 S/m), or more exactly in the range from
0.28 S/m to 2.9 S/m for extracellular σe and intracellu-
lar σi [21, 22], and permittivities εe and εi are around
7× 10−10 F/m. Thus both Σi and Σe are very large, on
the order of 1010 Hz.
The conductivity of the membrane is significantly

smaller. The values vary and can be assumed to be in
the range from as low as 10−13 S/m or as high as 10−5

[21], with typical values around 10−9 S/m [22]. With
comparable or slightly smaller values for the membrane
dielectric permittivity εm ∼ 10−11 F/m it gives for the
membrane scaled conductivity |Σ| range estimate from
10−2 to 102 Hz, hence the ratio of the conductivities of
the membrane and the extracellular/intracellular media
is as small as 10−8 to 10−12.
Because of this significant difference in scaled conduc-

tivities between the membrane and the surrounding flu-
ids, for the analysis of electrodynamic processes near the
membrane in the frequency range characteristic of ax-
onal signaling it can be reasonably assumed that both
extracellular and intracellular fluids act as very good
(even perfect) conductors that keep the potential drop
across the membrane at the resting potential value of
−V0 (V0 ∼65 mV). This allows using all variables nor-
malized to the resting potential and scaled conductivity

tensor of the internal fluids. Specifically, all the vari-
ables in equations (1) and (2) are normalized as r → r/d,
Σij → Σij/Σ

i, t → tΣi, and ϕ → ϕ/V0. We will also in-
troduce normalized frequencies (ω → ω/Σi) and radial
(κ → κd) and axial (k → kd) wave numbers that will
be used later. For the normalized membrane thickness
(δ → δ/d) it will be assumed that δ < 1. Often the
difference between d and δ is significant so that δ ≪ 1.

A simplified schematic picture of this anisotropic elec-
tric field – electric current geometry is shown in Fig. 1,
although it is shown not to scale as δ ≪ 1 and all the
anisotropic currents should be shown in the very thin
boundary layer and not far outside of the 1 ≤ r ≤ 1 + δ
ring. Nevertheless, the schematics can be useful to em-
phasize the highly anisotropic structure of the voltage-
current relationship when the membrane interface is
present.

δ′

d

δ′

δ′

d

δ′

J⃗ E⃗ J⃗ E⃗ J⃗ E⃗ J⃗

J⃗ J⃗ J⃗ J⃗E⃗ E⃗ E⃗

J⃗

J⃗
J⃗

J⃗
E⃗

E⃗

E⃗

E⃗

FIG. 1. Schematic picture of an axial (top) and a radial (bot-
tom) sections of the axon. A radial component of an electric

field E⃗ inside the axon produces only a radial component of
a current J⃗ with typical isotropic conductivity. But a pres-
ence of cross-membrane channels results in appearance of non
isotropic dependence of current as a response to a supplied
electric field, giving rise to axial (top) and azimuthal (bot-

tom) components of the current.
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D. Solutions to the field equations

The solution to the charge continuity equation (2)
within this anisotropic and inhomogeneous axon geom-
etry is all that is required to explain the generation of
surface waves that propagate through the extracellular-
intracellular membrane interface. We emphasize that this
is a derivation from first physical principles, in contradis-
tinction to the standard model constructed from multiple
empirical equations with multiple empirically fitted con-
stants [1]. To simplify the math in a similar fashion as
our previously published work [14] and provide a more
intuitively clear result, we will assume the axon to be
described by an axially symmetric cylindrical geometry
[21], although, generally speaking, for δ ≪ 1 this is not
absolutely necessary.

Defining

u ≡

 1
r

∂
∂r r

∂
∂z

 , Σ ≡
(
Σrr Σrz

Σzr Σzz

)
, v ≡

∂ϕ
∂r

∂ϕ
∂z

 (4)

equation (1) can be written for a single axon in cylindrical
(r, z) coordinate system as

∂

∂t

(
ut · v

)
= −ut ·Σ · v (5)

Because of the huge difference in scaled conductances in-
side and outside of the bilayer membrane, the assumption
of perfectly conducting boundary condition on both sides
of the membrane bilayer is accurate and explicit solutions
for the extracellular and the intracellular space are not
required. It is only necessary to solve equation (5) inside
the ring 1 ≤ r ≤ 1 + δ. We will seek the solution in the
form

ϕ(r, z, t) = ϕ0(r) + ϕ′(r, z, t), (6)

ϕ0(r) =
ln r

ln(1 + δ)
≈ 1

δ
ln r, (7)

where ϕ0(r) is a stationary, time independent (or equi-
librium) solution of the equation (5) inside the ring
1 ≤ r ≤ 1 + δ, such that ϕ0(r) ≤ 1 anywhere inside
the ring whereas outside the ring ϕ0(r) = 0 for r ≤ 1 and
ϕ0(r) = 1 for r ≥ 1 + δ.
The solution to the field equations can be approached

at two levels of accuracy, a simplified but intuitive linear
version, and a more accurate but complex non-linear ver-
sion, by formally expanding the nonlinear dependence of
the conductivity tensor in dimensionless form into Taylor
series as

Σ(ϕ) = Σ0 +
V

V0
Σ′ϕ+ . . . , (8)

where Σ0 ≡ Σ(ϕ)|ϕ=0 and Σ′ ≡ ∂Σ(ϕ)

∂ϕ

∣∣∣∣
ϕ=0

(9)

where (8) has been constructed with an adjustable nor-
malization V to facilitate the inclusion of external con-
ditions such as those prevalent in a wide range of exper-
iments. For example, it can be set to the equilibrium
value of a voltage drop across the membrane for voltage
clamping experiments.
Without a loss of generality we can assume that the ze-

roth order terms are axisymmetric, with average dimen-
sionless cross membrane conductivity 0 < Σ0

rr ≡ Σ0 ≪ 1,
average conductivity along the membrane (that possibly
is significantly smaller) Σ0

zz = ϵΣ0
rr (ϵ < 1), and zero

off-diagonal terms Σ0
rz = Σ0

zr = 0, i.e.,

Σ0 = Σ0

(
1 0
0 ϵ

)
. (10)

