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Abstract

We introduce a generalized Spiking Locally Competitive Algorithm (LCA)
that is biologically plausible and exhibits adaptability to a large variety of
neuron models and network connectivity structures. In addition, we provide
theoretical evidence demonstrating the algorithm’s convergence in optimiza-
tion problems of signal recovery. Furthermore, our algorithm demonstrates
superior performance over traditional optimization methods, such as FISTA,
particularly by achieving faster early convergence in practical scenarios in-
cluding signal denoising, seismic wave detection, and computed tomography
reconstruction. Notably, our algorithm is compatible with neuromorphic
chips, such as Loihi, facilitating efficient multitasking within the same chip
architecture—a capability not present in existing algorithms. These advance-
ments make our generalized Spiking LCA a promising solution for real-world
applications, offering significant improvements in execution speed and flexi-
bility for neuromorphic computing systems.

Keywords: generalized Spiking LCA, optimization problems, signal
recovery.

1. Introduction

In diverse areas such as compressed sensing, Bayesian inference, and dic-
tionary learning, the pursuit of sparse representation of signals is critical for
enhancing information transfer, reducing complexity, and optimizing resource
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use [18, 50, 10, 27, 1, 29]. These disciplines are often confronted with challeng-
ing optimization problems, propelling the advancement of efficient solutions.
Traditional methods like gradient descent and greedy algorithms have been
effective across a variety of optimization challenges [8, 47, 49]. However,
their efficiency diminishes in the context of large-scale problems, leading to
significant computational demands and resource consumption. This limita-
tion has prompted researchers to explore alternative strategies that can more
effectively manage large-scale issues.

An intriguing approach draws inspiration from the human brain, recog-
nized for its exceptional energy efficiency and adaptability. Studies on the
primary visual cortex indicate that sensory neurons can encode natural stim-
uli, such as visual images, with impressive efficiency through sparse coding
[21, 31, 32, 34, 53, 7, 9]. This has led to the development of neural network
models aimed at solving optimization problems in a more energy-efficient
manner [6, 35, 37, 5, 4]. The Spiking Locally Competitive Algorithm (Spik-
ing LCA), a prominent algorithm in unsupervised learning, stands out in this
regard [35]. Yet, Spiking LCA’s effectiveness is constrained by its rigidity.
Firstly, its reliance on fully inhibitory connections between neurons restricts
the scope of optimization problems it can effectively tackle, e.g., the measure-
ment matrix is subject to stringent restrictions. Secondly, distinct neuron
network architectures are required for different optimization problems, im-
plying that when we implement the Spiking LCA on neuromorphic chips,
network architecture modifications become essential when dealing with vary-
ing problems. Therefore, there is an urgent need for an algorithm that can
seamlessly adapt to various optimization challenges within a single network
framework.

This paper addresses the abovementioned challenges by presenting a new
algorithm designed for constructing spiking neural networks, which supports
both excitatory and inhibitory neuronal connections. Notably, our approach
facilitates the handling of diverse optimization problems within a single net-
work framework by modulating the external input currents to neurons. This
adaptability offers significant engineering advantages, particularly the capa-
bility to execute multiple tasks within a single chip architecture. Our spiking
neural network model is grounded in biologically plausible neuron models,
extending from the simple Leaky Integrate-and-Fire (LIF) model to more
complex Hodgkin-Huxley type models. We also provide theoretical evidence
that our network’s firing rates converge to optimal solutions for a variety
of optimization problems, such as LASSO and Elastic-Net [51, 55, 24]. A
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notable strength of our proposed model is its considerably faster early con-
vergence when compared to leading optimization algorithms like FISTA [8].
This enhanced convergence speed enables our model to reach reliable solu-
tions more swiftly, aligning well with practical scenarios where energy effi-
ciency and time are of the essence [16, 17, 20, 45, 46].

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: Section 2 presents the
optimization problems central to our research. Section 3 provides an overview
of the generalized Spiking LCA, along with theoretical demonstrations of its
convergence across various optimization scenarios. Section 4 compares our
algorithm with a traditional widely used optimization algorithm FISTA [8] in
solving practical problems within compressed sensing and signal processing
domains. Lastly, we broaden the application of our algorithm to encompass
additional types of real-world optimization problems.

1.1. Related Works

The Spiking LCA was primarily developed to tackle the constrained
LASSO optimization problem [35]. The algorithm’s ability to converge to
the precise solution of the constrained LASSO problem was theoretically
proven in Ref. [37]. Moreover, a rigorous analysis of the convergence rate,
which enhanced our understanding of the computational capabilities of SNNs,
was provided in Ref. [15]. Subsequent research has effectively extended
the Spiking LCA on neuromorphic hardware to address practical problems
[16, 17, 20, 45, 25, 46]. However, in these studies, the hardware was limited
to solving a single type of optimization problem at a time, as addressing
different optimization problems required alterations to the chip architecture
[13, 54, 12]. Additionally, the neuron model employed in the Spiking LCA
was based on a capacitor circuit, which contrasts with the resistor-capacitor
(RC) circuit models that more accurately represent real neurons. Our work
addresses these issues by developing a generalized Spiking LCA. This al-
gorithm is designed to support efficient multitasking within the same chip
architecture, while ensuring compatibility with diverse neuron models and
diverse connectivity patterns among neurons.

2. Sparse Approximation and Recovery Problems

Sparse approximation and recovery problems are fundamental problems
in signal processing and machine learning, aiming to exploit signals’ sparsity
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for various applications. These problems have attracted significant atten-
tion in recent years due to their wide range of applications, including image
processing, seismic wave detection, and feature selection [26, 43, 41, 48].

