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ABSTRACT

In this work, we propose time-integrated spike-timing-dependent plasticity (TI-STDP), a mathe-
matical model of synaptic plasticity that allows spiking neural networks to continuously adapt
to sensory input streams in an unsupervised fashion. Notably, we theoretically establish and
formally prove key properties related to the synaptic adjustment mechanics that underwrite
TI-STDP. Empirically, we demonstrate the efficacy of TI-STDP in simulations of jointly learning
deeper spiking neural networks that process input digit pixel patterns, at both full image and
patch-levels, comparing to two powerful historical instantations of STDP; trace-based STDP
(TR-STDP) and event-based post-synaptic STDP (EV-STDP). Usefully, we demonstrate that
not only are all forms of STDP capable of meaningfully adapting the synaptic efficacies of a
multi-layer biophysical architecture, but that TI-STDP is notably able to do so without requiring
the tracking of a large window of pre- and post-synaptic spike timings, the maintenance of
additional parameterized traces, or the restriction of synaptic plasticity changes to occur within
very narrow windows of time. This means that our findings show that TI-STDP can efficiently
embody the benefits of models such as canonical STDP, TR-STDP, and EV-STDP without their
costs or drawbacks. Usefully, our results further demonstrate the promise of using a spike-
correlation scheme such as TI-STDP in conducting credit assignment in discrete pulse-based
neuromorphic models, particularly those than acquire a lower-level distributed representation
jointly with an upper-level, more abstract representation that self-organizes to cluster based on
inherent cross-pattern similarities. We further demonstrate TI-STDP’s effectiveness in adapting
a simple neuronal circuit that learns a simple bi-level, part-whole hierarchy from sensory input
patterns.

Keywords Spiking neural networks · Synaptic plasticity · Local learning · Brain-inspired
computing · Biomimetic intelligence

1 Introduction

Among its many objectives, brain-inspired computing seeks to develop effective neuromimetic architectures as
well as their underpinning learning or credit assignment algorithms [30, 29], particularly those that would prove
useful when implemented on in-memory computing hardware [26, 7, 10, 25, 36]. In particular, spiking neural
networks (SNNs), the third generation of artificial neural networks (ANNs) [21], have emerged as a class of systems
that exhibit properties that circumvent many of the key limitations facing backprop-based ANNs, including their
long-criticized biological implausibility [12, 5], energy inefficiency, as well as their difficulty in generalizing to
data streams with fewer resources [28, 27] using sparse computations.

Nevertheless, despite their promise, there are challenges that arise when working with SNNs and spike-based
computation. Primarily, there is much contention as to how to properly adjust a spiking network’s synaptic plasticity.
Put in another manner, a long-standing, central question that has driven and motivated many efforts in brain-inspired
computing and computational neuroscience is: what is an effective, efficient means of conducting credit assignment
in a biophysical architectures such as networks composed of spiking neuronal units? In attempting to answer
this important question, there have been many proposed methods, ranging from approximating gradients [1], to
Hebbian plasticity [14] and Hebbian-based methods [13, 32], to the method that we will be focusing on in this work
– spike-timing-dependent-plasticity (STDP) [23, 24, 3]. Spike-timing-centered forms of plasticity are particularly
interesting and important given that, generally, the only information that is required to perform a synaptic update

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

10
02

8v
1 

 [
q-

bi
o.

N
C

] 
 1

3 
Ju

l 2
02

4



Preprint

is that related to locally-available (in terms of both model structure/space) statistics related to neuronal spike
emissions. The canonical, complete form of STDP generally involves utilizing all, or a reasonably-sized window,
of spike firing times encountered during the presentation of a sensory stimulus signal, making it prohibitively costly
to simulate whereas fast, online approximations to it involve maintaining experimenter-tuned, parametric trace
variables [6] or making particular assumptions/simplifications about how to engage in spike-triggered synaptic
alteration [34] (furthermore, rarely are these different forms of STDP cross-examined in the same setting).

In this work, we propose a novel method for plasticity adjustment based solely on the pre- and post-synaptic spike
timings, without requiring the maintenance of any auxiliary variable traces or controlled explicit windows of (all or
a large swath of) spike timings. We will show how this method aligns itself to the input data to effectively extract a
diversity of visual receptive fields as well as its efficacy in adapting the parameters of a multi-layer spiking network
that must jointly acquire several self-organizing levels of sensory input representation. Empirically, our model of
spike-timing driven synaptic adjustment is compared to several important models of STDP, where we measure
their utility in adapting an unsupervised model that is directly utilized for classification. In addition, we construct a
TI-STDP-driven compositional spiking neuronal circuit that is tasked with learning a bi-level, part-whole hierarchy
from raw sensory information, where we further introduce a simple ancestral assembly process for synthesizing
object patterns from the knowledge encoded in the model’s synaptic efficacies.

2 Methodology

In this section, we begin by describing the neuronal dynamics of the spiking units that we investigate in this work,
followed by our implementations of related key forms of spike-timing-dependent plasticity. We then turn our
attention to presenting our proposed time-integrated spike-timing-dependent plasticity and theoretically prove
several of its key properties. A general overview of the similarities and differences between all the methods can be
found in Table 1.

2.1 Neural Architecture and Spiking Dynamics

Neuronal Structure and Dynamics In this study, we construct neuronal systems composed of leaky integrate-
and-fire (LIF) neurons. The equations for these biomemetic neurons were first proposed by Stein [33] in 1965.
Since then the dynamics for an LIF’s voltage (vℓk) have been distilled to the following ordinary differential equation
(ODE):

τm
∂vℓk(t)

∂t
= −γvv

ℓ
k(t) +Rℓjℓk(t) (1)

where τm is the membrane potential time constant, γv is the voltage leak coefficient, and Rℓ is the membrane
resistance. For this paper when calculating the the LIF’s incoming electrical current jℓk(t), we treat the electrical
current as a point wise current, reducing the time a signal is active to a single pass. To calculate this point wise
current we treat the current as simply the weighted sum of incoming signals: jℓk(t) =

∑
i W

ℓ
kis

ℓ−1
i which becomes

equivalent to the sum of weight values for non-zero pre-synaptic spike variables, i.e.,

jℓk(t) =
∑
i

{
W ℓ

ik sℓ−1
i = 1

0 otherwise.
(2)

where sℓ−1
i is a binary value denoting if there is a spike emission from presynaptic neuron i. The equation

governing the spike emissions (sℓk) for a given LIF neuron k is as follows

sℓk(t) =

{
1 vℓk(t) > θℓk(t)