With this positive definite matrix form used for Σ0

the only solution that can be obtained from the equation
(5) will correspond to the loss of the electrostatic field
energy in the membrane. In order to be able to com-
pensate for this loss and to keep the potential difference
across the membrane at a fixed “resting potential” level
some additional mechanisms are required. In axons this
happens by adding energy through ATP-mediated diffu-
sion. For the purpose of this paper, we are not interested
in the details of this process and we will just assume that
it provides required amount of energy to keep the cross
membrane voltage drop at a constant level.
Because of the different concentrations of the different

ions in extracellular and intracellular fluids (in particular,
sodium and potassium ions), it has been known for a long
time that nonlinear membrane properties show a positive
feedback effect for the radial current-voltage relationship
[21]. In terms of the nonlinear passive response produced
by the conductivity tensor it means that some of the Σ′

components are negative. At the same time the structure
of Σ′ should guarantee that there is neither total (vol-
ume integrated) additional electrostatic energy loss nor
total electrostatic energy generation produced due to this
nonlinear self coupling, therefore both eigenvalues of Σ′

should be zeros (the eigenvalues of the conductivity ma-
trix are real). As membrane conductivity is normalized
by Σi, we would require that |Σ{... }| ≤ 1, and will as-

sume that both |Σ0
{... }| and |Σ′

{... }| are less than 1. This

limits the structure of Σ′ to the following form

Σ′ = Σ′
(
s⊥xy −s∥x2

s∥y2 −s⊥xy

)
, (11)

where Σ′ = max
∣∣Σ′

ij

∣∣, max(x, y) = 1, min(x, y) ≥ 0, and
both s⊥ and s∥ can either be -1 or 1. As we will see
below, the choice of s∥ between -1 and 1 is not particu-
lar important, as it simply selects different directions of
wave propagation, but the different choice for a sign of
s⊥ selects different scales where wave excitation and/or
damping occurs, that experimentally has been noted as
a different behavior of spiking for Type I and Type II
neurons.



5

Based on experimental results that we cited above
[21, 22], the normalized linear membrane conductivity
is expected to be significantly less than 1 (|Σ0

{... }| ∼
10−8 − 10−12 ≪ 1). Therefore, the assumption for
the first order normalized membrane conductivity that
|Σ′

{... }| < 1 does not require it to be smaller than the lin-

ear normalized membrane conductivity, on the contrary
it may be expected that 1 > |Σ′

{... }| ≫ |Σ0
{... }|.

The solution for the second term ϕ′(r, z, t) in equation
(6) can be expanded using radial and axial eigenmodes of
the linearized system, with perfectly conducting bound-
ary conditions at r = 1 and r = 1 + δ that require that
Ez = 0 or ϕr(1) = ϕr(1 + δ) = 0.

ϕr(r) ∼ R0(κr + η), ϕw(z, t) ∼ e−i(ωkt+kz), (12)

where R0 denotes Bessel functions either of the first
(J0) or the second (Y0) kind, and κ and η can be de-
termined from the boundary conditions, R0(κ + η) =
R0(κ(1 + δ) + η) = 0. Note that the parameters κ in
ϕr(r) plays a similar role as the axial wave number k in
ϕw(z, t) as larger values produce shorter wavelength spa-
tial oscillations, but in the radial direction (although we
are not interested in different radial modes and simply
assume an existence of the longest mode with κδ ∼ 1).
The derivative of radial eigenmode can then be written

dϕr

dr
∼ −κR1(κr + η), (13)

where again R1 denotes Bessel functions either of the first
(J1) or the second (Y1) kind, and R1(κ+η) ≈ ±R1(κ(1+
δ) + η).

Proceeding in a spirit similar to our earlier analysis
[14], we first solve the simpler linear wave analysis prob-
lem by considering only the linear terms in equation (8)
which are independent of z and t, then expand the scope
of the analysis to include the non-linear terms that de-
pend on z and t.

E. Linear wave analysis and surface wave
generation

The linear in ϕ′(r, z, t) terms in equation (5) that
are independent of z and t include from equation (8)
Σ0

{... }, that are constant inside the membrane layer, and

Σ′
{... }ϕ

0(r), that only depend on radius r. Substitut-

ing the eigenmode solutions (12) into (5), multiplying by
ϕr(r)r, and integrating the radial part across the mem-
brane bilayer, we obtain the complex dispersion relation

iΩk ≡ γk + iωk = Λ⊥ + iΛ∥k (14)

and the real Λ⊥ and the imaginary iΛ∥k parts of the dis-
persion correspond to the diagonal and the off diagonal
conductivity tensor components,

γk ≡ Λ⊥ = (γd − γe) , (15)

γd =
Σ0

κ2

(
κ2 + ϵk2

)
, (16)

γe = V̂ Σ′ s⊥xy
κ2

(
κ2Cr

⊥ − k2Cz
⊥
)

δC

≈ V̂ Σ′ s⊥xy
2κ2

(
κ2 − k2

)
, (17)

Λ∥ = V̂ Σ′ C∥
2δC

s∥(x2 + y2)

κ2
≈ V̂ Σ′ s∥(x

2 + y2)

2δκ2
, (18)

in which V̂ ≡ V/V0 is the fractional voltage (i.e., the
fraction of the resting potential occupied by the external
voltage) and

κ2 ≡ κ2 + k2 (19)

The normalization parameters C⊥, C∥, and C are pro-

vided in Appendix 1 by (53). The parameter κ2 can be
viewed as the length (squared) of a vector κκκ = κ+ k in
an abstract vector space that controls the spatial scale
of oscillations in the radial and longitudinal (axial) co-
ordinates of the axon. The component Λ⊥ describes the
damping (γd) or excitation (γe) of the waves while Λ∥ is
related to the wave oscillations ωk. Expressions (16) and
(18) can be approximated as