Sparse approximation primarily represents a given signal using a few non-
zero coefficients from an overcomplete dictionary. It seeks the optimal sparse
linear combination of atoms (basis functions) in the dictionary that approx-
imates the given signal. In sparse approximation problems, we assume that
the signal comprises structured components and unstructured additive noise,
as expressed in Eq. 1,

s = Φa + ϵ, (1)

where a vector input s ∈ RM corresponds to an input signal from a particular
class of signals. It is a linear combination of an overcomplete dictionary
Φ = [ϕ1, ϕ2, · · · , ϕN ] (a dictionary with more atoms than the input signal
dimension) using coefficients a ∈ RN . Furthermore, ϵ represents additive
Gaussian white noise.

While the sparse approximation problem focuses on finding the optimal
sparse representation a for a given signal s using an overcomplete dictionary,
sparse recovery aims to reconstruct a sparse signal from a set of limited,
noisy, and underdetermined measurements. This problem frequently arises
in compressed sensing, which aims to accurately recover the original sparse
signal from a smaller number of linear measurements than those required
by the Nyquist-Shannon sampling theorem. The primary concept behind
compressed sensing is to exploit the inherent sparsity or compressibility in
a specific transformation domain, such as the wavelet or Fourier domain
[19, 28, 40]. Mathematically, compressed sensing is described as follows.
Consider a signal x ∈ RN , which is K-sparse in a transformation domain Ψ,
i.e., only K coefficients in the transformed domain are non-zero (K ≪ N).
This can be expressed as x = Ψa, where a ∈ RN is the K-sparse coefficient
vector. The signal x can be measured using an M ×N measurement matrix
Φ, with M ≪ N , resulting in a compressed measurement vector s ∈ RM ,
satisfying: s = Φx = ΦΨa. Since Φ and Ψ are incoherent, i.e., their columns
are not correlated, the product of the two matrices A = ΦΨ can be treated
as a new sensing matrix. The goal is to recover the sparse coefficient vector
a from the compressed measurement vector s.

The algorithms used to solve sparse recovery and sparse approximation
problems are often the same. In this paper, A represents either Φ or ΦΨ
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collectively. We aim to solve the underdetermined system s = Aa + ϵ, with
the prior knowledge that only a few entries in a are non-zero. This problem
is mathematically formulated as follows:

min
a

E =
1

2
∥s− Aa∥22 + λC̃(a), (2)

where the objective function in Eq. 2 comprises two terms. The first term
measures the mean squared reconstruction error (MSR) of signals while the

second term C̃(a) imposes a penalty that promotes sparsity in the coef-
ficient vector. The parameter λ balances the trade-off between data fi-
delity and sparsity. However, directly optimizing this objective function
with the ℓ0-norm, C̃(a) = ∥a∥0, as the sparsity-inducing function is com-
putationally intractable, i.e., an NP-hard problem. Therefore, alternative
surrogate sparsity-inducing functions are commonly used, with the ℓ1-norm,
C̃(a) = ∥a∥1, a convex function that encourages sparsity, being a popular
solution. The resulting optimization problem, known as LASSO [51], is ex-
pressed as:

min
a

E =
1

2
∥s− Aa∥22 + λ∥a∥1. (3)

In some problems, we have additional requirement on the variable a to be
non-negative, i.e., a ≥ 0. This variation is referred to as the constrained
LASSO problem:

min
a≥0

E =
1

2
∥s− Aa∥22 + λ∥a∥1. (4)

Although there have been significant advancements in solving the LASSO
problem, such as ISTA, FISTA, and LISTA [8, 23], its computational com-
plexity is a major challenge for real-time digital signal processing applications
that deal with large-scale signals. Thus, the computational demands of the
LASSO problem limit its practical applicability, where rapid and low-power
reconstruction algorithms are crucial. Therefore, there is a growing demand
for efficient algorithms and hardware architectures that enable real-time pro-
cessing of large-scale signals or data. Indeed, developing such technologies
is vital for advancing signal processing and machine learning, and with real-
world applications.
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3. The generalized Spiking LCA

3.1. Review of LCA and Spiking LCA

To elucidate our approach, we first provide an overview of the Locally
Competitive Algorithm (LCA) and its spiking variant, the Spiking LCA.
The LCA, often termed Analog LCA, is known for its robust convergence
characteristics and capability to tackle large-scale challenges [33]. The LCA’s
architecture comprises an interconnected neural network encompassing N
neurons. The LCA can solve the LASSO problem represented in Eq. 3 by
evolving the dynamics of the neuron’s membrane potential described by

u̇(t) =
1

τ
[b− u(t)−

(
ATA− I

)
a(t)],

a(t) = T±λ(u(t)), T±λ(u) = Tλ(u) + Tλ(−u)

Tλ(u(t)) = max(|u| − λ, 0) · sgn(u).

(5)

In the above neuronal dynamics model, each neuron receives a constant input
b ∈ RM , which is detemined as b = AT s. Here, the matrix A and vector
s are as defined in the original Lasso problem (Eq. 3). When the firing
threshold of the neuron is reached, the neuron dispatches inhibitory signals to
its counterparts. W = I −ATA characterizes this inter-neuronal interaction
strength, and τ denotes the time constant of neuronal response. The neurons
communicate through activations a(t), akin to spike rates. The function Tλ(·)
enforces output sparsity via a soft-thresholding mechanism. Recent empirical
evidence suggests that LCA demonstrates local asymptotic stability, ensuring
resilience against external disturbances and convergence to equilibrium states
over time [2]. Consequently, for specific inputs, the system converges to a
unique and stable solution consistent with the global minimum of a LASSO
optimization problem [2].

Despite the efficacy of LCA in solving large-scale challenges, it has certain
limitations. For example, its dependence on continuous-time dynamics may
enhance computational and energy costs, especially on traditional comput-
ing platforms. Therefore, the Spiking LCA is conceived to circumvent these
challenges and harness the potential of neuromorphic hardware [16, 52]. The
Spiking LCA harnesses the energy-efficient properties inherent to spiking
neural encoding by integrating spike-driven neuronal dynamics into the LCA
paradigm. This integration significantly enhances power efficiency by capi-
talizing on the strengths of spiking neural networks (SNNs) [37, 16, 20, 52].
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Note that the Spiking LCA addresses the constrained LASSO specifically
because of the inherently non-negative firing rates of neurons.