0 otherwise
(3)

where θℓk(t) is the membrane voltage threshold (which, once breached, results in the neuron emitting a discrete
spike pulse). The voltage threshold is notably a function of time and is constructed to adhere to its own dynamics
(making it an ‘adaptive threshold’). Specifically, the threshold is a combination of a time-varying homeostatic
variable θ̂ℓk(t) and a fixed base threshold value vℓbase as follows:

∂θ̂ℓk(t)

∂t
= − 1

τθ
θ̂ℓk(t) + κθs

ℓ
k(t), θℓk(t) = vℓbase + θ̂ℓk(t) (4)

where τθ is the homeostatic variable time constant and κθ is the variable increment value.
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2.2 Adaptation through Varieties of Spike-Timing-Dependent-Plasticity

Spike-timing-dependent plasticity has a reasonably long history in the domain of computational neuroscience and
the modeling of event-driven neurons that emit action potentials [2, 22]. Crucially, STDP as model of (experience-
dependent, long-term) learning is viewed as strongly biologically-plausible, given the steady accumulation of
neuro-physiological evidence that has been gathered in support of its place in natural neuronal networks. The rule
was initially observed by Bi and Poo, and markram in their studies of neuronal systems in rats. In the study by Bi
and Poo they observed that by stimulating a pair of neurons in certain sequences they could adjust the synaptic
plasticity of the axon connecting the pair.

Canonical Pairwise STDP In canonical STDP [11, 18], a synaptic connection’s strength is changed as a function
of the relative timing between pre-synaptic spikes and post-synaptic spikes; in effect, unlike the well-known phrase
“neurons that fire together, wire together” (which pithily summarizes the ideas of [14]), neuronal cells that fire
together do not necessarily always wire together given that the timing of their firing matters as well. If we label a
pre-synaptic neuron’s spike emission time as tℓ−1

i and a post-synaptic neuron’s spike emission time as tℓj , then the
instantaneous adjustment induced is:

∆W ℓ
ij =


A+e

−(tℓj−t
ℓ−1
i

)

τ+ tℓj > tℓ−1
i

−A−e
tℓj−t

ℓ−1
i

τ− tℓj < tℓ−1
i

0 tℓj = tℓ−1
i

(5)

where A+ controls the strength of the long-term potentiation (LTP) applied to synapse W ℓ
ij and A− mediates the

degree to which long-term depression (LTD) is applied. This method triggers whenever there is a new pre or post
synaptic spike.

Trace-Based STDP (TR-STDP), with Pre-Synaptic Disconnect One way of instantiating the above form
of STDP is through the introduction of variable traces that decay exponentially with time. The biophysical
interpretation of these traces is that they represent the concentrations of particular molecules or ions[4, 17, 16]1

and decrease or increase with time in the presence of events (such as spike pulses); the magnitude/level of these
traces effectively serve to temporally code sequences of events. Formally, the trace zℓk(t) of the output spike sℓk(t)
of the kth neuronal cell in layer ℓ follows either the ordinary differential equation of the form as shown below:

τz
∂zℓk(t)

∂t
= −zℓ + γzs

ℓ
k(t) (6)

where γz controls the amount incrementally added to cells’ trace values. Alternatively, a trace vector can be
maintained with the simple piece-wise (binary-switch) update equation:

zℓk(t+∆t) = sℓk(t) +
(
zℓk(t)−

∆t

τz
zℓk(t)

)
(1− sℓk(t)) (7)

which effectively sets a cell k’s trace value to 1 there is spike activity and otherwise the current trace value decays
exponentially. We found the second form (Equation 7) to work best for this study’s experiments.

Given the variable trace above, a synaptic efficacy W ℓ
ij between pre-synaptic neuron i and post-synaptic neuron j

may be adjusted as follows:

∆W ℓ
ij = A+

Long-term Potentiation︷ ︸︸ ︷(
1−W ℓ

ij

)µ((
zℓ−1
i (t)− zℓ−1

tar

)(
sℓj(t)

)T)−A−

Long-term Depression︷ ︸︸ ︷(
W ℓ

ij

)µ((
sℓ−1
i (t)

)(
zℓj(t)

)T)
(8)

where A+ is the coefficient that controls the strength of the potentiation and A− is the coefficient controlling the
strength of the depression applied. µ controls the effect that the weight dependency has on the Hebbian adjustment
applied to synapses (set in our experiments to µ = 1).

Note that in the plasticity dynamics above, zℓ−1
tar contains target trace value(s); when this is set to a value greater

than zero, a form of pre-synaptic ‘disconnect’ is integrated into the STDP updates. For any layer ℓ, a non-negative
value of zℓ−1

tar provides an approximate target activity level for each neuron in ℓ − 1 to reach – the higher this
value, the lower the synaptic strengths will be and the more that pre-synaptic neurons that spike infrequently
will be “pruned away” [6] over time as synaptic changes are applied. Note that introducing a non-negative zℓ−1

tar

1For a pre-synaptic neuron, a trace can be biologically interpreted as the fraction of activated NMDA receptors (those
that are in the ‘open state’) [16]. In contrast, for a post-synaptic neuron, a trace variable value can be viewed as the calcium
concentration in the dendritic spine of the post-synaptic neuron (deposited when a backpropagating action potential reaches this
postsynaptic spine) [4].
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Pre-synaptic Post-synaptic Simulation Weight
Model Event Spike-Time Trace Event Spike-Time Trace Time Dependent
STDP ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

TR-STDP ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
EV-STDP ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓
TI-STDP ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

Table 1: Plasticity Model Conceptual Comparison. In this table, we highlights the needs of various spike-timing
plasticity models with respect to what aspects of temporal information they utilize such as: pre-synaptic activity,
post-synaptic activity, the current simulation time, and, finally, the whether or not the form of synaptic plasticity is
made weight-dependent.

will result in negative synaptic updates (if the pre-synaptic trace has decayed to values below zℓ−1
tar ) – this has

the desirable effect of disconnecting pre-synaptic neurons that have little to no effect in causing post-synaptic
spike events (yielding a simple form of weight decay, endowing a degree of noise robustness to the post-synaptic
neuron’s integration of incoming signals). Notice that Equation 8 presents the full trace-based from of STDP above,
making explicit both the post-synaptic (weighted by A+) and pre-synaptic (weighted by A−) terms as well as the
weight-dependency that is integrated.

Event-Based Post-Synaptic STDP (EV-STDP) Lying on the other extreme of STDP formulations are those
that operate with particular events, rather than operating with all previously encountered pre- and post-synaptic
spike firing times. In [34], such a form of STDP was proposed, which focused on using post-synaptic spikes to
trigger synaptic adjustment that was a function of the synaptic weight values and the presence of pre-synaptic
spikes within a small window of time. As this form of STDP lies on a particularly interesting end of the STDP
form spectrum, we implement and investigate an instantiation in [34] that we will refer to as event-based STDP
(EV-STDP).