Λ⊥ ≈ Σ0
[(

κ̂2 + ϵk̂2
)
+ σ̂⊥

(
k̂2 − κ̂2

)]
(20)

Λ∥ ≈ Σ0 σ̂∥
δκ2

, (21)

where κ̂ ≡ κ/κ and k̂ ≡ k/κ are the fractional wave
numbers and

σ̂⊥ ≡ 1

2
V̂ Σ̂ s⊥xy (22)

σ̂∥ ≡ 1

2
V̂ Σ̂ s∥(x

2 + y2) (23)

where Σ̂ ≡ Σ′/Σ0 is the fractional conductivity (i.e., the
ratio of the conductivity perturbation magnitude to the
mean membrane conductivity). The parameters σ̂⊥ and
σ̂∥ are the weightings for the (fractional) radial and lon-
gitudinal wave vector contributions to the radial and par-
allel components, respectively, of the dispersion relation.
Each is scaled by both the fractional voltage and the
fractional conductivity. The radial and longitudinal are
scaled, respectively, by s⊥ = ±1 and s∥ = ±1 that have
been introduced to demonstrate the profoundly different
wave characteristics possible within the available param-
eter ranges of (14).

1. The existence of waves

This solution to the simplified linear problem is suffi-
cient to show a key result - the existence of propagating
surface waves along the axon. To see this, note that for
large k (k ≫ κ) that κ ≈ k so from (21), Λ∥ ∼ 1/k2
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so that the oscillatory component of the dispersion rela-
tion (14) is approximately ωk = Λ∥k ∼ 1/k and thus
exhibits the same inverse proportionality of frequency
and wave number shown in our previous work [14, 15]
(using Cartesian geometry) to generate surface (or in-
terface) electric field waves. The relative magnitude of
the conductivity tensor components in (8) are such that

1 > |Σ′
{... }| ≫ |Σ0

{... }| so that Σ̂ ≫ 1 and thus the frac-

tional conductivities (22) and (23) provide sufficiently
large parameter ranges within the membrane to support
wave excitation.

2. Wave characteristics

The parameters s∥ = ±1 and s⊥ = ±1 were introduced
to delineate the profoundly different parameter regions
of the dispersion relation (14). This can now be shown
directly using (21) and (20).

First consider the parallel component s∥. Note that
phase velocity of the waves is defined as ωk/k = Λ∥ and
thus determined by (21). Changing the sign of the s∥
changes the sign of σ∥ in (23) and thus changes the sign of
the phase velocity (21). That is, it changes the direction
of the wave propagation.

Now consider the perpendicular component s⊥. Its in-
fluence on the solution provides an important new under-
standing of the role of the Nodes of Ranvier. Changing
sign of s⊥ will change the sign of the wave excitation
rate γe (17), i.e., it will result in two different wave exci-
tation patterns. If s⊥ is positive, γe > 0 when k < κ, i.e.,
waves with longer wave length will be excited, which cor-
responds to Type I myelinated axons, where longer wave
lengths are preset by the internodal distances between
the Nodes of Ranvier and the maximum wave length will
be determined by the strongest excitation at the intern-
odal length. For s⊥ = −1 the wave excitation rate γe
will be positive for k > κ and will be increasing with the
increase of the wave number k, hence shorter scale waves
(often at the subthreshold level) and higher frequencies
will be seen, i.e., more representative of unmyelinated
Type II (and possibly some unmyelinated Type I as well)
behavior.

F. Wave speeds and myelination

The dispersion relation allows the calculation of the
wave phase velocity, the rate at which a wave of a single
frequency propagates through the medium. The dimen-
sional wave phase speed V for the component along the
axon from (14) is

V ≡ ωk

k
Σid = Λ∥Σ

id (24)

where the factor Σid appeared as the parameters have
been converted to dimensional form. The simple esti-

mates of wave phase velocity, in particular the depen-
dence of the velocity on axon diameter d, show consistent
behavior with both myelinated and unmyelinated condi-
tions.
a. Myelinated axons For myelinated axons the ratio

of the axon diameter to the total (axon and myelin) di-
ameter is relatively constant (around 0.6-0.8) [23, 24] so
that in our dimensionless units δm ∼ 0.2− 0.4. This de-
termines the radial oscillation spatial wave number κm ∼
π/δm ∼ 5 − 15. As myelination makes the cross mem-
brane conductivity (Σ0

rr) smaller, it effectively decreases
the wave damping γd for all scales smaller than the inter-
node distance. Therefore, we may assume that the inter-
node distance between the Nodes of Ranvier Lm deter-
mines the wavelength of the propagating modes. The
inter-node distance between Nodes of Ranvier Lm can be
as high as 1.5 mm, but typically ranges from 350 µm for
12 µm axon diameter, to 205 µm for 3.4 µm axon diame-
ter [25], to 139 µm for 0.82 µm axon diameter [24] so that
parallel spatial wave number km ∼ 2π/Lm ∼ 0.005−0.05
and κ ≫ km so that κ ≈ κ. Hence, for myelinated axons
the wave phase speed is directly proportional to axonal
diameter (assuming that Σ′

∥ = (x2 + y2)V̂ Σ′/2 ∼ 0.05,

i.e., less than a maximum value of 1 due to multiple layers
of myelin, d is in the units of µm, and a conversion factor
from µm to m is included into the numerical constant)

V = Λ∥Σ
id ∼ 5× 103

Σ′
∥

δmκ2
m

d ∼ (5− 10)d (25)

in units of m/s, giving values of 100-200 m/s for 20 µm
diameter axons which is consistent with published values
[26].
These results also provide an explanation for some re-

cently detected anomalous phenomena of nerve conduc-
tion, such as the observations that in myelinated nerves
the conduction velocity increases with stretch which con-
tradicts existing theories since the diameter decreases on
stretching [36]. However, this agrees well with our results
as stretching increases the intra-nodal distance, hence in-
creases both the wave length and the wave phase velocity
(21).
b. Unmyelinated axons For unmyelinated axons the

membrane diameter is constant δu ∼ 10 nm = 10−2µm
and the wavelength Lu of the propagating modes is go-
ing to be significantly smaller (depending on the small
scale membrane geometry), but it is reasonable to assume
Lu ∼ d/10. That gives for the dimensionless wavenumber
ku ∼ 2πd/Lu ∼ 20π ∼ 102, and κu is again determined
by the same relation κu ∼ π/δu, where δu now is not
fixed, δu = δu/d. Then the expression to the wave speed
as a function of d (assuming maximum value for Σ′