To implement the Spiking LCA in an SNN, each of the N neurons receives
an somatic input current µi(t) over time t to change its membrane potential
vi(t). The membrane potential accumulates according to the equation

vi(t) =

∫ t

0

(µi − λ)dt, (6)

while it remains below the firing threshold vth, and λ ≥ 0 represents a pre-
defined bias current. This bias current is set as the constant λ specified in
Eq. 4. When vi(t) reaches vth at time ti,sp, neuron i is said to fire a spike,
and vi(t) is set to the value of the reset voltage vreset. At the same time,
inhibitory currents are injected into all other neurons connected with neuron
i. In the numerical simulation, the non-dimensional values vreset = 0,vth = 1
are used.

The somatic input current µi(t) consists of a constant background input
current bi = AT

i s and synaptic input currents from other neurons, which is
governed by

µ̇i(t) = bi − µi(t)−
∑
j ̸=i

wijσj(t). (7)

where wij = AT
i Aj is the synaptic weight from neuron j to neuron i, σj(t) =∑

k δ(t − tj,k) is the sum of Dirac delta functions, and tj,k corresponds to
the kth spike time of the jth neuron. And α(t) = e−t for t ≥ 0 and zero
otherwise, implying that the synaptic current is modulated by a weighted
exponential decay function when an input is received, consistent with exper-
imental observation. Eqs. 6-7, along with the definition of the spike trains
σi(t), describe the Spiking LCA.

To demonstrate the algorithm’s convergence, we introduce two variables,
the spike rate ai(t) and the average somatic input current ui(t), which are
defined below:

ai(t) =
1

t− t0

∫ t

t0

σi(s)ds,

ui(t) =
1

t− t0

∫ t

t0

µi(s)ds.

(8)
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Using definitions of ui, µi and ai from Eqs. 7-8, we can derive:

u̇i(t) = bi(t)− ui(t)−
∑
j ̸=i

wijaj(t)−
[ui(t)− ui (t0)]

t− t0
, (9)

which is the spiking analog of the original LCA dynamics (Eq. 5). In the
Spiking LCA, the potential accumulation is regulated by Eq. 6. Conse-
quently, the relationship between ui(t) and ai(t) satisfies Tλ (ui(t))−ai(t)→ 0
as t→∞, where Tλ(·) is described by

Tλ(u(t)) =

{
u(t)− λ if u(t) > λ

0 else.
(10)

Strict inhibitory connections ensure the average soma current remains within
bounds. As t → ∞, (ui(t)− ui (t0)) / (t− t0) → 0. This indicates that the
system tends towards the same limit as observed in LCA, which is equiva-
lently the solution to the constrained LASSO problem Eq. 4 [37].

3.2. The generalized Spiking LCA
The spiking LCA excludes essential features such as the leaky property

and refractory period of a biological neuron. Furthermore, it considers a
linear input-output curve, contrasting the non-linear dynamics observed in
real biological neurons. Regarding the networks’ architecture, existing LCA
algorithms focus on inhibitory connections, limiting their application to a
particular set of optimization problems. Therefore, to generalize the Spiking
LCA to integrate a wide range of more biologically plausible neuron models
in a unified framework [37, 16, 20], we now develop a generalized Spiking
LCA.

Fig. 1 illustrates the sparse coding idea and the core architecture of the
generalized Spiking LCA model. This model involves a network comprising
N interconnected neurons linked to all others through a current-based point
neuron mechanism. The neuronal dynamics is governed by:

c
dvi
dt

= I ioni + I inputi (t), i = 1, . . . , N

if vi (t) > vth vi (t) = vreset t ∈ (tsp, tsp + tref ),

(11)

where c represents the neuron’s membrane capacitance, I ioni (t) is the ionic
current in the neruon, and I inputi (t) refers to the injected current that de-
pends on the recurrent inputs and the external constant inputs, which will
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⊗
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⊕

Input

Sparse coding Recovery

(a)

Excitatory Inhibitory

Inputs:

𝐼𝑖𝑛𝑝𝑢𝑡 = g−1(𝐚)
Weight Matrix:
𝑊 = 𝐴𝑇𝐴 − 𝐼

(b)

Figure 1: The generalized Spiking LCA inspired by the visual cortex system. (a) Sparse
coding is a technique used to simulate the sparse neural activity observed in the primary
visual cortex. The input signal is reconstructed by computing a weighted sum of the
receptive fields of model neurons, representing the specific regions of the input space that
each neuron responds to. This approach allows for efficient and selective visual information
processing, similar to the brain’s. (b) In the generalized Spiking LCA, each neuron receives
an external input, Iinput = g−1(a), as well as recurrent input from neighboring neurons.

be determined below. A neuron’s membrane potential governs the generation
of a spike train, which accumulates according to Eq. 11. The corresponding
neuron generates a spike when the membrane potential reaches the firing
threshold vth at a specific time t = tsp. This spike either inhibits or excites
other neurons and resets its potential to the resting potential vreset during
the refractory period.

Following the spiking LCA, the average soma current ui(t) is required to
follow

u̇i(t) = bi(t)− ui(t)−
∑
j ̸=i

wijaj(t)−
[ui(t)− ui (t0)]

t− t0
. (12)

Note that, for different forms of ionic current I ioni , the relationship between
firing rate ai(t) and the input current ui(t) may not necessarily satisfy ai(t) =
Tλ (ui(t)) as that in the classic Spiking LCA model, where Tλ(u) is defined
in Eq. 10. As this relation is crucial to prove the convergence of the spiking
LCA that solves the constrained Lasso problem, our generalized Spiking LCA
requires further design on the input current I inputi to make the relation ai(t) =
Tλ (ui(t)) hold.

