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Properties of graphs of neural codes

Suhith K N* and Neha Gupta

Abstract

A neural code on n neurons is a collection of subsets of the set [n] = {1,2,...,n}. In this paper, we
study some properties of graphs of neural codes. In particular, we study codeword containment graph
(CCG) given by Chan et al. (STAM J. on Dis. Math., 37(1):114-145,2017) and general relationship
graph (GRG) given by Gross et al. (Adv. in App. Math., 95:65-95, 2018). We provide a sufficient
condition for CCG to be connected. We also show that the connectedness and completeness of CCG
is preserved under surjective morphisms between neural codes defined by A. Jeffs (SIAM J. on App.
Alg. and Geo., 4(1):99-122,2020). Further, we show that if CCG of any neural code C is complete
with |C] = m then C = {0,1,12,...,123---m} as neural codes. We also prove that a code whose
CCG is complete is open convex. Later, we show that if a code C with |C| > 3 has its CCG to be
connected 2-regular then |C| is even. The GRG was defined only for degree two neural codes using
the canonical forms of its neural ideal. We first define GRG for any neural code. Then, we show the
behaviour of GRGs under the various elementary code maps. At last, we compare these two graphs

for certain classes of codes and see their properties.
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1 Introduction

A neural code on n neurons is a collection of subsets of the set [n] = {1,2,...,n}. Given a collection of
sets U = {Uy, Uy, ...,Uy,} in R?, we associate a neural code C(U) = {0 C [n] | NjesU;\ Uigo U; # 0}.
A neural code C is said to be realizable if there exists a collection of sets ¢ in R? such that C = C(U).
Additionally, we refer to C as (open) convex realizable if U;’s are all (open) convex. Similarly, there is
a notion of closed convex codes. Franke and Muthiah [7] showed that every code is convex realizable.
However, there are neural codes that are not open convex realizable and not closed convex realizable.

In these constrained circumstances, it is challenging to determine when a neural code is open convex
realizable. Algebraic techniques, on the other hand, have been successful to gain insight into obstructions
to codes being realizable. For a given code C, Curto et al. [5] defined the associated neural ring, R¢ and
the neural ideal, Jo C Fa[x1, o, ..., 2,]. These algebraic have been defined to study the properties of a
neural code. In order to identify whether the codes are open convex, Curto et al. [4] worked with J¢ and
its standard generating set, the canonical form CF (J¢). They provide conditions on canonical form of
the code for certain families of convex codes including the class of intersection-complete codes given by

Cruz et al. [2].
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The other interesting technique used to study the open convexity of codes is to study an underlying
graph of the code. Gross et al. [§] defined general relationship graph for any neural code C. This graph
is solely dependent on canonical form, CF (J¢) of the neural ideal Jz. Gross et al. [8] also defined
inductively pierced codes and gave a relation with general relationship graphs. Curry et al. [3] extended
the work on inductively pierced codes. Initially they categorize these neural codes with respect to their
general relationship graph. Later, they provide an open convex realization for these codes in Euclidean
space R?, for some d > 0. This motivates us to further study the properties of general relationship graph.
On the other hand, [I] worked on closed convex codes. They define a graph called codeword containment
graph. They show that if this graph satisfies certain conditions then the the code is not closed convex.

In this paper, we will work with codeword containment graph (CCG) and general relationship graph
(GRG), and explore their properties. The paper is structured as follows: In Section [2| we will introduce
certain preliminaries required for the paper. In Section [3] we will study CCG. We further provide a
sufficient condition for CCG to be connected. We also show that the connectedness and completeness
of a CCG is preserved under surjective morphisms between neural codes [I0]. Further, we show that if
CCG of C is complete with |C| = m then C = {0,1,12,...,123---m} as neural codes. We also prove that
a code whose CCG is complete is open convex. Later, we show that if a code C with |C| > 3 has its CCG
as connected 2-regular then |C| is even. Moreover, for any k > 2 we show that {1,2,...,k,12,23,... k—
1k, 1k} is a code with with cardinality 2k and its CCG is connected 2-regular. In section {4} we will study
canonical forms of pseudo-monomial ideals and define neural ideals for a given neural code. We further
use the algorithm provided by Youngs [I4] to obtain canonical forms. With these findings we discuss how
canonical forms behave under various elementary code maps [6]. Note that the GRG is defined only for
degree two neural codes [§] using the canonical forms of its neural ideal. In Section [5] we first define a
general relationship complex for any given neural code and then use its 1-skeleton as GRG for any neural
code. Later, we will we show the behaviour of GRGs under the elementary code maps using the results
obtained in Section 4 In the last section, we compare these two graphs for two classes of codes called

complete and 2-regular codes.

2 Preliminaries

We will refer to neural codes as simply codes throughout the rest of the paper. In this section, we will
understand two kinds of maps between codes. The first kind is the elementary code maps given by Curto

and Youngs [6], and the second kind of maps are given by Jefls[I0], called as morphisms.