∥ ∼ 1,

and both d and δu in the units of µm)

V = Λ∥Σ
id ∼ 5× 103

Σ′
∥

δuk2u

d2

1 + d2π2/(δ2uk
2
u)

, (26)

giving roughly range from 0.5 to 5 m/s for axon diameters
from 0.1 to 10 µm Thus the wave speeds of myelinated



7

axons are predicted to be around two orders of magni-
tude larger than unmyelinated axons. The importance
of this analysis is not just that these predictions are con-
sistent with measured values but that they were derived
from first principles and therefore based on rather simple
(at least to first order) measurable axon characteristics.
This offers the potential for a better understanding of
brain communication deficits associated with ubiquitous
demyelinating diseases such as multiple sclerosis.

G. Diffusion limits of the cable theory

A standard accepted model for the propagation of the
action potential spike is the so-called cable theory, an ap-
proach developed by Hodgkin and Rushton [27] to model
the passive conduction based on theoretical work on sub-
marine telegraph cables by William Thompson (Lord
Kelvin). This work was further developed and extended
to dendritic spines by Rall [28, 29] who popularized this
approach which has now become an established model
in description of neuronal communication [30–33] with a
host of variations, such as double cables [34, 35]. Be-
cause of the linear cable theory’s ubiquity and univer-
sal acceptance, we take a brief digression in this section
to demonstrate that it is derivable from our more gen-
eral theory described by (5) by making several simplifi-
cations. In doing so, we reveal that the standard cable
theory does not actually support sustained propagation
of the action potential in a wide range of experimentally
reported physiological parameters.

a. Derivation of the cable equation from (5) The im-
portance of tissue anisotropy and inhomogeneity and a
full non-linear analysis to the generation of persistent
surface waves is emphasized by the fact that the cable
equation, which does not produce such waves, can be re-
covered from our general model (5) by ignoring important
components that contribute to these properties, namely
the non-diagonal and non-linear terms in the conductiv-
ity tensors.

Ignoring all non-diagonal and nonlinear terms in the
conductivity tensors and assuming that only Σ0

⊥ and Σ0
∥

terms are non-zero, so that Σ in (4)

Σ ≡
(
Σ0

⊥ 0
0 Σ0

∥

)
, (27)

the equation for the electric field potential becomes, from
(5),

∂

∂t

(
1

r

∂

∂r
r
∂ϕ

∂r
+

∂2ϕ

∂z2

)
= −Σ0

⊥
1

r

∂

∂r
r
∂ϕ

∂r
− Σ0

∥
∂2ϕ

∂z2
. (28)

As cable equation is not supposed to follow the exact
radial dependence of the ϕ, we can use the above equa-
tion (28) and obtain its approximate form in the limit
of a very thin lipid bilayer, i.e., δ ≪ 1 and assuming
that the largest radial variations of the potential ϕ are

located around the membrane. This enables an approx-
imate solution where the time dependence of the field is
wholly contained in the axial dimension, while the radial
component is constructed to meet some minimal bound-
ary conditions based on simple geometric constraints.
Therefore, we can search for the approximate solution
separable in the radial and axial dimensions of the form
ϕ = ϕ′

r(r)ϕa(z, t), where ϕ′
r(r) = −1 + ϕ0(r), i.e., −1 for

0 ≤ r ≤ 1, transitions from -1 to 0 for 1 ≤ r ≤ 1 + δ and
equals 0 for r > 1+ δ . Multiplying the equation (28) by
ϕ′
r(r)r and integrating it from 0 to infinity we obtain the

cable equation in the usual form [29, 31] as

1

δ

∂ϕa

∂t
+

Σ0
⊥
δ

ϕa =
Σ0

∥
2

∂2ϕa

∂z2
, (29)

where we used

∞∫
0

1

r

∂

∂r
r
∂ϕ

∂r
ϕ′
r(r)rdr = −ϕa

1+δ∫
1

∣∣∣∣∂ϕ′
r

∂r

∣∣∣∣2 rdr ≈ −ϕa

δ
, (30)

∞∫
0

ϕϕ′
r(r)rdr = ϕa

1+δ∫
0

|ϕ′
r(r)|2rdr ≈ ϕa

2
. (31)

and have ignored the second term under time derivative
in (28) because it is negligible when the axial scales of

variation of the potential ϕa is larger than
√
δ/2. We

thus recover the cable equation (29) from (28), where
Σ0

⊥ corresponds to the normalized membrane scaled con-
ductivity and Σ0

∥ equals to the normalized scaled conduc-

tivity of the axon internal fluid (i.e., Σ0
∥ ∼ 1 in dimen-

sionless units). The terms in the equation (29) directly
correspond to dissipative (no positive feedback) terms of
Λ⊥ (15) to (17) in the limit k2 ≪ κ2 ∼ 1/δ2.
b. Length and time scale of the cable equation The

cable equation describes that the height of the action
potential peak decays with time t as

√
t0/t, where the

shortest time t0 ∼ 1/Σ0
∥ corresponds to the narrowest

(
√

δ/2) and the tallest (ϕa(t0, z0) = ϕm) shape of the

action potential peak that the cable equation is capa-
ble of describing (and when the cable equation approx-
imation is valid). The decay is actually even faster as
it includes an exponential term exp(−Σ0

⊥t), but the ap-
proximate time dependence will be valid when t < 1/Σ0

⊥
and, as the ratio of the cross membrane to the intracel-
lular conductivities is very small (10−8 to 10−12) [22], we
can safely use this approximation in all our estimates be-
low. The dimensionless diffusion coefficient is then equal
to Σ0

∥δ/2, which allows us to find the time dependence

for the axial diffusion length (the half width of the pulse)

as ∆z ∼
√
tΣ0

∥δ/2.