To design the input current, we next take the leaky integrate-and-fire
model as an example, i.e., I ioni = −gL (vi − vreset), where gL is the leaky
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conductance, vreset is the reset potential after a spike. We can analytically
solve the model and derive both the gain function a = g(u) and its inverse
function, which are depicted in Eq. 13.

a = g(u) =

[
tref −

c

gL
log
(

1− gLvth
u

)]−1

, u ≥ gLvth

g−1(a) =
gLvth

1− exp(gL
(
tref − 1

a

)
/c)

.

(13)

We compute the average soma current, ui(t), for each neuron at every time
step based on Eq. 12. Using this current, we then calculate the input current
I inputi = g−1(Tλ(ui)) and apply it to each neuron in the subsequent time step.
Accordingly, we then ensure that the output firing rate ai now satisfies the
condition ai = Tλ (ui). This holds because for the ith neuron,

ai = g(I inputi ) = g(g−1(Tλ(ui))) = Tλ (ui) . (14)

The above procedure can be generalized to a large variety of neuron models
beyond the leaky integrate-and-fire model, and correspondingly we derive the
following theorem for the convergence of our generalized Spiking LCA.

Theorem 1. If the gain curve of the neuron model in the spiking neural
network is continuous (not limited to the LIF model), then by applying an
external input current I inputi = g−1 (Tλ (ui)), as time approaches infinity, the
firing rate a is equivalent to the output of LCA and converges to the optimal
solution of Eq. 4.

Proof. For any neuron model with a continuous gain function g(·), the av-
erage current dynamics of the ith neuron in the spiking neural network es-
tablished based on this model satisfies

u̇i(t) = bi(t)− ui(t)−
∑
j ̸=i

wijaj(t)−
[ui(t)− ui (t0)]

t− t0
,

ai = g
(
I inputi

)
.

(15)

To prove the convergence of this system, we first introduce two lemmas:

Lemma 1. If g(·) = Tλ(·), applying any additional current at each step is
unnecessary. As time approaches infinity, the firing rate a is equivalent to
the output of LCA and converges to the optimal solution of Eq. 4.
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Proof. see Ref. [35] for details.

Lemma 2. There exists an upper bound B+ and a lower bound B− such that
µi(t), ui(t) ∈ [B−, B+] ,∀i, t ≥ 0.

Proof. In terms of network connections, our model distinguishes itself from
previous works, which solely permitted inhibitory connections to maintain
bounded soma current magnitudes and the corresponding average potentials.
By incorporating realistic neuron models into our approach, the firing rate
of the neurons is inherently limited, precluding it from becoming infinitely
large. Consequently, we establish a lower bound and an R > 0 such that
ti,k+1 − ti,k ≥ 1/R for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n, and k ≥ 0, whenever two spike
times are present. This insight confirms that the soma currents in our model
are bounded both above and below. We define C = maxi,j |wi,j| and B =
maxj |bj|, acknowledging that the inner product of features and biases is

finite. Employing the fact that (α ∗ σj) (t) ≤
∑∞

l=0 e
− l

R <∞, we demonstrate
the following:

∥µi(t)∥ =

∥∥∥∥∥bi −∑
j ̸=i

wij (α ∗ σj) (t)

∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∥∥∥∥∥|bi|+∑
j ̸=i

|wij| (α ∗ σj) (t)

∥∥∥∥∥
≤

∥∥∥∥∥max
j
|bj|+

∑
j ̸=i

|wij| (α ∗ σj) (t)

∥∥∥∥∥
≤ ∥B + nC (α ∗ σj) (t)∥

≤

∥∥∥∥∥B + nC

∞∑
l=0

e−
l
R

∥∥∥∥∥ <∞.

(16)

Implying the soma currents are bounded from above and below.

Hence, we adopt the proof of Ref. [37] and state u(t) = [u1(t), u2(t), . . . , uN(t)]T

has at least one limit point u∗ ∈ RN such that u (tk)→ u∗ as the sequence of
tk →∞ when k →∞ from the Bolzano-Weirstrass theorem. This implies:

lim
t→∞

u̇i(t) = lim
t→∞

µi − ui

t− t0
= 0. (17)
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For other neuron models, we evaluate the average soma current ui(t) for
each neuron at each iteration. We then calculate the input current I inputi =
g−1 (Tλ (ui)) using this current. Subsequently, we determine the output firing
rate ai as ai = Tλ (ui) by applying the activation function g(·) to input
current I inputi . This sequence of steps ensures that our spiking neural network
converges to the solution of the constrained LASSO problem. The dynamics
of ui(t) can be expressed as follows:

u̇i(t) = bi − ui(t)−
∑
j ̸=i

wijaj(t),

ai = g
(
I inputi

)
= Tλ (ui) t→∞.

(18)

Hence Tλ (u (tk)) → Tλ (u∗) = a∗, we can conclude the system converges
to the same limit found in LCA. With the above results, we complete the
proof.

In the Appendix, four commonly used neruonal models are introduced.
Note that analytical expressions for the gain function of these models are
generally infeasible. However, we can approximate the gain function numer-
ically, and subsequently incorporate them into our algorithm and perform
numerical experiments below.

4. Numerical experiments

This section presents a series of numerical experiments to demonstrate the
effectiveness of the generalized Spiking LCA and its convergence behavior.
Our tests encompass both synthetic and real datasets. For the synthetic data,
we aim to confirm the solution equivalence between the generalized Spiking
LCA and various optimization problems. Subsequently, we juxtapose the
performance of our algorithm with different penalty functions, highlighting
the superiority of our algorithm regarding power consumption and process-
ing time. The dictionary entries Φ are sampled randomly from a standard
Gaussian distribution, represented by N (0, 1) . Additionally, we explore the
algorithm’s efficacy in several practical applications, such as sparse signal
and CT image reconstruction. All numerical experiments were conducted
the Brainpy neural engineering simulation platform [42] on a server powered
by an A100 GPU platform. Recent work indicates that our algorithm can be
implemented on the neuromorphic chip Loihi [16, 52].
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Figure 2: Numerical results for the toy model. (a) The computational time for
solving LASSO problems of varying sizes, comparing spiking neural networks with
FISTA. (b) Performance of spiking neural networks based on various models, i.e.,
Leaky Integrate-and-Fire, Generalized Integrate-and-Fire model, Morris-Lecar, and Wang-
Buzsaki model, in solving optimization problems, A ∈ R5000×10000. The metric NMSE =
10 log10

(
∥â− a∥22/∥â∥22

)
indicates normalized mean square error, where â denotes the orig-

inal signal.