2.1 Neural ring homomorphisms

Curto et al. [5] associated a ring R¢ for a given code C, and called it the neural ring associated to the
code C. For a given code C, the neural ring, R¢ is given by, Re = Fay1,...,yn]/Ic, where I = {f €
Folz1, 22, ..., 2] f(c) = 0 for all ¢ € C}. Further, Curto and Youngs [6], studied the ring homomorphisms
between two neural rings. They showed that there is a 1-1 correspondence between code mapsﬂ q:C—D

and the ring homomorphisms ¢ : Rp — R¢. The associated code map of the ring homomorphism ¢ is

1A code map ¢ : C — D is a function that takes codewords of C to codewords of D.



denoted as ¢4. They also demonstrated that |C| = |D| is the only condition under which R¢ = Rop.
This means that the ring homomorphisms ignore the nature of codewords that are present in the code
and only take its cardinality into account. So, to capture the essence of the codewords of a code and
not just its cardinality, [6] added some additional pertinent conditions to the ring homomorphisms and
named these maps as neural ring homomorphisms. We will now give detailed definition of neural ring

homomorphisms.

Definition 2.1 (Neural ring homomorphism). [, Definition 3.1] Let C and D be codes on n and m neurons
respectively, and let Re = Faoly1,...,yn]/Ic and Rp = Falzq,...,z,]/Ip be the corresponding neural
rings. A ring homomorphism ¢ : Rp — R is a neural ring homomorphism if ¢(z;) € {y; | i € [n]}U{0,1}
for all j € [m]. We say that a neural ring homomorphism ¢ is a neural ring isomorphism if it is a ring

isomorphism and its inverse is also a neural ring homomorphism.

Further, Curto and Youngs showed that given any neural ring homomorphism ¢, the associated code

map ¢4 can only be a composition of five elementary code maps. We state this theorem below.

Theorem 2.2. [6, Theorem 3.4] A map ¢ : Rp — Re¢ is a neural ring homomorphism if and only if g4
is a composition of the following code maps:

1. Permutation, 2. Adding a trivial neuron (or deleting a trivial neuron), 8. Duplication of a neuron
(or deleting a neuron that is a duplicate of another), 4. Neuron projection (or deleting a not necessarily
trivial neuron), 5. Inclusion (of one code into another).

Moreover, ¢ is a neural ring isomorphism if and only if q4 is a composition of maps (1) — (3).

These five types of code maps are referred as elementary code maps. We will work with these maps in

section

2.2 Morphisms

In this part of the section, we will give a detailed description of morphisms introduced by Jeffs [10].

Definition 2.3. [10, Definition 1.1] Let C be a code on n neurons, and let o C [n]. The trunk of o in C
is defined to be the set
Tke(o) ={ceC|o Cc}.

A subset of C is called a trunk in C if it is empty, or equal to Tke (o) for some o C [n].

Definition 2.4. [10, Definition 1.2] Let C and D be codes. A function f : C — D is a morphism if for
every trunk 7' C D the pre-image f~!(T) is a trunk in C. A morphism is an isomorphism if it has an

inverse function which is also a morphism.

If there exists a code map ¢ : C — D which is an isomorphism then we say that C and D are isomorphic
to each other. Further, observe that the elementary code maps of Theorem also satisfies the above
definition. So, given any neural ring homomorphism ¢ : Rp — Re¢, the associated code map g4 : C — D

is a morphism. Trunks of single neurons play a vital role and Jeffs calls them simple trunks.

Definition 2.5. [10, Definition 2.4] For any ¢ € [n] trunks of the form Tk({i}) will be called simple
trunks and be denoted by Tk(z).



In the next proposition Jeffs|[I0] explains that it is enough to study the inverse images of simple trunks

to see if a map is a morphisms, i.e.,

Proposition 2.6. [10, Proposition 2.5] Let C C 2[" and D C 2I™l be codes. A function f:C — D is a
morphism if and only if for every i € [m], f~'(Tkp(i)) is a trunk in C.

Further Jeffs [I0] has studied various properties of morphisms. Now, we mention one such property

that we will use in Section Bl

Proposition 2.7. [10, Proposition 2.6/ Morphisms are monotone: if f : C — D is a morphism and
c1,¢9 € C are such that ¢; C ca , then f(c1) C f(c2).

3 Codeword containment graph (CCQG)

In this section we first see the definition of codeword containment graph. This graph was first used by
Chan et al. [I] to study closed convex codes. We will provide a sufficient condition for this graph to be
connected. Further, we will show that the morphisms will preserve the connectedness property of this

graph.

Definition 3.1 (Codeword containment graph (CCG)). [I] The codeword containment graph of a code
C is the (undirected) graph with vertex set consisting of all codewords of C and edge set {(o,7) | 0 C

=

7 or 7 C o}. Denote G¢ to be the codeword containment graph of the code C.

Example 3.2. We show the CCG for codes {1,2, 13,123} and {13,125,1235,1245}.

123 1235 1245

13 125
1 2 (b) G¢ when C =
(a) Ge¢ when C = {1,2,13,123} {13,125,1235,1245}

Figure 1: Codeword containment graphs

3.1 Connectedness of CCG

In this part of the section we will discuss the connectedness of CCG. We will start with a trivial remark.