The synaptic update induced by EV-STDP, reformulated to adhere to the mathematical context and framing of this
paper, is formally the following:

∆W ℓ
ij(t) = A+

Long-term Potentiation︷ ︸︸ ︷(
(1−W ℓ

ij(1 + λ))f ℓ−1
i (t)

)
sℓj(t)+A−

Long-term Depression︷ ︸︸ ︷(
−W ℓ

ij(1 + λ)(1− f ℓ−1
i (t))

)
sℓj(t) (9)

where f ℓ−1
i (t) checks for the presence of a spike within a small, controlled time window of [t− tϵ, t] – this function

emits a value of one if a spike happened between t− tϵ and t milliseconds (and zero otherwise); we set tϵ = 1 ms.
In the above STDP update, we see that only the post-synaptic spikes (within a small window of time) matter in
triggering the potentiation and depression pressures produced by this scheme. Note that, in EV-STDP, λ is a scalar
factor that controls the degree to which synaptic efficacies undergo LTP and LTD.

2.3 Time-Integrated Spike-Timing-Dependent-Plasticity

In the context of spike-timing-based adaption, we propose time-integrated spike-timing-dependent plasticity (TI-
STDP) for modulating an SNN’s synaptic efficacies, which is based on a three term/variable system. This form
of synaptic adjustment is conducted exclusively with locally available temporal information – the time ti of the
last presynaptic spike si, the time tj of the last postsynaptic spike sj , and the current time t. From these three
terms, we may then calculate an incremental update at each and every time step, making TI-STDP naturally an
online synaptic evolution process. In this section, we will first describe each of the core mechanisms (and their
relevant spiking conditions) that underwrite TI-STDP and then put all of them together to present the full plasticity
dynamics induced by the proposed rule.

Post-Synaptic Event-Based Scale Factor In TI-STDP, we integrate an exponentially decaying scale factor based
on the current time t and the time of the last post-synaptic event/time tj . The driving motivation behind this term
is to reduce/mitigate the continued integration that is caused by post-synaptic events in the past. In effect, our
mathematical model emphasizes the fact that this post-synaptic-driven term needs to function the same regardless of
the timescale that the neuronal dynamics are operating on; the reason for this design choice is that, if the timescale
of the model is dt = 100 ms versus dt = 1 ms, a single time step difference would induce far too strong of a
synaptic decay. For this reason, this part of the synaptic dynamics decays as a function of simulation steps and
not actual times. As a result, the general form of this mechanism becomes: e(tj−t)/∆t. Note that, as tj ≤ t for all
points in time, the largest that this value will ever be is 1 and it will decay down to 0 as tj − t approaches −∞.
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(a) Our TI-STDP process.

LTD LTP

(b) Empirical STDP (plot adapted from [3]).

Figure 1: Functional plot of synaptic efficacy adjustments produced by the proposed TI-STDP (Left). The produced
synaptic updates by our process closely align with the experimentally-derived STDP (Right), produced by [3].

Silent Pre-Synaptic Neuron In the event that there is this a post-synaptic event and a pre-synaptic neuron has
been ‘silent’ (it has not spiked for a long period of time) the plasticity between these two neurons decays. This
decay is specifically constructed to be a constant factor that is scaled by the post-synaptic scale term. This decay
factor γ is usually chosen to be between 0 and 1 for optimal results, i.e., γ ∈ [0, 1]. The resulting equation for the
decay, which is further integrated with a weight dependency, is as follows:

dW ℓ
ij(t)

dt
= −γ ∗ e(tj−t)/∆t ∗W ℓ

ij(t). (10)

Notice that the decay is scaled by the current synaptic efficacy W ℓ
ij so as to cause the decay to be stronger in

neurons that have a larger synaptic efficacy and smaller in the synaptic weights with values closer to zero.

Noisy Pre-Synaptic Neuron In the case that there is a signal transmitted from the presynaptic neuron, the
plasticity of the synapse between the pre- and post-synaptic neuron is adjusted based on the spike-timing of each.
Both of these cases are wrapped up in the dynamics governed by the following equation:

dW ℓ
ij(t)

dt
=

−β

(ti − tj)/∆t− 0.5
∗ e(tj−t)/∆t ∗ (1−W ℓ

ij(t)) (11)

where β is a non-negative control factor used to modulate the resulting synaptic adjustment. We notice that this
equation is quite similar to the decay term described for the earlier case of the silent pre-synaptic neuron; however,
the difference between the pre- and post-synaptic activity scales the update down if there is a large gap between the
(pre- and post-synaptic) spike times. Note that this divisor is further shifted by the addition of a constant −0.5
term; this represents the fact that, in the case that in a single propagation of information across synapse W ℓ

ij , if
both the pre- and post-synaptic neurons spike, there is half of a time-step difference between the layers of neurons
firing. This is scaled by a reverse weight dependency 1−W ℓ(t) term so as to cause the updates to be stronger if
the spike pattern is abnormal and weaker if it is more common.

In Figure 1, we visualize the functional shape of the synaptic adjustments produced by the core dynamics of TI-SDP
in comparison to the classical curve yielded by (canonical) STDP, notably as it has been empirically-derived and
corraborated by a variety experiments conducted history [18, 23, 11, 2, 3].

TI-STDP Accumulation of Deltas Unlike the previous methods, TI-STDP accumulates the update induced by a
pair of spikes in time until there is another update. In order to compare the updates between different STDP-like
learning rules, TI-STDP must be solved for the total update caused by a pair of spikes. Theorem 1 shows the
relation between the current time t and the synaptic weight values at the time of the last encountered (spike) activity.
Note that since this theorem considers a single spike in both the pre- and post-synaptic layer, the addition of a new
spike would cause the dynamics to change and thus a new W (tl) would be used.2 The TI-STDP weight change
theorem can formally be stated as follows:

2Note that, for clarity and simplicity in presenting our theorem, without any loss of generality, we omit the layer index
superscript ℓ and the pre- and post-synaptic neuron indices i and j. The theorem is independent of the physical location of
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Theorem 1. Given the existence of activity in both the pre-synaptic neuron (i) and post-synaptic neuron (j), the
equation governing the synaptic plasticity at a given time t with a known W (tl) is:

W (t) = 1 + (W (tl)− 1)e
β

(ti−tj)/∆t−0.5
(e(tj−tl)/∆t−e(tj−t)/∆t)

(12)

Proof. Let ti and tj be the pre- and post-synaptic spike timings formally represented as positive integers and let tl
represent the latest synaptic event and further let it be equal to the maximum of ti and tj . Assume that all constants
are positive real numbers. It is also important to note that the bounds for W are 0 < W < 1.