4.1. Signal recovery

In the last decade, sparse signal recovery, particularly in solving the
LASSO problem, has attracted significant attention from researchers. Hence,
to assess our algorithm’s performance, we start with a toy model involving
the recovery of a real-valued signal, denoted as a ∈ RN , where N is the signal
length. We generate an observation matrix A ∈ Rm×n (with m < n), where
each entry follows an independent Gaussian distribution. The observation
vector b is the product of A and a, i.e., b = Aa. In this scenario, a is a sparse
vector with sparsity level K, meaning it has K nonzero elements (||a||0 = K).
Our experiments assess the execution time of FISTA and generalized Spiking
LCA, and their recovery performance. As the signal recovery problem scale
enlarges, FISTA’s runtime significantly increases. In contrast, generalized
Spiking LCA demonstrates a steadier ascent in computation time, as illus-
trated in Fig. 2(a). This difference is due to our algorithm’s execution on
the A100 GPU, which supports extensive parallel computations. As a result,
the growth in problem size does not lead to a sharp rise in the computation
time of our method.

In principle, the execution time of the generalized spiking LCA can be
further substantially reduced if we implement the algorithm on the neuro-
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Figure 3: Comparison of seismic signal reconstruction performance using the FISTA and
generalized Spiking LCA algorithms. (a) Reconstruction results of the FISTA algorithm,
where the red line represents the reconstructed signal and the blue line represents the
original data. (b) Reconstruction results of the generalized Spiking LCA algorithm, where
the yellow line represents the reconstructed signal and the blue line represents the original
data.

morphic chip like Loihi by achieving parallel computation across all neuron
nodes. In this context, Loihi dedicates additional resource cores to manage
larger neuron sizes, enabling extensive parallel processing across all cores.
Hence, the runtime of generalized Spiking LCA is more influenced by factors
such as the number of neurons within a resource core and spike traffic rather
than the specific scale of the optimization problem. This feature highlights
the substantial potential of generalized Spiking LCA for practical applica-
tions and its promising advantages in real-world scenarios.

We next evaluate the performance of the generalized Spiking LCA. Apart
from the LIF model, our algorithm can construct networks based on other
biophysical neuron models, such as the GIF model [30], the Morris-Lecar
(M-L) model [39], and the Wang-Buzsaki model [44]. The detailed model
description can be found in the Appendix. For the ease of comparative
testing, we set n = 10000, m = 5000, and K = 500, and use normalized mean
square error (NMSE) as a measure of estimation error. The simulation results
are illustrated in Fig. 2(b), which infers that our algorithm has a quicker
initial convergence than the FISTA method across diverse SNN architectures
with different neuronal models.

Next, we demonstrate the utility of our method in a more practical con-
text: the reconstruction of seismic wave signals, a crucial aspect of the Earth’s
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subsurface exploration and monitoring. Our experiment focuses on recon-
structing seismic wave signals using the Ricker wavelet, renowned for its
ability to provide a sparse representation of these signals. It showcases a
relatively straightforward appearance characterized by a dominant positive
peak flanked by two negative side lobes. From an analytical perspective, its
representation in the time domain is as follows:

A(t) =
[
1− 2π2f 2(t− t0)

2
]
e−π2f2(t−t0)2 . (19)

Here, A(t) delineates the wavelet’s amplitude at time t, f denotes the domi-
nant frequency, and t0 represents the center time of the wavelet. The goal is
to recover the wavelet coefficient sequence a via the following model:

min
a≥0

1

2
∥s− Aa∥22 + λ∥a∥1, (20)

where s is the measured seismic data, A is the Ricker wavelet matrix, and
λ controls the trade-off between the data fitting and the sparsity terms. By
adjusting the frequency and center time of Ricker wavelets, you can create
a diverse set of wavelets, each with its own distinctive oscillation speed and
temporal positioning. The matrix A is then formed by sampling these varied
wavelets at specific time points, with each column capturing the sampled
values of a wavelet at a given frequency and center time, thereby encompass-
ing a broad spectrum of seismic characteristics. Utilizing A, we model s by
identifying an optimal combination of wavelet coefficients in the sequence a.
This approach enhances the interpretation of seismic data, improves the de-
tection of seismic events, and facilitates the inversion process for estimating
subsurface characteristics.

We evaluate the performance of both FISTA and the generalized Spiking
LCA in recovering this signal, specifically using the El Centro Earthquake
dataset. The effectiveness of each algorithm is assessed using the signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR). As shown in Fig. 3, upon execution for a consistent time-
frame of 2 seconds, the generalized Spiking LCA algorithm is demonstrated
to have superior signal reconstruction quality compared to the FISTA al-
gorithm, achieving an SNR value of 9.16 dB, in contrast to FISTA’s 4.36
dB.

4.2. Computed Tomography construction

This section highlights our system’s potential benefits in a medical imag-
ing application, where real-time compressive sensing (CS) recovery tech-
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4: Reconstruction of 256 × 256 pixel CT images from simulated CS acquisition.
(a) The original image. (b) The reconstructed image by FISTA, with PSNR value 24.4
dB at 12s. (c) The reconstructed image by the generalized Spiking LCA, with PSNR
value 34.6 dB at 12s. These comparative images demonstrate the superior performance of
the generalized Spiking LCA algorithm over FISTA when both algorithms are run for the
same time.

niques can provide substantial improvements. Computed tomography (CT)
is a widely used imaging technique in medical diagnosis and treatment. It
involves using X-rays to create detailed images of the body’s internal struc-
tures. Compressive CT imaging is of significant interest because it can reduce
scan times, improving patient throughput and safety by reducing radiation
exposure.