Remark 3.3. If ) € C then G¢ is connected. This happens because the vertex () has an edge with any
vertex o of G¢. Therefore there is always a path between any two vertices o and 7 of G¢ via the vertex

(). For example look at Figure

Note that, however CCG can still be connected without (§ € C. So we now look at a different sufficient
condition for a CCG to be connected. Before we understand the same, we will learn about simplicial

complex of a code.
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Figure 2: G¢ when C = {),1,2,123,4}

Definition 3.4 (Simplicial complex of a code). Given a code C on n neurons we denote the set A(C) as

the simplicial complex of the code and it is given by
A(C)={aCn]|aC B, for some B € C}.

Note that by the above definition, we always have C C A(C).
The next result states the sufficient condition for the codeword containment graph to be connected.

Proposition 3.5. The codeword containment graph G¢ is connected if for every pair o,7 € C, cUT €

A(C).

Proof. Consider 0,7 € C. Let 0 UT € A(C), then there exists a a € C such that o U7 C «. This implies
o Caand 7 C a. So, (0,a) and (o, 7) are edges in G¢. Therefore ocar is a path in G¢. Hence o, 7 is

connected. And as o, 7 is an arbitrary pair in C we get that G¢ is a connected graph. O

Remark 3.6. 1. Note that if a codeword containment graph G¢ satisfies the above condition then

the distance between any two vertices ¢ and 7 is at most 2.

2. Consider the code C = {13,125,1235,1245}. The CCG for this code can be seen in Figure
The graph is connected, however it does not satisfy the above sufficient condition. Therefore, the

converse is not true in general. We leave it as a open question to check when the converse is true.

Next, we show that the surjective morphisms (Definition [2.4]) preserve connectedness of the codeword
containment graph. Note that these morphisms are monotone (Proposition [2.7)).

Proposition 3.7. Let f : C — D be a morphism. If G¢ is connected then Gyc) is connected.

Proof. Suppose, |f(C)| = 1, then there is nothing to prove. So, we assume |f(C)| > 1. Consider f(o) #
f(r) € f(C). We show that there is a path between f(c) and f(r). Note that o,7 € C. Also, as G¢
is connected there exists a path, say, vov; -7V, between v = ¢ and 7, = 7. Furthermore, either
Vi © Yit1 OF Yir1 S 7vi- Also, as f is monotone, either f(v;) C f(vir1) or f(vit1) S f(7:). Therefore
F(vo)f(vy) -+ f(,y,) is a walk from f(o) to f(7). Hence there exists a path between f(co) and f(7). So,
Gf(c) is connected. O

Remark 3.8. Morphisms need not preserve disconnectedness of a codeword containment graph. For
example, consider C = {1, 3,12} and delete the 3rd neuron to get C’ = {(),1,12}. Note that, deleting a
neuron is a morphism. However G¢ is disconnected and G is connected. Look at Figure |3| for G¢ and

Ger.
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Figure 3

Corollary 3.9. Let f : C — D be an isomorphism. Then Gc is connected if and only if Gy is

connected.

Remark 3.10. As we know that all five elementary code maps described in Proposition [2.2] are also

morphisms we get that they all preserve connectedness via Theorem [3.7]

3.2 Complete CCG and morphisms

In this subsection we will look at when the codeword containment graph is a complete graph. Recall that
a graph G is said to be complete if and only if every pair of distinct vertices of the graph are adjacent to

each other. We will show that the surjective morphisms preserve the completeness of CCG.

Definition 3.11 (Complete code). A code C is said to be a complete code if the codeword containment

graph G¢ of C is a complete graph.

Example 3.12. Some examples of complete codes are {0,1,123,1234}, {0,1, 12}, {1,12,123}, etc.

0 % 1234 12 I

1 123 123 1
(a) Ge when C = {0,1,123,1234} (b) Ge when C = {1,12,123}

Figure 4: Complete codeword containment graph

Next, we have a remark on complete codes.

Remark 3.13. A code C is a complete code if and only if for all pairs 0,7 € C either ¢ C 7 or 7 C 0.

Note that, the complete code along with inclusion is a total order.

We observe that the monotone property of a morphism (Refer to Proposition [2.7) gives us that it

preserves complete codes. We state the same in the next proposition.
Proposition 3.14. Let f : C — D be a morphism. If C is a complete code then so is f(C).

Proof. Let f : C — D be a morphism and C be a complete code. To show that f(C) is a complete code.
If | f(C)| = 1 then we have nothing to prove. Let f(c) and f(7) be any two distinct codes f(C). We will
show that either f(o) C f(7) or f(o) 2 f(r). Note that we have 0,7 € C and since C is a complete code
we get that either o C 7 or o D 7. Moreover, as f is a morphism we use the monotone property (Refer
to get that either f(o) C f(7) or f(o) 2 f(7). Therefore we get f(C) as a complete code. Hence the
result. O



Remark 3.15. Note that, for given any m € N, there exist a complete code C with cardinality m. One
such code is {(),1,12,...,12---m—1}, which we will denote as CS. Given a complete code with cardinality
m we have seen via examples that it is either CS or it can be reduced to CS via some composition of
morphisms. For example, C = {12,123,1234} is a complete code and is isomorphic to C§ = {0,1,12}.
So, we claim that it is true in general, i.e., any complete code with cardinality m is isomorphic to CS.
Next result will also justify the notation CS where € is for complete code and m stands for cardinality

of C.