The ratio of the differences of the action potential fir-
ing threshold to the total peak above the resting poten-
tial in the HH-model is equal to about ∆ϕa/ϕm ∼ 0.15
(resting potential is -70 mV, threshold -55 mV, peak
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30 mV). Therefore, the maximum time until the diffu-
sively spreading pulse will be above threshold is about
∼ t0ϕ

2
m/∆ϕa

2 ≪ 1/Σ0
⊥, giving for the maximum diffu-

sion length ∆z ∼
√
δ/2ϕm/∆ϕa.

c. Myelinated axons For a myelinated 20 µm diam-
eter axon with the thickest myelin layer (δ ∼ 0.4) this
gives the maximum diffusion length of about 60 µm,
which is significantly shorter than the internodal length
of ∼ 2mm between the Nodes of Ranvier of the typical 20
µm axon. Decreasing the myelin thickness will decrease
the maximum propagation length even more. Näıve at-
tempts to adjust the threshold parameters of HH-model
to accommodate for longer maximum diffusion length will
quickly reveal the significant model inconsistencies. For
example, using the typical average ranges of internodal
distances for different axon diameters (350 µm for 12
µm axon diameter, 205 µm for 3.4 µm axon diameter
[25], to 139 µm for 0.82 µm axon diameter [24]) it can
be easily seen that it will require to decrease the firing

threshold in 10 to 60 times (350 × 0.15/12/
√
δ/2 ∼ 10,

205×0.15/3.4/
√
δ/2 ∼ 20, 139×0.15/0.82/

√
δ/2 ∼ 60),

hence will require exceedingly (and unrealistically) low
threshold voltages in the range of -68.5 to -69.75 mV in-
stead of -55 mV for the resting potential of -70 mV. The
conclusion is therefore that the amount of diffusion pro-
vided by standard cable theory to action potential spike
generation by thresholded reactive HH mechanism with
experimentally confirmed parameter values is generally
incompatible with the process of saltatory conduction.

d. Unmyelinated axons For unmyelinated axon the
original HH model assumes that there are 60 Na+ chan-
nels and 18 K+ channels for every µm2 of membrane
[37]. A more detailed analyses of variations of Na+

channels density show that in unmyelinated hippocam-
pal axons, the density increases tenfold from the soma
with 2.6 channels/µm2, through the proximal axon (25
channels/µm2), to the distal axon (46.1 channels/µm2)
[38, 39]. Therefore, it can be safely assumed that the
average linear distances between ion channels for un-
myelinated axon change from about 0.1 µm to 0.7 µm
(∼ 1/

√
2.6). For a 500 µm diameter giant squid axon

with 10 nm membrane, like the one used by Hodgkin
and Huxley in their seminal work, the maximum diffu-
sion length is about

√
10−2/2/500× 500/0.15 ∼ 10.5µm,

which is significantly above the average linear inter-
channel distance of 0.1 µm, thus gives enough flexibility
to successfully do a mind entertaining exercise of fitting
diffusive and reactive processes together. But for thin
unmyelinated pyramidal tract dendrites with around 0.2
µm diameter and 5 nm membrane thickness (δ ∼ 0.025),
the maximum propagation distance is about 0.15 µm,
i.e., several times less than 5 Na+ channels/µm2 and 5
K+ channels/µm2 density of pyramidal neuron [40] would
provide.

The conclusion is that the action potential propagation
model described by cable theory is incompatible with ex-

perimentally measured physiological parameters of both
myelinated and unmyelinated axons. On the contrary,
our linear wave model developed from first principles us-
ing measured physiological tissue parameters is able to
describe wave propagation in all these parameter ranges.

H. Non-linear wave analysis

The linear wave analysis above is sufficient to demon-
strate the existence of sustained propagating waves along
the axons. However, as demonstrated in our previous
work [14, 15], a full non-linear analysis is necessary to ac-
curately describe the details of the spatiotemporal char-
acteristics of the propagating waves.
Proceeding as in [14, 15], the solution ϕw(z, t) is ex-

panded using a Fourier integral

ϕw(z, t) =

∞∫
−∞

ak(t)e
i(kz+ωkt)dk + c.c., (32)

assuming that ∣∣∣∣ 1

ak(t)

dak(t)

dt

∣∣∣∣ < ωk. (33)

and where c.c. refers to the complex conjugate. This
results in a set of coupled equations for time dependent
complex amplitudes ak(t) ≡ a(k, t)

dak
dt

= (γe − γd)ak + Nk, (34)

that have the same general form as Equation 14 in [14],
where

N (ϕ) = D⊥ϕ
2
w +D

dϕ2
w

dz
+D∥

d2ϕ2
w

dz2
, (35)

Nk =
1

2π

∞∫
−∞

N (ϕ)e−i(kz+ωkt)dz, (36)

where the normalization coefficients D⊥, D∥, and D are
given in Appendix 2 by (58). The detailed evaluation
of nonlinear input from multiple wave modes assuming a
general quadratic form of nonlinearity was shown in de-
tail for both non-resonant and resonant terms in [14, 15].
It was shown there for the first time that it is the inverse
proportionality between frequencies and wave modes that
allows calculation of the nonlinear input in a relatively
simple analytical form, resulting in a simple nonlinear
equation for wave amplitude ak(t). Following [18–20] this
equation can be written in the general form

dak
dt

= γkak + β′
kaka

∗
k + βka

2
k − αkak(aka

∗
k)

1/2, (37)

where complex γk includes γe − γd as a real part and ωk

as an imaginary part, and the parameters α, β, and β′
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FIG. 2. An example of a numerical solution of equation (37)
(top) and an expanded view of a single spike (bottom) using
β′
k = exp(iπ/4), βk = 2 exp(−iπ/4), αk = 3, and γk = 1.996+

i. The solution shows behavior in close agreement with typical
axonal spiking but is derived directly from first principles of
electrodynamics and wave propagation without any reference
to the standard ad-hoc reaction-diffusion approach of HH.

can be evaluated following [14, 15] using coefficients in
(34) and (35).