When ti > 0 and tj > 0, the equation for dW (t)/dt becomes:
dW (t)

dt
=

−β

(ti − tj)/∆t− 0.5
∗ e(tj−t)/∆t ∗ (1−W (t))

To solve for W (t) the indefinite integral can be shown by:
dW (t)

dt
=

−β

(ti − tj)/∆t− 0.5
∗ e(tj−t)/∆t ∗ (1−W (t))

dW (t)

1−W (t)
=

−β

(ti − tj)/∆t− 0.5
∗ e(tj−t)/∆tdt∫

dW (t)

1−W (t)
=

∫
−β

(ti − tj)/∆t− 0.5
∗ e(tj−t)/∆tdt

−ln(|1−W (t)|) + C1 =
β

(ti − tj)/∆t− 0.5
∗ e(tj−t)/∆t + C2

ln(|1−W (t)|) = −β

(ti − tj)/∆t− 0.5
∗ e(tj−t)/∆t + C Note: C = C2 − C1

|1−W (t)| = Ce
−β

(ti−tj)/∆t−0.5
∗e(tj−t)/∆t

W (t) = 1 + Ce
−β

(ti−tj)/∆t−0.5
∗e(tj−t)/∆t

To solve for the constant C, let t = tl as this is the synaptic weight efficacies at the start of the synaptic update.
Then, solving for C entails the the steps below:

W (t) = 1 + Ce
−β

(ti−tj)/∆t−0.5
∗e(tj−t)/∆t

W (tl) = 1 + Ce
−β

(ti−tj)/∆t−0.5
∗e(tj−tl)/∆t

C = (W (tl)− 1)e
β

(ti−tj)/∆t−0.5
∗e(tj−tl)/∆t

W (t) = 1 +
(
(W (tl)− 1)e

β
(ti−tj)/∆t−0.5

∗e(tj−tl)/∆t)
e

−β
(ti−tj)/∆t−0.5

∗e(tj−t)/∆t

W (t) = 1 + (W (tl)− 1)e
β

(ti−tj)/∆t−0.5
(e(tj−tl)/∆t−e(tj−t)/∆t)

We next formally prove two important corollaries related to the direction of the synaptic efficacy changes that
follow from the TI-STDP theorem. Specifically, we consider the case where the non-negative spike-time tj of
the post-synaptic neuron j occurs after the non-negative spike time ti of the pre-synaptic neuron i and vice versa
(where post-synaptic spike time tj occurs before pre-synaptic spike time ti).

For the situation that the post-synaptic spike occurs after the pre-synaptic spike, which induces a positive shift in
synaptic efficacy (or long-term synaptic potentation), we have the following:

Corollary 1.1. Given 0 < ti ≤ tj then W (t) ≥ W (tj).

the synapse and neurons within an architecture and specifically applies to the three-variable system composed of a single
pre-synaptic neuronal cell connected to a single post-synaptic neuronal cell.

6
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Proof. Let (ti − tj)/∆t− 0.5 = −κ, where κ ∈ R+. Remember that 0 < W (tj) < 1. It follows that:
W (t) ≥ W (tj)

1 + (W (tl)− 1)e
β

−κ (e(tj−tl)/∆t−e(tj−t)/∆t) ≥ W (tl)

(W (tl)− 1)e
β

−κ (e(tj−tl)/∆t−e(tj−t)/∆t) ≥ W (tl)− 1

e
β

−κ (e(tj−tl)/∆t−e(tj−t)/∆t) ≤ 1

β

−κ
(e(tj−tl)/∆t − e(tj−t)/∆t) ≤ 0

e(tj−tl)/∆t − e(tj−t)/∆t ≥ 0

e(tj−tl)/∆t ≥ e(tj−t)/∆t

(tj − tl)/∆t ≥ (tj − t)/∆t

tl ≤ t

For the situation that the post-synaptic spike occurs before the pre-synaptic spike, which induces a negative shift in
synaptic efficacy synaptic (or long-term depression), we have the following:

Corollary 1.2. Given 0 < tj < ti then W (t) ≤ W (tj).

Proof. Let (ti − tj)/∆t− 0.5 = κ where κ ∈ R+. Remember that 0 < W (tj) < 1. It follows that:
W (t) ≤ W (tj)

1 + (W (tl)− 1)e
β
κ (e(tj−tl)/∆t−e(tj−t)/∆t) ≤ W (tl)

(W (tl)− 1)e
β
κ (e(tj−tl)/∆t−e(tj−t)/∆t) ≤ W (tl)− 1

e
β
κ (e(tj−tl)/∆t−e(tj−t)/∆t) ≥ 1

β

κ
(e(tj−tl)/∆t − e(tj−t)/∆t) ≥ 0

e(tj−tl)/∆t − e(tj−t)/∆t ≥ 0

e(tj−tl)/∆t ≥ e(tj−t)/∆t

(tj − tl)/∆t ≥ (tj − t)/∆t

tl ≤ t

We next turn to formally state and prove TI-STDP’s synaptic weight change dynamics in the scenario where these
is a post-synaptic spike/event but no pre-synaptic activity.

Theorem 2. Given the existence of only postsynaptic activity in neuron j at time tj , the equation that governs the
synaptic plasticity at a given time t with a known W (tl) is:

W (t) = W (tl)e
γ(etj−t−1) (13)

Proof. Let tj be the post synaptic spike timing represented as a positive integer and let tl = tj . Assume all
constants are positive real numbers. It is important to note that the bounds for synpatic effiacy W are 0 < W < 1.
As there is no presynaptic activity, the equation for dW (t)/dt becomes:

dW (t)

dt
= −γe(tj−t)/∆t ∗W

7
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To solve for W (t), the indefinite integral can be shown by the following:
dW (t)

dt
= −γe(tj−t)/∆t ∗W

dW (t)

W
= −γe(tj−t)/∆tdt∫

dW (t)

W
=

∫
−γe(tj−t)/∆tdt

−ln(|W (t)|) + C1 = −γe(tj−t)/∆t + C2

ln(|W (t)|) = γe(tj−t)/∆t + C Note: C = C2 − C1

W (t) = Ceγe
(tj−t)/∆t

To solve for the constant C, let t = tl as this is the synaptic weight values at the start of the synaptic update. Then,
solving for C entails the following:

W (t) = Ceγe
(tj−t)/∆t

W (tl) = Ceγe
(tj−tl)/∆t

W (tl) = Ceγe
(tj−tl)/∆t

C = W (tl)e
−γ

W (t) = W (tl)e
−γeγe

(tj−t)/∆t

W (t) = W (tl)e
γ(e(tj−t)/∆t−1)

Finally, as was done for the first TI-STDP theorem, we turn to considering the change in synaptic efficacy that
results from TI-STDP in the scenario that only a post-synaptic spike occurs (but would still incur external stimulus
beyond what comes from the one specific pre-synaptic neuron under consideration here). Formally, we only need
to consider the negative synaptic shift induced by pre-synaptic time ti of zero and a non-negative post-synaptic tj ;
this is proven as follows:
Corollary 2.1. Given 0 = ti < tj then W (t) ≤ W (tj).