Theorem 3.16. Let C be a complete code on n neurons. If |C| = m then C is isomorphic to CS, =

{0,1,12,...,12---m — 1}.

Proof. Let C = {01,02,...0,}. Since C is a complete code, WLOG we can assume o1 C 03 C -+ C oyp,.
Define f : C — CS such that o; ~ 12---i — 1. Note that f(o1) = (). Clearly, f is a well-defined bijective
map. We will show that both f and g = f~! are morphisms. First we will note down simple trunks of
both C and C¢,. The simple trunks of C are Tkee (i) = {12--+4,12--+di + 1,...,12---m — 1} for all
i € [m — 1]. Before we write down the simple trunks of C, note that given any j € [n] there exists a
k € [m] such that j € o, for all r € [m]\[k — 1] and j ¢ o, for any p € [k — 1]. This comes from the fact
that 01 C 02 C -+ C 0y, So, simple trunks of C are Tke(j) = {0k, Ok+t1,-..,0m} for all j € [n].

By Proposition to show f is a morphism, it is enough to show f*I(chgl (7)) is a trunk in C for
all i € [m]. Fix i € [m] and note that f~'(Tkee (1)) = f~'({12...4,12...ii + 1,...12...m — 1}) =

{0it1,0i42,-..0m} = Tke(l), where I € [n] such that ¢ 4+ 1 is the least number such that | € o;41.
e

Therefore f is a morphism. Similarly one can show that g = f~! is also a morphism. Hence f : C — CS,

is a isomorphism. O

We will show that the complete codes are open convex in the next theorem. This gives another motivation

for us to study complete codes.

Theorem 3.17. Let C be a complete code then C is open convex. Moreover it has minimal open convex

embedding dimension as 1.

Proof. For m = 1, C{ = {0}. Trivially we consider U = () with X = R as the realization of C{. Next,
for any m € N\{1}, let U,,, = {Ux,...Upn—1} with U; as the open interval (i,mm) C R. Then we have U,,
to be an open convex realization of CS, with X = R. Therefore CS, is an open convex code with minimal
open convex embedding dimension as 1.

Jeffs in [I0] Theorem 1.3] showed that convexity and minimal embedding dimension are isomorphism
invariants. So, for any complete code C with cardinality m, Theorem [3.16] tells us that C is isomorphic to
CE . Further as CS is open convex, using Theorem 1.3 of [10] we get that C is an open convex code with

minimal convex embedding dimension 1. O

3.3 2-Regular CCG

Recall that a graph G is said to be 2-regular if degree of every vertex is exactly 2. We will call a code C
as 2-reqular code if its CCG is a 2-regular graph. In this part of the section we will discuss which codes
can never have a 2-regular codeword containment graph. Before that let us see few examples of 2-regular

codes below. Note that the complete graph on 3 vertices descried above in Figure [Ab]is 2-regular.
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(a) Ge when C = {1,2,123,1234} (b) Ge when C = {1,2,3,4,12,23,34, 14}

Figure 5: 2-regular codeword containment graph

Proposition 3.18. Let C be a code on n neurons with |C| =m > 3. If Ge¢ is connected 2-regqular then m

s even.

Proof. Let C be a code on n neurons with |C| = m > 3. Let C = {01,02,03,...,0,}. Assume m to be
odd. Let G¢ be a connected 2-regular graph. So, for any ¢,j € [n] we have that o; and o, have a path
between them. Further for any i € [n], o; has exactly degree 2. Therefore, without loss of generality we
can relabel the codewords of C to get 01 C 02 D 03 C 04+ € oyp—1 2 Oy Further since the graph is
2-regular we either have o,, 2 o1 or o, C 01. However, this implies 01 C 0,1 or 0, C 02, respectively.

This leads to a contradiction to the fact that the graph G¢ is 2-regular. Hence m must be even. 0

Remark 3.19. For k € N\{1} we note that there always exists at least one code C with |C| = 2k such that
its CCG is a 2-regular graph. We give these code for all such k’s. When k = 2, the code {1,2,123,1234}
is a 2 regular code with cardinality 2k = 4 (Refer Figure[5a)). Next, for all k € N\ {1,2} we can check that
the codes Ci¥ := {1,2,...,k,12,23,... k — 1k, k1} has its CCG as 2-regular. Furthermore, there exists
even cardinality codes with its CCG as 2-regular and not isomorphic to C,zf for some k. We will discuss
this further in Remark for which we will use the fact that C,? is both open and closed convex. We

will prove this in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.20. Let k € N\{1,2} then Clgz is both open and closed convex. Moreover, we show that

the minimal open and closed conver embedding dimension is 2.