This solution to the non-linear problem can be di-
rectly applied to the case of the single axon, using exper-
imentally measured physiological parameters, thus pro-
viding a more precise characterization of the propagat-
ing action potential. An example of a numerical solu-
tion of equation (37) for the non-resonant condition us-
ing β′

k = exp(iπ/4), βk = 2 exp(−iπ/4), αk = 3, and
γk = 1.996 + i is shown in Fig. 2. The solution shows
behavior in close agreement with a typical axonal action
potential.

We emphasize that this result was derived from first
principles based on the electrical properties of the axon

without the need for an artificial reaction-diffusion model
with multiple adjustable parameters (thresholds, time
constants, etc). In particular, equation (37) reveals that
the inverse proportionality of frequency and wave num-
ber in the brain wave dispersion relation admits a closed
analytical form of a wave nonlinear equation whose solu-
tion is a persistent traveling axonal nonlinear wave (i.e.,
the action potential spike) resulting from the collective
non-resonant interactions of multiple low amplitude wave
modes.
We note here that although we have assumed an ide-

alized perfectly cylindrical model for clarity, the same
formalism can be carried through with more complex ge-
ometries. However, it should also be recognized that the
propagating nonlinear electrodynamic waves have the ca-
pability of deforming the geometry of the charged mem-
brane, which is consistent with theoretical [41] and ob-
servational [42] evidence of mechanistic waves (APPulse
[43, 44]) that accompany the action potential propaga-
tion.

I. Critical behavior of waves

1. Critical points

We have previously demonstrated in [18–20] that equa-
tion (37) can be rewritten in terms of a pair of coupled
equations for the amplitude and phase as

dA

dt
= γA+A2 [Ra cos (ϕ− Φ)− α] , (38)

dϕ

dt
= ω +ARϕ cosϕ, (39)

where we omitted the subscript k from all variables and
assumed a(t) = A(t)eiϕ(t). The parameters Ra, Rϕ, and
Φ can be expressed through β, and β′ as shown in [18–20].
An equilibrium (i.e., dA/dt = dϕ/dt = 0) solution of

(38) and (39) can be found from

− γ

ω
Rϕ cosϕ+Ra cos (ϕ− Φ)− α = 0, (40)

with equilibrium values ϕe ≡ const and Ae =
−ω/Rϕ cosϕe = −γ/(Ra cos (ϕe − Φ)−α) ≡ const. This
shows that for α > Ra| sinΦ| there exist critical values
Ac, ϕc and µc (µ = γ/ω) where the equilibrium solution
vanishes, such that

µc =
Ra cos (ϕc − Φ)− α

Rϕ cosϕc

=
1

Rϕ

[
Ra cosΦ±

√
α2 − (Ra sinΦ)2

]
(41)

ϕc = arctan

[
Ra sinΦ

Ra cosΦ− µcRϕ

]
= arctan

[
Ra sinΦ

±
√

α2 − (Ra sinΦ)2

]
, (42)
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Ac = − ω

Rϕ cosϕc
= − γ

µcRϕ cosϕc
. (43)

These solutions provide the basis for an analysis of the
critical regimes via a bifurcation analysis.

2. Bifurcation analysis

The standard approach to analyzing the behavior of
critical systems is to linearize the system equations
around the critical point, then determine the stability
of the system via the eigenvalues of the Jacobian (e.g.,
[45]). The linearized system of equations (38) and (39)
at the critical point (Ac, ϕc) results in

dA

dt
= (γ + 2Ac [Ra cos (ϕc − Φ)− α])A

−A2
cRa sin (ϕc − Φ)ϕ, (44)

dϕ

dt
= Rϕ cos (ϕc)A−AcRϕ sin (ϕc)ϕ. (45)

For different parameter ranges the system (44)
and (45) (and hence the original system (38) and (39)
or (37)) shows different behavior corresponding to dif-
ferent bifurcation types, including both the saddle node
on an invariant circle (SNIC) bifurcation (representative
for Type I axon spiking) and Hopf bifurcation (that is
claimed to be responsible for Type II axon spiking) [46].
For example, taking a limiting case of Ra ∼ α with Φ = 0
(or Φ = π) and ϕc = π, the eigenvalues of the Jacobian
matrix become

λ1 = 0, λ2 = γ − 2ω
α±Ra

Rϕ
, (46)

thus the system undergoes the SNIC bifurcation (λ1 = 0
and λ2 < 0 for for µ < 2µc).

For an alternative limiting case of Ra ≪ α with Φ =
−π/2 and ϕc ≈ π, the eigenvalues of the Jacobian matrix
become

λ1,2 = q ±
√
q2 − ω2Ra/Rϕ (47)

q =
γ

2
− ω

α

Rϕ
(48)

and in this case for q = 0 (or µ = 2µc) the eigenval-
ues λ1,2 are pure imaginary, crossing the imaginary axis
with a change of parameter µ (either ω or γ), which is
an example of a Hopf bifurcation. Thus, the wave model
of action potential shows that nonlinear axon wave in-
cludes multiple critical regimes and produces different
spiking behavior consistent with different experimentally
detected types.

It should be noted that the nonlinear system (38)
and (39) is not a simple harmonic oscillator system. For a
harmonic oscillator the amplitude A is constant (does not
change at all) and the phase ϕ is changing rapidly with
a constant rate ω. The nonlinear system (38) and (39)

in the sub-critical regime, i.e., when µ < µc, shows the
oscillations where the rate of phase change is not con-
stant anymore and the amplitude A is changing as well,
reaching the maximum Amax = γ/(α−Ra) and the min-
imum Amin = γ/(α + Ra) for dA/dt = 0 when ϕ = Φ
and ϕ = Φ+ π respectively.