In this study, we explore the effectiveness of two different algorithms, gen-
eralized Spiking LCA and FISTA, for reconstructing a head CT image. The
image can be represented as a vector x, which is sparse in the Daubechies
wavelet basis, i.e., it can be represented using a small number of wavelet coef-
ficients x = Ψa, where Ψ is the discrete orthogonal wavelet transform matrix
[36]. The signal x can be measured using an M ×N discrete Gaussian ran-
dom measurement matrix Φ, with M ≪ N (e.g., the size ratio M/N = 0.2),
resulting in a compressed measurement vector s ∈ RM . The experiment’s
objective is to recover the head CT image x using the following model:

min
a

1

2
∥s− ΦΨa∥22 + λ∥a∥1 (21)

Note that in this problem, the coefficient a is not restricted to a ≥ 0. Our al-
gorithm can handle this problem as well with a modification in the procedure.
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Details of these modifications will be discussed in later section.
We evaluate the performance of the generalized Spiking LCA and FISTA

algorithms for image reconstruction in CT using peak signal-to-noise ratio
(PSNR) as a measure of estimation error. Fig. 4 shows that the generalized
Spiking LCA algorithm can produce higher quality reconstructed images,
while the quality of images obtained by FISTA is relatively poor.

4.3. Extensions

In our previous experiments, we set C̃(a) = ∥a∥1 in Eq. 2 to solve the
LASSO problem. As we progress, we intend to show the versatility of our
algorithmic framework in catering to diverse optimization problems. This
adaptability can be achieved by substituting C̃(a) with alternative penalty
functions. Specifically, we investigate our algorithm’s capability to tackle
the Elastic-Net optimization and the unconstrained LASSO problem, which
are two important problems often encountered in real-world applications. In
fact, for any penalty function that satisfies the following rules,

1. C̃(·) is non-negative and subanalytic on [0,+∞).

2. The first-order derivative of C̃(·) is continuous and non-negative on

[0,+∞), i.e., C̃ ′(·) > 0.

3. Define T−1
λ (a) = λdC̃(a)

da
+ a, then the first-order derivative of Tλ(·) is

continuous and positive on (0,+∞). i.e., T ′
λ(·) > 0.

For rules 1 and 2, convergence of the corresponding LCA system is guaran-
teed [3, 14, 22, 52]. Regarding rule 3, it is established that within the interval
(0,+∞), functions such as Tλ(·) and T−1

λ (·) exist. Based on these assurances,
we can establish the following theorem:

Theorem 2. Consider C̃(·) satisfying previously mentioned rules 1-3. Then,
the firing rate a of the spiking neural network is globally asymptotically con-
vergent, and a will converge to the solution of the corresponding optimization
problem described by Eq. 2.

Proof. Let C̃(·) adhere to all the stipulations previously outlined. Under
such a condition, the average current dynamics of the ith neuron in the spiking
neural network satisfies
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u̇i(t) = bi(t)− ui(t)−
∑
j ̸=i

wijaj(t)−
[ui(t)− ui (t0)]

t− t0
,

ai = Tλ(ui), λ
dC̃ (ai)

dai
= ui − ai = T−1

λ (ai)− ai,

(22)

where the interconnection between C̃(ai) and Tλ(ui) is given by the equation

λdC̃(ai)
dai

= T−1
λ (ai) − ai. By utilizing this relationship, we can solve for ai in

terms of ui to determine the corresponding activation function Tλ(·).
To tackle the optimization problem by Eq. 2, we perform the follow-

ing steps for each neuron in our network. First, we compute the average
current ui(t) at every iteration step. Then, we inject the current I inputi =
g−1 (Tλ (ui)), where different activation functions Tλ(·) are used for the op-
timization problem with different penalty functions. This leads to the neu-

ron’s output activation ai = g
(
I inputi

)
= g (g−1 (Tλ (ui))) = Tλ (ui). This

procedure ensures the convergence of our spiking neural network towards the
solution of the general optimization problem (Eq. 2).

For some penalty function C̃(·), the expression for the activation func-
tions Tλ(·) can be quite complex, making the numerical implementation of
the generalized Spiking LCA inefficient. To solve this issue, we adapt an
alternative strategy where we do not solve Tλ(·) explicitly. Instead, we inject

the input current as I inputi = g−1
(
ui − λdC̃(ai)

dai

)
. This approach can also lead

to the neuron’s output activation

ai = g
(
I inputi

)
= g

(
g−1

(
ui − λ

dC̃ (ai)

dai

))
= ui − λ

dC̃ (ai)

dai
= Tλ (ui) .

The procedure also guarantees that the spiking neural network converges to
the solution of the general optimization problem of Eq. 2.

4.3.1. Elastic-Net

The Elastic-Net combines the ℓ1 and ℓ2 penalties of the LASSO and Ridge
methods in a unified regularization approach [55], described as:

min
a≥0

1

2
∥s− Φa∥22 + λ(ρ∥a∥1 +

1− ρ

2
∥a∥22) (23)
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Figure 5: LASSO and Elastic-Net methods for sparse signals recovery. (a) We partition the
sampled points into training and testing sets to restore superimposed sinusoidal signals.
(b) Reconstruction results of the FISTA algorithm, where the red pot represents the
reconstructed signal and the blue line represents the target signal. The R2 value is used
to measure the discrepancy between the recovered signals in the test set and the actual
data points. The execution time for the algorithm is standardized at 2 seconds, during
which the FISTA optimization algorithm achieves an R2 value of 0.82. (c) The R2 value
for LASSO is 0.95. (d) Elastic-Net achieves an R2 value of 0.99.

The generalized Spiking LCA framework is able to incorporate the Elastic-
Net formulation by modifying the slope of the activation function Tλ(·) as
follows:

Tλ(a)
def
=

{
0 if a ≤ λρ

a−λρ
λ(1−ρ)+1

if a > λρ
(24)

To demonstrate the effectiveness of the generalized Spiking LCA on solv-
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ing the Elastic-Net problem, we generate a dataset with sample size smaller
than the total number of features, as an underdetermined problem. The
target variable s is formed by combining sinusoidal signals with different
frequencies. From the 100 frequencies in Φ, only the lowest 10 are utilized
to generate s. The remaining features remain inert, rendering the feature
space both high-dimensional and sparse, thus requiring a certain level of
l1-penalization.