Proof. Fix k € N\{1,2}. We will first construct a closed convex realization of C;*. Consider k points in
R? and label them as {1,...,k}. Further, we make sure that the distance between i and i + 1 mod k is
equal for all . Next, draw a k-gon using these points as vertices. Now, consider U; to be the edge from i
toi+1 mod k. We claim that U = {Un, ..., Uy} is a closed convex realization of C* with X = Uie[k] U;.
Clearly, U;’s are non empty closed convex sets in R?. Observe that U; NU; # 0 iff i —j =2 1 mod k.
Therefore we have that U is a closed convex realization of C,ff in R2. Further, using Proposition 2.2 of
[9] we see that Ci¥ cannot have a convex realization in R. Hence the minimal closed convex embedding
dimension is 2.

The open convex realization of ng is given in Figure @ Note that this is a realization in R? with
X = Uie[k] U;. Once again using Proposition 2.2 of [9], we get that the minimal open convex embedding

dimension is 2. O
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Figure 6: Open convex realization of ng

Remark 3.21. Note that there are 2 regular codes which may not be isomorphic to CX. We discuss one
such example. Let k = 6, consider C& = {1,2,3,4,5,6,12,23,34,45,56,16}. We know that CJ is closed
convex with a realization that can be obtained as discussed in the proof of Proposition [3.20] Further,
consider the code C = {12, 16, 56, 45, 34, 23,123, 126, 156, 456, 345, 234}. One can check that C is 2-regular
code. However, C is not a closed convex code (Refer [2, Lemma 2.9]). So, if there is an isomorphism from
C to CF then it violates Theorem 1.3 of [I0] (isomorphisms preserve closed convexity). Hence, C cannot

be isomorphic to C3.

Next we will work with the general relationship graph G(C) corresponding to a neural code C. This
graph is defined using the canonical form of a neural ideal of C. We will first understand the definitions
of neural ideal and its canonical form in the next section. Then in section [§] we finally define general

relationship graphs for any code C and look into some of its properties.

4 Canonical forms and their behavior under elementary code
maps

In this section we define pseudo-monomial ideals and their canonical forms. Then for any given neural
code C, we define a neural ideal, denoted by J. We will also give a detailed explanation of algorithm to
generate canonical form of neural ideals which was described by Nora Youngs [I4]. Lastly, we will discuss

the behaviour of canonical forms under elementary code maps.

4.1 Neural ideal and its canonical form

Definition 4.1. [5] We discuss the definitions pseudo-monomials, pseudo-monomial ideal and minimal

pseudo-monomial.

L If f € Fo[zy,...,2,] has the form f =[[,., #; [[;c, #(1 — x;) for some 0,7 C [n] with o N7 =0,

then we say that f is a pseudo-monomial.

2. An ideal J C Fy[zq,...,2,] is a pseudo-monomial ideal if J can be generated by a finite set of

pseudo-monomials.

3. Let J C Fy[zy,...,x,] be an ideal, and f € J a pseudo-monomial. We say that f is a minimal
pseudo-monomial of J if there does not exist another pseudo-monomial g € J with deg(g) < deg(f)
such that f = hg for some h € Fao[zq,...,2,].



Definition 4.2 (Canonical form). [5] A pseudo-monomial ideal, J is said to be in canonical form if
J ={f1,..., f1), where the set CF(J) = {f1,..., fi} is the set of all minimal pseudo-monomials of J. We

refer to CF(J) as the canonical form of J.

Let v C [n] then define p, a pseudo-monomial in Fa[z1, ..., zs] as py = [[;c, 2 [[;¢, #(1 — 2;). Now we

define neural ideal for a given code C.

Definition 4.3 (Neural ideal). Let C be a neural code on n neurons then the ideal Jz C Fo[xy, ..., z,)

generated by all the pseudo-monomials p,,, for v ¢ C is called the neural ideal, i.e. Jo = ({py | v & C}).

Example 4.4. Let C = {12,23,0} then Jz = (p1, p13, p123, P2, p3). We compute CF (J¢) using sage math
by using the algorithm given by Petersen et al. [I3] and we obtain CF (J¢) = {x1(1 — x2), z123, (1 —

T2)73, T2(1 — 23)(1 — 1)}

Next, we discuss an algorithm to generate canonical form of neural ideals given by Youngs [14].

4.2 Algorithm to generate canonical form of neural ideals

This algorithm can be found in Nora Youngs thesis [14]. Also, S Magallanes has given a detailed expla-
nation of the same in her academic report [12]. Let C be a code on n neurons and C = {c1,¢2...,¢cm}.
Define the binary form for ¢; as the vector ¢;1¢;y ... ¢;, € {0,1}" such that ¢;; = 1 if and only if j € ¢;.

The following are the detailed steps to obtain CF (J¢) .

Step 1: For alli € [m] define P., to be the ideal of Fa[x1, 22 . . ., 2] generated by {z1—c¢;1, Ta—Cio,y -« ., Tn—
Cints 1€, Pey = (T1 — €1, T2 — Cjgy - - -, Ty, — €4y, ). Note that in Folzy,z0...,2,] we have z; — 1 =

1 — z; and we will replace the same everywhere.