3. Spike rate analysis

As in [18–20] we can estimate the effective period of
spiking Ts (or its inverse – either the firing rate 1/Ts or
the effective firing frequency 2π/Ts) from (39) by substi-
tuting A with either Amin (for positive spikes, |ϕc−Φ| >
π/2) or Amax (for negative spikes, |ϕc −Φ| < π/2) as for
the most of the time (except for the short spike duration
time) the amplitude A will be close to one of those values,
hence

Ts =

2π∫
0

dϕ

ω +
γRϕ

α±Ra
cosϕ

=
1

ω

2π∫
0

dϕ

1 + µ
µc
ν cosϕ

=
2π

ω
√

1− ν2µ2/µ2
c

, (49)

where

ν =
Ra cos (ϕc − Φ)− α

(α±Ra) cosϕc
, (50)

and the effective firing frequency ωs

ωs =
2π

Ts
= ω

√
1− ν2µ2/µ2

c . (51)

As in the case discussed above where Φ = 0 (or Φ = π)
and ϕc = π (also discussed in [18–20]) results in ν = 1,
hence gives ωs=0 when µ reaches the critical value µc,
that is it allows spiking with arbitrary low frequencies –
the typical behavior of Type I neurons [46]. In the alter-
native case of Φ = −π/2 and ϕc = π, ν = α/(α+Ra) < 1,
hence at the critical point the spiking frequency ωs can
not be less than the minimum value of ω

√
1− ν2 > 0 –

the behavior attributed to Type II neurons [46].

4. Influence of the applied potential

Our construction of the conductivity tensor in (8) in-
cluded an adjustable normalization V that represents the
equilibrium voltage drop across the membrane because
the vast majority of experiments investigating neuronal
spiking involve some form of manipulation of V , such as
“voltage clamping”. From dispersion relation expressions
(14) to (17) and (21) it follows that

µ =
γe − γd

ω
= µ0 +

γd
ω0

(
1− V0

V

)
, (52)



11

where µ0 and ω0 are the critical parameter and the linear
wave frequency evaluated at V = V0. Therefore in the
sub-critical (µ < µc) regime increasing the voltage dif-
ference V across the membrane, or hyperpolarizing the
membrane, increases the criticality parameter µ, hence
decreases the firing frequency ωs, stopping the oscillatory
(spiking) behavior completely when the critical point µc

is reached. In the super-critical (µ > µc) case, i.e., when
the neuron is not firing, decreasing the voltage difference
V (depolarizing the membrane as it is done in voltage
clamping experiments) decreases the criticality parame-
ter µ and makes neuron fire either at non-zero frequency
(similar to Type II neuron) or at arbitrary low frequency
(similar to Type I neuron). A special case of a neuron
firing a single spike at the critical point may also appear
if an update of the cross membrane voltage proceeds too
slowly and the system is able to relax back and stay at
or above the critical point, but the periodic firing will
emerge with increasing firing frequency ωs when depo-
larization continues moving µ further in the sub-critical
range.

5. Implications for neural networks

As shown in [13, 16, 17], the network organized from
such nonlinear oscillators shows synchronization proper-
ties that neither linear oscillators nor diffusive-reactive
HH neurons are capable of producing. Therefore, the cur-
rent view that a single neuron can be approximated by
the reactive HH system that is communicating through
the cable-like diffusive signal propagation with other neu-
rons in the networks of interconnected neurons may not
be entirely appropriate for understanding the dynam-
ics of brain communication. A more appropriate view
may be to consider that the critical synchronized state is
formed both at a single neuron level and in their inter-
connected networks by multiple waves that are constantly
generated at axonal membranes, interact and propagate
along those membrane interfaces, making the networks
they form to be more appropriately analogous to webs
of highly tensioned strings rather than networks of leaky
pipes with slow diffusive flow of some substance inside
those pipes.

In this “string theory” view of neural networks, all
the specific details of the complex biochemical processes
that mediate the membrane voltages are not seen as the
actual mechanism behind axonal spiking nor the subse-
quent signal propagation in single neurons and networks
of neurons. Rather, the details about opening and clos-
ing of voltage gated channels, about different number of
Na+, K+, Cl−, Ca2+, etc., channels, about differences
in kinetics of those carrier channels, about operation of
ATP mediated carrier pumps, etc., all serve to “tune”
the membranal strings by keeping the individual mem-
branes, and hence, the network as a whole, at or close to
the critical level.

III. CONCLUSION

Highly non-linear systems in nature present a signif-
icant problem in data analysis and interpretation be-
cause they can produce a wide variety of seemingly dis-
parate and unrelated coherent phenomena. This is par-
ticularly true in critical systems where small parameter
variations produced drastically different system configu-
rations. Without a physical model for such systems, one
is left with a confusing conglomeration of experimentally
observed and often seemingly contradictory effects with-
out a guiding principle for understanding the underly-
ing system dynamics. And without a guiding theoretical
framework, data analysis strategies must often fall back
on essentially ad hoc fitting methods. The more com-
plex the system, the more parameters are required. Such
strategies make it possible to fit the data, but deriving
a link to the actual system dynamics in the absense of a
theoretical framework is problematic.
The human brain is a spectacular example of such a

non-linear critical system. But the lack of a physical the-
ory of brain activity has led research down that familiar
pathway. So while the pioneering work of Hodgkin and
Huxley [1] provided a new unifying framework for fitting
the action potential, it must be recognized for what it
is: an ad hoc multiparameteric fitting method without a
physical model. It is not surprising then that it has some
glaring weaknesses, as noted above, not least of which is
the difficulty in relating the neuronal action potential to
large scale brain network communication. Nevertheless,
it has remained the standard model for the action poten-
tial and forms the basis for subsequent methods that rely
on the empirical fitting of a single measured axonal signal
waveform to a set of ad hoc multi-parametric differential
equations with multiple fitting parameters as is typically
employed by a multitude of single-neuron spiking models
[2–5, 10–12].
Our recent development of a general physical model