Proof.
W (t) ≤ W (tj)

W (tl)e
γ(etj−t−1) ≤ W (tl)

eγ(e
tj−t−1) ≤ 1

γ(etj−t − 1) ≤ 0

etj−t ≤ 1

tj − t ≤ 0

tj ≤ t

3 Experimental Results

3.1 Predictive Generalization

For this set of experiments, we examine predictive generalization ability of spiking neural models trained under
different conditions of spike-timing centered plasticity. We utilize the MNIST database for the simulations carried
for this part of the study. Specifically, this dataset consists of a large pool of gray-scale 28× 28 images depicting
hand-written digits across 10 different categories (digits ‘0’ through ‘9’). To train the spiking neuronal models,
we construct a training set of 50, 000 samples and a validation (held-out) subset of 10, 000 that contains 1, 000
patterns from each class. The standard test-split of MNIST is used to evaluate the generalization performance of
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Figure 2: Visual depiction of the biophysical spiking neural architecture that we simulate and analyze in our
experimental study.

all models (with plasticity adjustment disabled). Note that the validation subset was used to manually tune/select
hyperparameter values. The only pre-processing we used for these digits was to normalize their feature intensity
values to lie in the range of [0, 1] (by dividing image pixel values by 255).

For all generalization experiments, we use the same base model structure. Each model starts with a Poisson spike
encoding sensory layer, which converts the real-valued image patterns on-the-fly to input spike trains – these trains
were driven by the normalized pixel intensities and constrained to never exceed a maximum spike frequency, i.e.,
never more than 64 Hertz (Hz). Above the Poisson encoding layer are two hidden layers of recurrently-wired pairs
of leaky integrate-and-fire (LIF) neurons, each of these acting as representation layers made up of a coupled set
of excitatory and inhibitory units. The synapses connecting these the laterally-related neurons in any of these
representation layers are fixed and configured such that the synaptic connections between the excitatory to the
inhibitory units is set to a scaled identity matrix. Similarly, the connections from the inhibitory to the excitatory
units was set to be a fixed, scaled hollow matrix. Finally, the synapses connecting the Poisson encoding input layer
to the first representation layer, as well as the synapses connecting the first representation layer to the top-level
second one, as plastic and adapted according to one of the forms of STDP we study in this work.3 In Figure 2, we
graphically depict the neuronal computational architecture simulated for this set of simulations. In Table 2, we
describe, collect, and present the values of all essential, shared hyper-parameters that govern the models of this
work for Case 1 and 2.

Experimental Cases For this paper, we studied two different experimental settings/cases, each centered around
different model learning conditions. Note that the specific neuronal dynamics and configuration corresponding to
each of these settings are discussed in the next section. In terms of specific learning conditions, we investigated the
efficacy of models adapted under different forms of STDP, including our own proposed TI-STDP, when the amount
of data seen was varied significantly. In the first experimental case, i.e., Case 1, each model was trained over 20
passes (or epochs) over the MNIST [20] dataset, resulting in a data stream consisting of 250, 000 image patterns in
total. In the second case, i.e., Case 2, models were trained strictly under one single epoch, resulting in a stream
of only 50, 000 image patterns. The motivation for this particular condition is that it is essentially probing online
learning performance, where each data point is only shown to the model once; such a setting which is far more
neurocognitively realistic and representative of organism learning in the natural world.

Model Dynamics As noted before, there were two different learning conditions that were examined in the
experiments related to predictive generalization and each of these entailed the use of different neuronal dynamics;

3Note that the synapses carrying information across any two layers, e.g., sensory-to-hidden or hidden-to-hidden, are
specifically wired to the excitatory units of any representation layer.
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Parameter Case 1 Case 2 Description
Input size 784 784 Dimensionality of sensory input

Hidden Layer Neurons 625 625 Dimensionality of 1st representation layer
Output size 225 225 Dimensionality of 2nd representation layer

Poisson (Maximal) Frequency 63.75 63.75 Maximum allowed input spiking frequency (Hertz)
τme 100 100 Excitatory membrane time constant (decivolts)
τmi 100 100 Inhibitory membrane time constant (decivolts)
Re 100 100 Excitatory resistance (deciOhms)
Ri 100 100 Inhibitory resistance (deciOhms)

Refractory Time 5 5 Absolute refractory time (ms)
τeθ 1e5 1e5 Excitatory threshold time constant (ms)
τ iθ 0 0 Inhibitory threshold time constant (ms)
θ+ 0.05 0.05 Excitatory threshold increment (decivolts)
θe0 -52 -52 Excitatory threshold base value (decivolts)
θi0 -40 -40 Inhibitory threshold base value (decivolts)

verest -65 -65 Excitatory membrane resting potential (decivolts)
virest -60 -60 Inhibitory membrane resting potential (decivolts)
vereset -60 -60 Excitatory membrane reset potential (decivolts)
vireset -45 -45 Inhibitory membrane reset potential (decivolts)
Wei 22.5 22.5 Excitatory-to-inhibitory synaptic scale
Wie -120 -10 Inhibitory-to-excitatory synaptic scale
R1 1 1 Input-to-hidden resistance (deciOhms)
R2 6 6 Hidden-to-hidden resistance (deciOhms)

Table 2: Shared Model-Level Hyper-parameters. Here we describe and provide chosen values for the key
meta-parameters that govern the models simulated for the predictive generalization experiments that were conducted
with the MNIST database.

TR-STDP EV-STDP TI-STDP
Parameter Case 1 Case 2 Parameter Case 1 Case 2 Parameter Case 1 Case 2

τz 20 20 ηw 1 0.01 α (ℓ = 1) 0.00375 0.00375
zℓ=1
tar 0.3 0.3 A+ (ℓ = 1) 0.0055 1 α (ℓ = 2) 0.05 0.025
zℓ=2
tar 0.025 0.025 A− (ℓ = 1) 0.001375 0.3 β̂ (ℓ = 1) 1.25 1.25
A+ 0.01 0.01 A+ (ℓ = 2) 0.0055 1 β̂ (ℓ = 2) 2 2
A− 0.001 0.001 A− (ℓ = 2) 0.000275 0.075 γ̂ (ℓ = 1) 0.75 0.75

λ 0 0 γ̂ (ℓ = 2) 0.125 0.25
Table 3: Hyper-parameter value configurations for each plasticity model studied in this work. Note that we have
further tagged certain meta-parameter with layer ℓ indicators for cases where values were different for different
neuronal layers (otherwise, the value reported was set to be the same across all layers).

see Table 2 for details. For Case 1, the neuronal dynamics of [6] were configured whereas, for Case 2, we
configured a set of dynamics that were more neurobiologically realistic as well as challenging. For instance, in the
first experimental case, the inhibitory neurons that feedback into the excitatory neurons use a scaling value of −120
which causes such a high-level of massive inhibition that it effectively turns any single layer of neurons into a near
winner-take-all (sub-)systems. In contrast, the second experimental case uses a much smaller scale factor of −10,
which promotes a less severe form of cross-layer competition and, as we observed in preliminary experimentation,
induced more complex, temporally rich neuronal dynamics / spike trains.