Step 2: We form the generating set for the product of these ideals (P.,). Define

M(Je) = {H gi | g; is a generator of the ideal ch.} .
i=1
We will write this definition more technically. First denote, F/(X,Y") to be the set of all functions
from X to Y. We get M(J¢) = {Hzl(xT(i) — o) | 7€ F(Iml, [n])} .

Step 3: Impose the relation x;(1 — ;) = 0. So, 27 = z; and (1 — z;)? = (1 — x;). Further remove all the
redundant elements. As 0 doesn’t encode any useful information, we remove it too. Call the new

set obtained as M(jc).

Step 4: Remove each pseudo-monomial in M (Jc) that is a multiple of another pseudo-monomial in the

set. We denote this set to be M(]c).

Then M(J@) = CF (Jc) . For further details please refer to [I4, Proposition 1].
In the next section we will consider ¢ : C — D to be a elementary code map as mentioned in Theorem
and provide the relationship between CF (J¢) and CF (Jp).
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4.3 Behaviour of canonical forms under elementary code maps

Given two codes C and D on n and m neurons respectively, it now becomes important to understand the
relation between Je and Jp. Jeffs, Omar and Youngs [I1] look into polynomial ring homomorphisms
between Fa[zy,...,z,] — Faly1,...,ym] that preserve neural ideals. They demonstrate how all homo-
morphisms of this kind can be divided into three basic types. These morphisms were permutation, bit
flip and a restriction map. In our paper we work with neural ring homomorphisms between Rp — R¢
and give the relation between CF (Jp) and CF (J¢). We will use this algorithm discussed in section

to prove our results.

Theorem 4.5. Let C,D be two codes on n neurons with q : C — D being a permutation map, via the

permutation v € Sy,. Then CF (Jp) = v(CF (J¢)), i.e., CF (Jp) = {2(s) | ©, € CF (Jc)}-
The proof of this above theorem comes from the proof of Theorem 2.18 of [II].

Theorem 4.6. Let C,D be two codes on n,n + 1 neurons respectively with q : C — D being a adding
trivial on neuron. Then CF (Jp) = CF (Je) U {1l — zp41}.

Proof. Observe that M(Jc) € M(Jp) as F([m],[n]) C F([m],[n + 1]). Therefore CF (Jz) € CF (Jp).
Moreover, as the last neuron is always on, so ¢;p+1 = 1 for all ¢ € [m]. Let v € F([m], [n + 1]) be the
function such that (i) = n + 1 for all i. As [[}2, (z_ ;) — ¢;r(5)) € M(Ip) we get [[I2 (2p1 — Cinpr) =
I (. —1) = (1 —2,,1)™ € M(Jp) when 7 = ~. This guarantees that the pseudo-monomial
(1 — xn41) appears in CF (Jp). Also, note that any other pseudo-monomials involving z,; will be

redundant. Hence the proof. U

Theorem 4.7. Let C,D be two codes on n,n + 1 neurons respectively with q : C — D being a adding
trivial off neuron. Then CF (Jp) = CF (Je) U {xni1}.

Proof of this theorem is similar to the previous one.

Theorem 4.8. Let C,D be two codes on n,n + 1 neurons respectively with q : C — D be the map that
duplicates the i'" neuron. Then CF (Jp) = CF (J¢) U {a(zny1/7;) | a € CF(Je) and za} U {a(1 —
Tni1)/(1—2;) | @ € CF(Je) and (1 — z;)|at U{z;(1 — zpt1), (1 — ;) @ni1}-

Proof. Observe that here too M(Jz) € M(Jp) as F(|m],[n]) € F([m],[n + 1]). Therefore CF (J¢) C
CF (Jp) . Moreover, as the last neuron is the i'" neuron, i.e., ckny1 = cpi for all k € [m]. Choose
v € F([m], [n]) such that there exists k € [m] such that (k) = i. Then define v' € F([m], [n + 1]) such
that

(k) it (k) #i

n+1 if y(k) =1.

v (k) =

Notice that the pseudo-monomials that were involved in M(J¢) with x; or 1 — z; term present in it
(say «) comes from the function 7. Also, now 7’ replaces z; with z,41 in @ and we get that this new

pseudo-monomial is present in M (Jp). Rest of the result follows from the algorithm. O

Theorem 4.9. Let C,D be two codes on n,n — 1 neurons respectively with q : C — D being a projection
map (delete the n'® neuron). Then CF (Jp) = {a € CF (J¢) | n Jo and (1 —x,) Ja}.

11
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O
Figure 7: G(C) when C = {0, 1,2,3,4,12,14,23,24}.

Proof. Notice that F([m],[n — 1]) € F([m],[n]). Hence we get CF (Jp) C CF(J¢). Let E = {a €
F([m],[n]) | there exists k € [m] with a(k) =n} . Clearly F([m],[n—1]) = F([m],[n])\E. So, the result
follows. =

5 General relationship graph (GRG)

In this section, we first see the definition of general relationship graph for degree two codes as given by
Gross et al. [8]. Later, we will define a simplicial complex called as general relationship complex for
a given code. Using this complex we will extend the definition of general relationship graph to every
code. Later, we will study the behavior of general relationship graphs under the elementary code maps

of Theorem

Definition 5.1 (Degree two codes). A code C is said to be of degree two if every pseudo-monomial in

CF (Jc) has degree exactly two.