We then split the data into training and testing sets. In Fig. 5(a), the
blue line represents the signal we aim to reconstruct, and the light red and or-
ange dots are the sampled points. Due to noise, these sampled points deviate
from the true signal values. The light red dots serve as the training dataset,
used to determine the coefficient value a, while the orange dots act as the
testing dataset, to which we subsequently apply this determined value. The
performance of algorithm is evaluated based on their goodness of fit score.
Fig. 5(b-d) display the results of the FISTA and the generalized Spiking
LCA when applied to LASSO and Elastic-Net models. Both algorithms are
run for 2 seconds. The generalized Spiking LCA consistently demonstrated
more accurate predictions compared to FISTA. Moreover, the results under-
score that Elastic-Net outperforms in terms of R2 score. While LASSO is
renowned for its capability in sparse data recovery, it underperforms when
the features are highly correlated. Indeed, when several correlated features
influence the target, LASSO selects only one representative feature from the
group and discards the others. This can lead to potential loss of information.
In contrast, Elastic-Net promotes sparsity in coefficient selection and slightly
shrinks towards zero. Therefore, Elastic-Net adjusts their weights without
eliminating them. This produces a less sparse model than a pure LASSO
model.

4.3.2. LASSO

Next, we extend the generalized Spiking LCA to solve the unconstrained
LASSO problem. We introduce non-negative variables a+ ≥ 0 and a− ≥ 0,
such that a = a+ − a− and |a| = a+ + a−. By defining Φ̃ = [Φ,−Φ] and
z = [a+, a−], we reformulate the objective function of the unconstrained
LASSO as:

20



min
a∈Rn

n∑
i=1

a+ + a−

s.t. Φa+ − Φa− = s.

a+, a− ≥ 0

≡
min
z≥0
∥z∥1,

s.t. Φ̃z = s.
(25)

The problem can be equivalently described using a Lagrangian multiplier
approach as follows:

min
z

1

2
∥s− Φ̃z∥22 + λ

2N∑
k=1

zk, zk ≥ 0. (26)

Then we introduce a logarithmic barrier term to ensure that zk ≥ 0, trans-
forming the constrained optimization problem into an unconstrained problem
[11]. This can be written as:

min
z

1

2
∥x− Φ̃z∥22 + λ

2N∑
k=1

zk −
(

1

γ

) 2N∑
k=1

log (zk)

s.t. C (zk) = zk −
log (zk)

γλ

(27)

where C(zk) represents a differentiable penalty function. The interconnection

between C(zk) and T−1
λ (zk) is given λdC(zk)

dzk
= T−1

λ (zk) − zk, which allows
one to solve for zk in terms of uk to determine the corresponding activation
function Tλ(·). As an illustrative example, the generalized Spiking LCA
has been effectively applied to reconstruct the CT image in Sec. 4.2, which
belongs to the unconstrained LASSO problem.

4.3.3. Non-convex penalty functions

In the above, we mainly focuse on convex penalty functions, including
L1 and L2 regularity. Next we investigate the performance of generalized
Spiking LCA with non-convex penalty functions, for instance, exponential,
logarithmic, and arctangent functions. The exponential penalty is defined as
C̃(x) = 1 − e−γx with γ > 0. The logarithmic penalty is given by C̃(x) =

log(x + θ) where θ ≥ 1, and the arctangent penalty is expressed as C̃(x) =
arctan(x/η) with η > 0. These non-convex functions need to satisfy rules
1-3 to ensure stability and convergence during experiments. It is obvious
that these functions meet rules 1 and 2. For rule 3, there is a wide range of
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Figure 6: Comparison of the generalized Spiking LCA algorithm’s performance using
non-convex penalty functions. (a) Convergence among four different non-convex penalty
functions. (b) Performance across diverse sparsity levels.

possible penalties that can be applied under an appropriate λ, To meet this
rule, the condition C̃ ′′(x) > − 1

λ
must be satisfied for all x ∈ (0,+∞).

In our numerical experiments, we set parameters γ = 1, θ = 1, η = 1,
and λ = 0.1. It is important to note that for vector a, the function C̃(·)
operates on each component of the vector individually. For example, with
C̃(x) = 1 − e−x, the function applied to vector a would be C̃(a) = 1 − e−a,

where the i-th component is C̃ (ai) = 1 − e−ai . Additionally, the strategy
applied to the current model adheres to the second approach delineated in
Theorem 2, allowing for a robust and effective application of the theoretical
framework. In our experiments, we focus on the signal recovery problem,
same task described in Sec. 4.2. The choice of penalty function also influences
the algorithm’s performance. The exponential penalty is the optimal choice
among the penalties tested, as illustrated in Fig. 6(a). Fig. 6(b) illustrates the
performance across varying sparsity levels, suggesting that the reconstruction
quality improves as the signal becomes more sparse, which is evident from
the decreasing NMSE values.