Shared Model Parameters For both experimental Case 1 and 2, there were certain parameter values that
were shared across all of the different neuronal systems. Values for all the model components, excluding the
synapses, were held constant trial-to-trial and learning rule-to-learning rule. There was one minor exception to this;
empirically, we found that TI-STDP required a faster adaptive threshold time constant for Case 2 and we thus used
this time constant value for simulations in both Case 1 and Case 2.

Plasticity-Specific Parameters When implementing TI-STDP into an artificial neuronal system some specific
algorithm design choice swere made. None of these changes affect the dynamics shown in section 2.3 but were
carefully chosen so as to make tuning a TI-STDP-adapted system easier. A key change we found important was
the introduction of the additional coefficient α, which acted as a tunable global learning rate. In relation to the
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MNIST Case 1: Multi-Pass Dynamics
Model Acc Precision Recall

TR-STDP 78.190± 0.320 78.301± 0.137 77.878± 0.376
EV-STDP 84.983± 0.937 85.172± 0.661 84.783± 0.912
TI-STDP 82.093± 0.478 82.003± 0.514 81.785± 0.485

Case 2: Online Dynamics
TR-STDP 68.973± 0.626 70.777± 0.631 68.110± 0.652
EV-STDP 62.800± 2.418 68.717± 4.619 61.945± 2.543
TI-STDP 70.123± 1.131 70.309± 0.852 69.450± 1.157

Table 4: Model Generalization performance measurements. Reported are the mean and standard deviation for
three supervised and three unsuperivsed evaluation metrics over three simulation trials of the biophysical network
studied in this work. Supervised predictions are obtained from the unsupervised biophysical models by binding the
category labels to specific neurons during a post-training phase and allowing each neuron in the top-layer vote for
the class it believes a sensory input pattern belongs to.

proposed plasticity equations 10 11, the coefficients γ and β can then be reformulated as: γ = αγ̂ and β = αβ̂.
This reformulation was done to provide a simple control factor that controlled fast a model’s synapses adapt without
having to adjust γ and β individually (as manipulating these required greater care).

Also while tuning neuronal systems trained with TI-STDP, a key experimental insight we found was to pay due
attention to the ratio between the hyper-parameters β and γ. Empirically, we found that this ratio, when set
correctly, causes each synapse to reach a steady state based on the frequency of pre- and post-synaptic activity.
In general, if more post-synaptic activity is desirable, then increasing this ratio will cause the steady state to be
achieved at a higher degree of synaptic efficacy/strength. In turn, if less post-synaptic activity is desirable, then
decreasing this ratio will work well to achieve the opposite effect. The abstraction of α notably allows for the
experimentalist/modeler to directly control the speed of learning to be changed while keeping this ratio constant.

3.2 Clustering, Binding, and Performance Measurements

While these models are unsupervised in nature, working to cluster the patterns they process in their upper-level
latent space, we may equip them with a simple mechanism for conducting classification so that we may probe their
generalization ability. Similar to the scheme mentioned and utilized in [6], after adapting each neuronal model
under a particular plasticity scheme, we ‘bind’ a subset of the labels available in the database used for training to
the LIFs in the top-most layer. Specifically, to bind labels to neuronal units and conduct classification, we adhere to
the following process:

1. For each presented sensory input pattern, the firing response of each LIF in the top-most layer, which
contains H neurons, is recorded and its corresponding spike frequency over the T -length stimulus window
is stored in relation to the label y ∈ {0, 1, 2, .., Y } of that particular sensory input. Formally, this
means for any neuron k in the second layer ℓ = 2 of our spiking model, we record the spike frequency
λk =

∑T
t=1 s

ℓ=2
k induced by an observed input-label pair (o, y), and add it to a global frequency matrix

Cy,k ∈ ZY×H
≥0 where the class label y indexes the correct row of the matrix and k indexes the appropriate

neuronal unit.
2. After every data point in the sub-sample is processed by the spiking model, and we have aggregated all

responses, we then take the argmax across all Y rows to obtain the class that each neuron k responds the
most to and assign or ‘bind’ this winning class index to neuron k.

3. During test-time inference, with long-term plasticity (and adaptive thresholds) disabled, we run an unseen
input pattern o through the model and record the spike frequency vector λ⃗ for all neurons in layer ℓ = 2.
To obtain a predicted class index, we do the following: argmaxi∈{1,2,...,H} λi|λi ∈ λ⃗, which returns the
index of the neuron with the highest response to the input pattern from which we may extract the bound
class index from the previous step.

In the experiments of this paper, for all neuronal models, we bind labels to neurons in the second layer using the
last 10000 training samples encountered during model training.

In Table 4, we report the generalization ability of each model, when using the classification scheme presented above.
We specifically measure the model’s predictive accuracy, precision, and recall on the 10000 held-out test-set image
samples; all values reported in Table 4 are the mean and standard deviation over three experimental simulation
trials (where each simulation run was seeded with a unique integer). Finally, we observe the types of mistakes

11



Preprint

Figure 3: Confusion heat-map visualization. Shown are the heat-maps for the mean (‘Average’) and standard
deviation (‘Std. Deviation’) of the confusion matrices for each of the three plasticity models; plot order arranged
from top to bottom - event-based post-synaptic STDP (EV-STDP), trace-based STDP (TR-STDP), and time-
integrated STDP (TI-STDP).

made by the various simulated models by recording their test-set normalized confusion matrices. Concretely, we
visualize the mean and standard deviation normalized confusion matrices (across the three trials) for each model as
heat-maps in Figure 3; for the mean confusion heat-map, a stronger, darker green indicates better performance
(closer to 100% prediction performance on a specific class category) whereas for the standard deviation confusion
heat-map, a stronger, darker red indicates more statistical variability in the model’s predictive outputs.