Definition 5.2 (General relationship graph for degree two codes). [8] Let C be a degree two code on n
neurons then define G(C) to be the general relationship graph with vertex set V = [n] and an edge i, j
appears if and only if CF (J¢) doesn’t contain a two variable pseudo-monomial whose two variable are

x; and x; i.e., none of z;z;, z;(1 —z;),x;(1 — x;) and (1 — z;)(1 — x;) belongs to CF (J¢) .

Example 5.3. Let C = {0,1,2,3,4,12,14,23,24}. Then computing CF (J¢) using sage math algorithm
given by Peteresen et al.[I3] CF (J¢) = {x123, z2x4}. Figure |7 represents G(C).

Now, we will define general relationship complex. Before that denote, E, = {x;,1 —; | i € o}, for every

o C[n).

Definition 5.4 (General relationship complex). Let C be a code on n neurons. Then gGeneral relation-

ship complex is denoted by GR(C) and is a sub-complex of P([n])ﬂ satisfying,
GR(C)=( o C[n] ‘ H v ¢ CF (Je) forany ' C E,,
yer

Example 5.5. In this example we will consider various J¢ and write down their respective GR(C).

1. CF (J¢) = {z122w3, v122} then GR(C) = A({13,23}). Refer to Figure

2P(A) denotes the power set of A. Moreover it is clearly a simplicial complex.
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2. CF (Je) = {z122, 2123} then GR(C) = A({1,23}). Refer to Figure [8b}

3. CF (Jc) = {w122, 7274} then GR(C) = A({134,23}). Refer to

2
1
o——o0—o0 o) o0——o0
1 3 2 1 2 3 4
(a) (b) (c)
Figure 8
9 3
A\
4

Figure 9: G(C) when CF (J¢) = {z122, z2w4}.

Remark 5.6. Further in Example [5.5([3), note that C is a degree two code and G(C) can be seen in
Figure [J} So we get that the 1-skeleton of GR(C) is G(C). This example motivates us to define general

relationship graph for any code as follows:

Definition 5.7 (General relationship graph for any degree code). Given any code C we define general

relationship graph, G(C) to be the 1-skeleton of GR(C).
Note that, this definition is a clear extension of general relationship graphs of degree two codes.

Remark 5.8. Note that when CF (J.) does not contain any two degree codeword then G(C) is complete
graph.

5.1 Behaviour of general relationship graph under elementary code maps

Let C and D be two codes with ¢ : C — D as an elementary code map. Let V(G), E(G) be the vertex
and edge set of a graph G, respectively. We will describe V(G(D)) and E(G(D)), in terms with V/(G(C))

and E(G(C)), respectively, for various elementary code maps.

1. Permutation: In this case, let C be a code on n neurons and D be a code obtained after permuting
every codeword of C by a permutation v € S,,. From Theorem we get the following data about
the general relationship graph of D.

(a) V(G(D)) =v(V(G(C))), Le., V(G(D)) = {240 | zi € V(G(C))},
(b) E(G(D)) =~(E(G(C))), ie, E(G(D)) = {zy@)2y) | wiw; € E(G(C))}-

Clearly, G(C) and G(D) are isomorphic as graphs, since the canonical forms of J¢ and Jp are

bijective via the permutation =, i.e., CF (J¢) = v(CF (Jp)).

13



2. Adding a trivial neuron: In this case, let C be a code on n neurons and D be a code obtained
after adding a trivial neuron as the n + 1** neuron for every codeword in C. From Theorem and

Theorem [£.7], we get the following data about the general relationship graph of D.

Note that the vertex set does not have the vertex x,1 as x,+1 or 1 —x,11 appear in CF (Jp). SO,
by definition of general relationship complex we do not have z,,1 in it. Hence the G(D) is exactly

same as G(C).

3. Adding a duplicate neuron: In this case, let C be a code on n neurons. Let i*" neuron be
duplicated and added as the n + 1*"" neuron to obtain D. From Theorem 4.8, we get the following
data about the general relationship graph of D.

(a) V(G(D)) = V(G(C) U{zni},
(b) E(G(D)) = E(G(C)) U{zjznsr | zjzi € E(G(C))}

4. Projection: Let C be a code on n neurons and delete the n*® neuron from every codeword to
obtain D. So D is a code on n — 1 neurons. From Theorem [£.9 we get the following data about the

general relationship graphs of D.

(a) V(G(D)) = V(G(C) \ {zn},
(b) E(G(D)) = E(G(C)) \ {zizn € E(G(C)) | i € [n]}.

We conclude this section with an open question to find the behaviour of canonical forms and general

relationship graphs under morphism. In the last section, we compare GRG and CCG for certain codes.

6 Comparing GRG and CCG for certain codes

In this section we will look at GRG for complete and 2-regular codes. We will then compare these graphs
to CCGs and study their behaviour.