5. Conclusion

This paper develops a novel optimization algorithm for constructing spik-
ing neural networks, generalized from the classical Spiking LCA. Our algo-
rithm’s unique feature is its flexibility, allowing it to handle various opti-
mization problems within a unified network architecture. This is achieved
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by simply adjusting the external input current to neurons, which enhances
the algorithm’s versatility and minimizes the need for architectural adjust-
ments, particularly when implemented on neuromorphic chips. The proposed
spiking neural network is based on a large number of biologically plausible
neuron models, encompassing a range from the LIF model to the Hodgkin-
Huxley type model. Besides, we have demonstrated our model’s practical
utility and efficiency by applying it to various real-world problems related
to compressed sensing and signal processing. By outperforming popular op-
timization algorithms, such as FISTA, our model confirms its capability to
address large-scale optimization problems more effectively.
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Appendix A. Appendix

Appendix A.1. Neuron Models

GIF model. The dynamics of the ith neuron of a generalized leaky integrate-
and-fire (GIF ) network is governed [30, 38]

c
dvi
dt

= −gL (vi − vL) +
∑
j

Ij + I inputi ,

dθi
dt

= a (vi − vL)− b (θi − θ∞) ,

dIj
dt

= −kjIj, j = 1, 2, . . . , n

if vi > θi, Ij ← rjIj + Aj, vi ← vreset , θi ← max (θreset, θi) ,

(A.1)

where vi represents the membrane potential of the neuron, and c refer to the
membrane capacitance. The terms gL and vL are used to denote the leak
conductance and the reversal potential, respectively. Ij represents an arbi-
trary number of internal currents. These currents are primarily influenced
by the dynamics of ion channels, providing the model with the flexibility to
simulate various neuronal firing patterns. Additionally, I inputi denotes the
externally injected current. The model encompasses a total of n + 2 vari-
ables: the membrane potential vi, the membrane potential threshold θ, and
n internal currents. The decay of each internal current Ij is described by a
third differential equation, with a decay rate of kj.

In its formulation, the GIF model extends the Leaky Integrate-and-Fire
(LIF) model by integrating the effects of internal ionic currents into the
first differential equation. The second differential equation elaborates on the
dynamics of the firing threshold θ, which is not constant. The first term of
this equation accounts for the influence of the membrane potential on θ, while
the second term delineates the decay of θ towards its equilibrium value θ∞ at
a decay rate b. Upon the firing of a neuron, the membrane potential vi and
the threshold θ are reset, and the internal currents are adjusted according to
specific rules.

In the numerical simulation, we set parameters as c = 1 µF · cm−2,
gL = 0.05 mS · cm−2, vL = −70 mV, vreset = −70 mV, θ∞ = −50 mV,
θreset = −60 mV, n = 0, r = 20, a = 0, b = 0.01, k1 = 0.2, k2 = 0.02.
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Morris-Lecar Model. The dynamics of the ith neuron of a Morris-Lecar
network is governed by [39]

c
dvi
dt

=− gCam
∞
i (vi − vCa)− gKwi (vi − vK)

− gL (vi − vL) + I inputi

dwi

dt
=

1

τwi
(w∞

i − wi) ,

(A.2)

where c and vi denote the neuron’s membrane capacitance and membrane
potential, respectively. I inputi is the injected current. The terms vCa, vK,
and vL represent the reversal potentials for the calcium, potassium, and leak
currents, respectively. Correspondingly, gCa, gK, and gL are the maximum
conductances for these currents. The variable wi refers to the neuron’s recov-
ery variable, which is a normalized potassium conductance. The parameters
m∞

i and w∞
i are the voltage-dependent equilibrium values for the normalized

conductances of calcium and potassium, respectively, and are defined by

m∞
i = 0.5 (1 + tanh [(vi − V1) /V2])

w∞
i = 0.5 (1 + tanh [(vi − V3) /V4]) ,

(A.3)

where V1, V2, V3, and V4 are the constant parameters. τwi is a voltage-dependent
time constant of wi, defined by

τwi = ϕ

(
cosh

vi − V3

2V4

)−1

(A.4)

where ϕ is a temperature-dependent parameter, fixed as a constant in simu-
lation. When the voltage reaches threshold vth, the neuron emits a spike to
all its postsynaptic neurons. The parameters are set in numerical simulations
as gCa = 4.4 mS · cm−2, vCa = 130 mV, gK = 8 mS · cm−2, vK = −84 mV,
gL = 2 mS · cm−2, vL = −60 mV, c = 20 µF · cm−2, V1 = −1.2 mV,
V2 = 18 mV, V3 = 2 mV, V4 = 30 mV, ϕ = 0.04, and vth = 0 mV.
Wang-Buzsaki model. The dynamics of the ith neuron of a Wang-Buzsaki
network is governed by [44]

c
dvi
dt

= − (INa + IK + IL) + I inputi , (A.5)

where c is the cell membrane capacitance; vi is the membrane potential
(voltage); I inputi is the injected current. The leak current IL = gL (vi − vL),
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and the transient sodium current

INa = gNam
3
i,∞h (vi − vNa) , (A.6)

where the activation variable mi is assumed fast and substituted by its
steady-state function mi,∞ = αm/ (αm + βm). Additionally, the inactivation
variable hi follows first-order kinetics:

dhi

dt
= ϕ (αh(1− hi)− βhhi) . (A.7)

The delayed rectifier potassium current

IK = gkn
4
i (vi − vK) , (A.8)

where the activation variable n obeys the following equation:

dni

dt
= ϕ (αn(1− ni)− βnni) . (A.9)

The mi, hi, and ni are gating variables; vNa, vK, and vL are the reversal poten-
tials for the sodium, potassium, and leak currents, respectively. Meanwhile,
gNa, gK, and gL correspond to the maximum conductances for these cur-
rents.The constant ϕ serves as a temperature regulation factor. The rate
variables αz and βz (z = m,h, n) are defined as:

αm(v) = − 0.1(v + 35)

exp(−0.1(v + 35))− 1
, βm(v) = 4 exp(−v + 60

18
),

αh(v) = 0.07 exp(−v + 58

20
), βh(v) = 1/(exp(−0.1(v + 28)) + 1),

αn(v) =
−0.01(v + 34)

exp(−0.1(v + 34))− 1
, βn(v) = 0.125 exp(−v + 44

80
).

(A.10)
We take the parameters as in Ref. [44] that c = 1 µF · cm−2, vNa =

55 mV, vK = −90 mV, vL = −65 mV, gNa = 35 mS·cm−2, gK = 9 mS·cm−2,
gL = 0.1 mS · cm−2 and ϕ = 5. When the voltage vi reaches the firing
threshold, vth = 20 mV, we say the ith neuron generates a spike at this time.
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