Finally, in Figure 6, we examine the latent clusters formed by spiking model’s topmost layer, under each spike-
centered plasticity condition. To visualize these implicit clusters, we collected the neural latent ‘codes’ that
characterize the topmost layer by converting the temporal spike train produced in response to each presented pattern
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Figure 4: Visual depiction of the biophysical spiking compositional model that we designed and studied.

to an approximate rate-code vector cℓ=2 in the following manner:

cℓ=2 = (γc/T )

T∑
t

sℓ=2(t) (14)

where we set γc = 1. After feeding in all of the data patterns contained in the dataset’s test-set and collecting all of
the resultant rate codes, we visualized the emergent rate-code islands using the t-Distributed Stochastic Neighbor
Embedding (t-SNE) algorithm [35]. Qualitatively, we see that all three forms of STDP form useful clusters that
represent the different categories inherent to the MNIST database, with EV-STDP forming slightly better clusters
(less overlap, as opposed to TR-STDP and TI-STDP) which explains its slightly better performance than TI-STDP.
Note that, in the supplementary material, we provide an additional visualization that further probes the clusters that
form as a result of the top-most layer’s self-organization.

3.3 Qualitative Patch Extraction Results

An important aspect of human visual perception vision is its ability objects within scenes and effectively representing
them in terms of structures [31] often referred to as ‘part-whole hierarchies’ [15]. The foundational neurocognitive
premise is that an ‘object’ can be regarded as a collection or combination of parts (and those parts are made up
of sub-parts [15], etc.), with particular part-to-part relationships (which constitutes their overall organization).
In particular, perception involves decomposing the observed nested structure in one’s niche into its base parts
or components; this results in a form of compositionality [19, 9], where the same building block patterns can
be recursively and hierarchically arranged to assemble a vast array of possible complex patterns. Building
intelligent agents that are capable of learning part-whole hierarchical representations facilitates a wide variety of
cognitive functionality, including planning or confabulating novel configurations of parts (and sub-parts) as well as
recognizing previously unseen configurations (in the context of zero-shot generalization).

Motivated by the above, we next constructed neuronal models that focused on representation learning, utilizing our
proposed TI-STDP for synaptic adaptation. The biophysical dynamical system we designed was meant to learn
how to represent the sensory inputs it encounters in a “constructive fashion”. Specifically, this was enforced by
encoding a ‘local connectivity’ inductive bias into the first layer’s synaptic connectivity pattern, i.e., the first set
of synaptic connections of our model employed a partitioned matrix design such that groups/clusters of neuronal
units – specifically coupled excitatory-inhibitory neurons – in the first layer would only process particular patches
of a sensory input at particular spatial locations (with some small possible degree of overlap). The spike train
activities emitted by these local groups of coupled neurons would then be aggregated by a second layer of coupled
LIF neurons. The intuition behind this three-layer model (sensory input, layer of local neuronal spiking feature
detectors, and an aggregation neuronal layer) was that the first would specialize in extracting low-level features,
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such as strokes or pattern arcs/curves, while the second layer would learn to “combine” these lower-level features
into higher-level primitive objects (e.g., digits from strokes/edges). The synapses connecting the sensory layer –
a set of spatially arranged 7× 7 pixel image patches – to the intermediate layer as well as those connecting the
intermediate layer groups to the aggregation layer were shaped by the plasticity dynamics of long-term potentiation,
depression, and synaptic decay induced by TI-STDP.

See Figure 4 for a visual depiction of our biophysical, compositional model. In terms of parameterization, our
model’s sensory input layer entailed partitioning an input sensory image into a set of 7 × 7 patches (with a
configurable pixel overlap as high as 2) that were each encoded dynamically into Poisson spike trains constrained
to have a maximum frequency of 63.75 Hz. The intermediate layer consisted of 16 groups of 64 excitatory units
coupled to inhibitory units (two sets of 1024 neurons total) while the aggregation layer consisted of 225 excitatory
units coupled with 225 inhibitory units.

To test if the above three-layer compositional model learned some aspect of part-whole relationships from the
data, after training it on 250, 000 images (or five passes through the MNIST database), we allowed the model to
build/compose patterns by constructing a simple top-down procedure that we call ancestral assembly. This pattern
construction process adhered to the following two steps:

1. Part Feature Selection: For any given LIF neuron k in the aggregation (second) layer ℓ = 2, the
top K = 300 synapses with the highest efficacies from Wℓ=2 were selected, which when backwards
traversed, returned the indices of the neurons in the intermediate representation layer that correlated most
strongly with the aggregation neuron k, i.e., the set Q;

2. Object Assembly: The receptive field of each neuron q ∈ Q was extracted, modulated by the synaptic
efficacy connecting it to aggregation neuron k, and added to a scratch-pad image (initialized to a D ×D
matrix of zeros). Formally, an object pattern õ was assembled via the following weighted super-position:
õ =

∑
q∈Q W ℓ=2

k,q Wℓ=1
q,: , where Wℓ=1

q,: denotes the ‘slicing out’ of the qth row of synaptic matrix Wℓ=1.

In effect, the above two-step scheme represents an approximate way utilize the spiking neuronal circuit’s underlying
generative process, without conditioning it on any context information, to produce sensory patterns that provide
some indication/interpretation of the knowledge it has acquired.

We visualize the sampled assembled patterns produced by our compositional model in Figure 5c. Notice that,
desirably, the compositional model was able to synthesize or ‘confabulate’ at least one of every possible digit
type it processed in the MNIST database, demonstrating its ability to construct complete digit patterns from the
lower-level stroke arcs its intermediate neuronal feature detector groups acquired. In Figure 5a, we present a large
subset of the receptive fields the neuronal feature detectors acquired in the first layer; in Figure 5b, we present a
subset of synaptic connectivity patterns acquired in the second layer. Notice that the second layer ends up being
shaped by TI-STDP to be sparse, demonstrating that a basic latent command structure emerges where the second
layer of coupled LIFs learn to control and compose the receptive fields acquired by the groups of intermediate
coupled LIFs.

4 Discussion

Discussion: The clustering experiments done in this paper were designed to examine and compare the effec-
tiveness of different spike-timing-dependant plasticity-based synaptic adjustment methods. The first experiment,
i.e., Case 1, was carried out to demonstrate that the spiking neural circuits do not collapse and achieve stable
performance when adapting with longer streams of data patterns (as emulated by multiple epochs over the database).
The second experiment, i.e., Case 2, focused on adaptation that is carried out across a single epoch of the data,
which emulated aspects of online learning, motivated by the fact that online learning better embodies natural,
real-world learning than credit assignment carried out over multiple epochs.

There were three different synaptic update methods that were studied in this paper: trace-based STDP, event-based
STDP, and time-integrated STDP. All of them were hand-tuned to attain the performance measurements we reported
across both experimental cases. Overall, we found experimentally that the predictive generalization across synaptic
plasticity algorithms was quite close with EV-STDP performing the best (with TI-STDP coming in a close a second
place) when run with many passes over the data whereas TI-STDP performed the best in terms of online learning.