(WETCOW) for brain activity derived from the first
principles of electrodynamics [14–17] was motivated by
the desire to address this problem by constructing a sin-
gle unifying framework for understanding brain activ-
ity at all scales, from neuron to network. Subsequent
papers focussed on the large scale effects such as net-
work synchronization, learning, and neuronal avalanches
[13, 19, 20]. While this model was developed with all neu-
ral tissues in mind, and therefore implicitly applicable to
single neurons, we never explicitly solved this problem,
which simply involved applying the general theory to the
appropriate tissue model of a single neuron. The objec-
tive of this paper was to solve this problem and therefore
explicitly demonstrate that our general theory works at
the range of scales relevant to brain activity.
In doing so, we have demonstrated this theory of

the neuron action potential is the same that has al-
ready demonstrated the ability to explain multiple ob-
served macroscopic brain electric activity such as ex-
tracellular spiking, efficient brain synchronization, neu-
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ronal avalanches, and memory and learning mechanisms
[13–16, 19, 20] that are not explained by the standard
HH model. We have thus demonstrated a theory which
bridges the gap between the most elemental brain elec-
trical unit - the neuron, and the large scale collective
synchronous behavior of the brain.

The construction of a physical theory from the first
principles of electrodynamics begged the question of the
relationship to existing electrodynamic models. The
most obvious candidate is the ubiquitous ’cable theory’
which has a long history in attempted descriptions of
neuronal signals. However, as we demonstrated in sec-
tion IIG, it is derivable from our more general theory
but only by the imposition of conditions that limit its
applicability to real neurons. The cable equations were
subsequently shown to be inadequate to characterize the
action potential under a wide range of realistic condi-
tions.

Recognition that the HH model has never been capa-
ble of solving the problem of characterizing the action
potential in myelinated axons led us to consider that
problem within our theory. We found that the solution
was straightforward because our theory explicitly incor-
porates both geometrical and physiological tissue param-
eters. This resulted in predictions for wave speeds con-
sistent with measured values in both myelinated and un-
myelinated axons. It should be noted that these results
have practical significance because they provide a direct
method for relating neuronal activity to disease states
wherein demyelination exists, such as Multiple Sclerosis
[47], and myelin pathogenesis, such as Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease [48, 49].

The ability of our general WETCOW theory to de-
scribe both spatially extended (including network level)
effects as well as neuron scale effects, led to the demon-
stration of some remarkable similarities between the two
scales of brain phenomena. In section II I we demon-
strated that the critical behaviour previously shown to
be evident in collective synchronous spiking and neuronal
avalanches [18–20], was similarly manifest in the neuronal
signal where now it corresponds to the characteristics of
Type I and Type II neurons.

One obvious question these results raise is the logic of
the current view of neuronal signaling being created by
the HH mechanism of ion exchange, particularly in light
of the demonstrated inadequecy of the diffusion picture.
The traveling coherent non-linear waves predicted by our
theory based solely on the bioelectric properties of the tis-
sues will cause a time-dependent voltage drop across the
neuronal membrane that will influence transmembrane
permeability, and therefore have the ability to open and
close multiple voltage gated channels in synchrony. In
this view, the problematic question of how ion channels
mysteriously synchronize to produce an action potential
never arises.
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APPENDIX

1. Normalization constants

It is convenient to introduce normalization constants
C⊥, C∥, and C for radial eigenmodes of the linear model
as

C =
1

κ2

1+δ∫
1

r

[
dϕr

dr

]2
dr =

1+δ∫
1

rϕ2
rdr

= δ

1∫
0

(1 + δr)ϕ2
rdr ≈ δ

1∫
0

ϕ2
rdr, (53)

Cr
⊥ =

1

κ2

1+δ∫
1

r ln r

[
dϕr

dr

]2
dr, (54)

Cz
⊥ =

1+δ∫
1

r ln rϕ2
rdr, (55)

Cr
⊥ ≈ Cz

⊥ = δ

1∫
0

(1 + δr) ln(1 + δr)ϕ2
rdr ≈ δ

2
C, (56)

C∥ =

1+δ∫
1

d(r ln r)

dr
ϕ2
rdr

= δ

1∫
0

(1 + ln(1 + δr))ϕ2
rdr ≈ C. (57)

2. Normalized coefficients

It is also convenient to introduce normalization coeffi-
cient D⊥, D∥, and D for the nonlinear model as

D∥ = − Σ′
zz

2Cκ2

1+δ∫
1

rϕ3
rdr,

D⊥ =
Σ′

rr

Cκ2

1+δ∫
1

rϕr

[
dϕr

dr

]2
dr, (58)

D =
(2Σ′

zr − Σ′
rz)

6Cκ2

1+δ∫
1

ϕ3
rdr,
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where κ2 is given by (19). and the normalization pa-
rameters C⊥, C∥, and C are provided in Appendix 1 by
(53).
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and F. C. A. Gomes, Central nervous system demyelinat-
ing diseases: glial cells at the hub of pathology, Frontiers
in Immunology 14 (2023).

[48] Z. Cai and M. Xiao, Oligodendrocytes and alzheimer’s
disease, International Journal of Neuroscience 126, 97
(2016).

[49] M. Maitre, H. Jeltsch-David, N. G. Okechukwu, C. Klein,
C. Patte-Mensah, and A.-G. Mensah-Nyagan, Myelin in
alzheimer’s disease: culprit or bystander?, Acta Neu-
ropathologica Communications 11, 56 (2023).

[50] J. Fraser, R. Horgan, D. Miller, A. Johnson, and B. Win-
low, On the topic of mysteries of the action potential,
Physiology News , 6 (2019).


	The Nature of the Action Potential
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Theory
	The charge continuity equation
	The conductivity tensor of the lipid bilayer
	Axon model
	Solutions to the field equations
	Linear wave analysis and surface wave generation
	The existence of waves
	Wave characteristics

	Wave speeds and myelination
	Diffusion limits of the cable theory
	Non-linear wave analysis
	Critical behavior of waves
	Critical points
	Bifurcation analysis
	Spike rate analysis
	Influence of the applied potential
	Implications for neural networks


	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix
	Normalization constants
	Normalized coefficients

	References