6.1 GRG for complete codes

Recall for any m € N, C,,, = {0,1,12,...,12---m — 1} is a complete code with cardinality m. We will
first study G(C,,) in this section. Using Sage math algorithm given by Petersen et al. [13] we obtain

CF (J¢,,) for some m. They are as follows:
1. CF (Je,) = {2~ (1 — 1)}
2. CF (Jo,) = {22 (1 — 21), 25 (1 — 21), 25 - (1 — z2)}
3. CF (Je,) = {zo- (1 — 21),23 - (1 — 21), 23 - (1 — @), 24 - (1 — @1), 24 - (1 — 22), 24 - (1 — 23)}

4. CF (jcﬁ) = {31‘2 . (1 — 371),1‘3 . (1 — .’1,‘1),.’173 . (1 — .Z’Q),.Z‘4 . (1 — 31‘1),31‘4 . (1 — 1‘2),1‘4 . (1 — 3?3).’11‘5 . (1 —

r1),25 - (1 —22),25 - (1 — 23), 25 - (1 —x4)}
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Observe that for m € {3,4,5,6} we have C,, is a degree two code and clearly G(C,,) is a totally discon-
nected grap}ﬂ In other-words the complement of G(C,,) is a complete graph for m € {3,4,5,6}. We
further claim this is true for all m € N\{1, 2}.

Lemma 6.1. Let Cp, = {0,1,12,...,12---m —1} for any m € N\{1,2}. Then CF (J¢,.) = {xi(1 —z;) |
for alli,j € [m] with i > j}.

Before we prove the above lemma, we will note down a theorem given by Curto et al. [5] to obtain

the canonical form of a code given one of its open realization.

Theorem 6.2. [3, Theorem 4.3] Let C be a code onn neurons, and letU = {Uy,...,U,} be any collection
of open sets (not necessarily convex) in a nonempty stimulus space X such that C = C(U). The canonical

form of Jc is:

Je =({zo | 0 is minimal w.r.t U, = 0},

{z, H(l —z) oyt #£0,onNT=0,Us #0, U U; # X, and o,7 are each minimal w.r.t.

1ET 1ET

Uy, C U Ui}, {H(l — ;) | 7 is minimal w.r.t X C U U}).

1ET 1ET ieT

Proof of Lemma 6.1} Recall, for any m € N\{1,2}, the set U,,, = {U1,... U1} where U; as the open
interval (i, m) C R gives a open convex realization for C,,, with X = R. Using this realization in Theorem

we get the result of our lemma.
Proposition 6.3. Let m € N\{1,2}. Then G(C,,) is a totally disconnected graph on m — 1 vertices.

The proof of the above proposition comes from the Lemma and the definition of GRG.
Using Theorem we see that the GRG and CCG are in duality for complete codes. We end this

sub-section with noting down the following theorem.

Theorem 6.4. Let C be a complete code. Then the complement of G(C) is a complete graph.

6.2 GRG for 2-regular codes

Recall for any k € N\{1,2}, CX = {1,2,...,k,12,23,... k — 1k, k1} is a 2-regular code with cardinality
2k. We will study G (C,ZQ) in this sub-section. Using Sage math algorithm given by Petersen et al. [13] we
obtain CF (jc,f) for some k € N\{1,2}. They are as follows:

1. CF (jcsk) = {(1 — $3) . (1 — .’172) . (1 — :1?1)7.’173 T - 371}

2. CF (jcf) {(T—24) - 1—23) - (1 —22)- (1 —21),23 - 1,24 - T2}
3. CF (jcge) ={(1—a5) - (1—z4)- 1 —23) - (1 —22)- (1 —21),23 - T1,T4 - T1,Tyg - To,T5 * To,T5 - T3}

4. CF (che) ={(1—w6) Q—m5) - L —xqg) - L —23)- (1 —22) (1 —21), 23 T1,%4 - T1, T4 - T2, Tg -

Lo, Te - T3, L6 - Ta, L5 - L1, L5 - T2, L5 - T3}
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Figure 10: GRG for some 2-Regular codes

Figure represents GRG of the above discussed 2-regular codes. Observe that for k € {3,4,5,6} we
have G(C¥) as a 2 regular graph on k vertices. We further claim this is true for all k& € N\{1,2}.

Lemma 6.5. Let Cf = {1,2,...,k,12,23,... .k — 1k, k1} for any k € N\{1,2,3}. Then

k

CF (o ) = {Hu xi)} Ufaiz; |i> 5 and (i— ) =1 mod k}.

i=1

Proof. Let U = {Ui,...,Ux} be a realization of C} as given in Figure @ Since, ) ¢ CX we have

X =

k
Ui Ui we have H(l —z,;) € CF (jcze). Further it is clear from the realization that U; NU; = 0

i=1

if and only if ¢ and j are not consecutive (Note that we consider 1 and k as consecutive). Therefore we

get the second part of CF (JC§> using Theorem (6.2} Hence the result. O

Proposition 6.6. Let m € N\{1,2}. Then G(CRX) is a 2-regular graph on k vertices.

The proof of the above proposition comes from the Lemma [6.5] and the definition of GRG.
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