Looking to the t-SNE plots of each of the trained models 6 in tandem with their confusion matrices 3, we observe
that each type of synaptic plasticity model does a fairly good job at separating out the different digits. From the
t-SNE plots, it is clear that some digit patterns, such as those that classify as fours and nines, prove to be difficult
for the adapted spiking model to learn to separate, which intuitively makes sense given that many of the fours in
MNIST exhibit a large degree of overlap with the nines. This difficulty due to pattern overlap can also be observed,
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(a) Sample of Sensory-Level Filters. (b) Sample of Aggregation-Level Synapses.

(c) Digit Object Assembly Samples.

Figure 5: Visualization of the spiking compositional model’s learned elements. For our TI-STDP adapted
compositional, hierarchical biophysical model, we visualize the following: sub-Figure 5a contains the model’s
acquired sensory-level receptive fields (which contain strokes/arcs of different rotations/shifts), sub-Figure 5b
contains the model’s top-level synapses (brighter white values indicate stronger synaptic efficacies) and, sub-Figure
5c shows objects that have been “crafted” by the learned model using our ancestral assembly process.

to a lesser extent, with respect to the threes, fives, and eights. Note that these label-based separation difficulties
are further reflected in the kinds of categorization mistakes each model makes, where, in the confusion matrices
presented in Figure 3, we observe that there are as many predictions of fours as nines and nines as fours.

Limitations Note that, while our empirical results demonstrate promise, there are several limitations in this work
worth pointing out. First and foremost, there are known limitations to constructing effective SNNs, specifically
related to the fact that they are slow to train and often difficult to tune. We note that each experiment in this paper
took well over a day per model to run across all the trials (using a single performant GPU). TI-STDP does not work
to reduce this cost as the linear algebra needed to simulate its underlying mechanics is not any less complex than
the other studied methods. It could prove fruitful to consider simplifications of TI-STDP that reduce the number of
required operations to perform useful synaptic adjustments (such as the binary STDP rule developed in [8]), which
would prove useful for instantiation in in-memory hardware platforms, e.g., neuromorphic chips.
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(a) TR-STDP Latent Clusters. (b) EV-STDP Latent Clusters. (c) TI-STDP Latent Clusters.

Figure 6: Latent t-SNE Plots. t-SNE Visualization of sampled clusters that were extracted under different
spike-timing-driven algorithm conditions.

In addition to the problem of speed mentioned above, all models used here require tuning to get them to function
properly and stably. Both TR-STDP and TI-STDP were found, experimentally in this work, to be significantly
less fragile when it comes to hyper-parameters; however, we remark that the phrases “not fragile” as opposed to
“robust” are far from the same thing. Another important experimental, practical limitation we observed was that,
if weight-dependency scaling was not used in any plasticity-case, it was more likely that the spiking models we
trained would strongly “overfit” to the sensory data and predictive performance (as induced by label binding) would
drop during longer, multi-pass trials; overfitting in our experimental settings meant that the synaptic efficacies
seemed to saturate to the extreme value boundaries (in our models, this was towards either zero or one, as synaptic
weights were constrained to be non-negative and be bounded to the range [0, 1]) yielding ‘brittle’ or ‘rigid’ synaptic
templates that could only match with a few actual sensory samples. This problematic effect is likely due to weights
being clipped at one and the non-scaled weight updates driving all values towards one (the maximal allowed
synaptic efficacy), hence why weight-dependency scaling (or soft-bounding) was found to be so important.

Based on our experimental results, we can also see that all of the spiking models get confused by digits that look
the same; this we hypothesize is due to the nature of LIF dynamics since, if there is enough overlap between two
classes to produce a spike from the hidden layer of LIFs, then one class can appear as a subset of the others. This
can generally be tackled with lateral inhibition, as we empirically confirmed heavily in preliminary experimentation,
though we remark that the inhibitory-to-excitatory (and excitatory-to-inhibitory) scaling factors used in the first
experimental case uses are rather extreme and limit much of the dynamics to, in many cases, a single winner-take-all
style of competition. This form of cross-layer competition can be somewhat limiting when attempting to construct
deeper, multi-layer neuronal circuits.

The final limitation we find useful to point out is with respect to the LIF neuronal dynamics. Across all of the
models tested, if the LIF settings resulted in neuronal layers producing too many, or not enough, spikes, we found
that none of the models were able to effectively learn. In addition to this, we found that if the dynamics was not
carefully tuned, spikes would appear in waves (or “volleys”) causing temporal information to be lost and training
to ultimately be much harder.

5 Conclusions

In this study, we proposed time-integrated spike-timing-dependent plasticity (TI-STDP), a novel generalization
of spike-timing centered mathematical formulations of long-term synaptic plasticity. TI-STDP does not require
the maintenance or explicit introduction of auxiliary trace variables as well as any events to induce adjustments
made to synaptic efficacies, embodying the core tenets of canonical STDP in a convenient, flexible computational
framework. Our experimental results demonstrated TI-STDP’s effectiveness as a mechanism for conducting
biologically-motivated credit assignment in multi-layer spiking neuronal circuits, further outperforming several key
historical forms of STDP with respect to online learning in the context of a pattern classification task. Furthermore,
we formulated a simple compositional biophysical model that we demonstrated, crafting an approximate ancestral
assembly process, was capable of learning how to synthesize more complex object patterns from simpler, part-like
elements extracted from sensory by spiking feature detectors.
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Supplementary Material

In this appendix, we present several visualizations of sampled clusters acquired by our multi-level biophysical
models trained on full, non-patched digit images. Figures 7 and 8 showcase at least one representative cluster
per each unique digit class/category acquired by the TI-STDP-adapted SNN model. Note that brighter, more
white digits indicate more strongly correlated patterns that are associated with any given visualized cluster, while
less bright/more faded digits indicate lesser-associated patterns with a given cluster (but still strong enough to be
included as part of that cluster which, in some cases, highlights some of the mismatches/mistakes made by the
model’s self-organizing second layer).
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Figure 7: TI-STDP Acquired Pattern Clusters for Digits 0 through 5. Visualization of pattern clusters that were
extracted under different spike-timing-driven algorithm conditions
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Figure 8: TI-STDP Acquired Pattern Clusters for Digits 6 through 9. Visualization of pattern clusters that were
extracted under different spike-timing-driven algorithm conditions

21


	Introduction
	Methodology
	Neural Architecture and Spiking Dynamics
	Adaptation through Varieties of Spike-Timing-Dependent-Plasticity
	Time-Integrated Spike-Timing-Dependent-Plasticity

	Experimental Results
	Predictive Generalization
	Clustering, Binding, and Performance Measurements
	Qualitative Patch Extraction Results

	Discussion
	Conclusions

