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Abstract

Cortical neurons exhibit a hierarchy of timescales across brain regions in response to
input stimuli, which is thought to be crucial for information processing of different
temporal scales. Modeling studies suggest that both intra-regional circuit dynamics as
well as cross-regional connectome may contribute to this timescale diversity. Equally
important to diverse timescales is the ability to transmit sensory signals reliably across
the whole brain. Therefore, the brain must be able to generate diverse timescales while
simultaneously minimizing signal attenuation. To understand the dynamical mechanism
behind these phenomena, we develop a second-order mean field model of the human
brain by applying moment closure and coarse-graining to a digital twin brain model
endowed with whole brain structural connectome. Cross-regional coupling strength is
found to induced a phase transition from asynchronous activity to synchronous
oscillation. By analyzing the input-response properties of the model, we reveal
criticality as a unifying mechanism for enabling simultaneously optimal signal
transmission and timescales diversity. We show how structural connectome and
criticality jointly shape intrinsic timescale hierarchy across the brain.

1 Introduction

The human brain is a highly heterogeneous and complex system, with distinct regions
serving specialized functions. The coordinated interactions among these regions
collectively shape a hierarchical mode of information processing. Recent experimental
evidence suggests that neural response to input stimuli exhibits a timescale gradient
across the whole brain in both human and non-human primates [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. In
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particular, sensory areas respond with brief, transient reactions to input stimuli whereas
higher-order cortical areas produce responses that remain persistent over longer
durations [6, 5, 7]. This hierarchy of intrinsic timescales are thought to play key roles in
processing sensory inputs and generating behavior at different temporal
scales [2, 6, 8, 9].

Modeling studies have attributed the emergence of timescale hierarchy to
heterogeneity in self-coupling [10], local recurrent connectivity [11, 12], and whole brain
anatomical connectome [13, 14]. Notably, computational modeling of the monkey brain
has revealed that the intrinsic timescales gradually increase from area to area along the
cortical hierarchy [13, 14]. Using linear network models, it has been shown that intrinsic
timescales become segregated if the eigenmodes of the connectivity matrix are localized
to different parts of the network [11, 13]. Such localization of eigenmodes may arise
from heterogeneity in spatially local connectivity [11] as well as connectivity endowed
with anatomical connectome [13]. Despite these theoretical insights, how intrinsic neural
timescales may arise in the human brain has yet been explored.

Although previous modeling studies have focused on explaining the origin of
timescale hierarchies in the brain, the signal transmission aspect of input processing has
not been fully addressed. If input signals attenuate too quickly as it propagates across
the cortex, then responses in higher order cortical areas with long timescales may
become negligible. This raises the question how the brain might attain diverse
timescales while simultaneously ensuring reliable signal transmission. In nature, many
physical systems operate in a regime that exhibits signatures of criticality, which is
thought to be optimal for signal transmission [15, 16]. This has inspired the critical
brain hypothesis which suggests that the brain may gain significant
information-processing advantages by operating near the critical point of a phase
transition, including heightened sensitivity to perturbations, a diverse range of system
states, maximal brain fluidity, and increased capacity for information storage and
transmission [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 12].

In this study, we develop a second-order dynamic mean field model of the human
brain by applying moment closure and coarse-graining to a recently proposed Digital
Twin Brain (DTB) model for simulating the whole brain at single neuron
resolution [23, 24]. By globally tuning the strength of synaptic connections between
brain regions, we show that the mean field model exhibits a phase transition from
asynchronous irregular activity to brain-wide synchronous oscillations, as consistent
with the DTB model. Using the mean field model, we investigate the processing of
visual sensory signals across the whole brain, with special focuses on the strength of
signal transmitted to each brain region and the hierarchy of intrinsic timescales as the
system state approaches criticality.

2 Results

2.1 Moment closure, coarse-graining, and a mean field model
for the human brain

To link whole brain dynamics at the macroscale to biophysical nonlinearity at the
microscale, we develop a multiscale approach to whole brain modeling, as illustrated
schematically in Fig. 1(A).

We begin with a region-wise computational cortico-subcortical model of whole
human brain at single neuron resolution [23, 24]. The model comprises n = 378 cortical
and subcortical regions according to the brain parcellation HCPex [25]. Each area is
represented by a conductance-based spiking neural circuit containing one excitatory
(AMPA-ergic) population and one inhibitory (GABA-ergic) population. Different brain
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regions are connected only by synaptic projections between excitatory neurons. Each
neuron is modeled using a conductance-based leaky integrate-and-fire neuron with finite
synaptic time constants. The synaptic connectivity within and between regions are
drawn randomly according to certain distributions with given average in-degrees. The
intra-regional and the cross-regional synaptic in-degrees, the conductance of each region,
and the number of neurons within each brain region are estimated based on biological
constraints (see Methods). External inputs to different brain regions are determined via
a data assimilation approach [23, 24]. A global scaling factor γ controls the
cross-regional synaptic coupling strength.

We apply moment closure and coarse-graining to arrive at a second-order mean field
model for the human brain. The moment closure is performed on the spiking neural
circuit model through a Fokker-Planck formalism. The coarse-graining is performed by
treating each brain region as a homogeneous population of neurons with identical firing
statistics. Under these treatments, the state vector m of the mean field model is
m = (µE ,σ

2
E ,µI ,σ

2
I) ∈ R4n, where n = 378 is the number of brain regions. Here,

µα = (µα
u) and σ2

α = (σα,2
u ) represent the mean firing rate and firing variability of neural

population α ∈ {E, I} in region u. We can then write down the mean field model as

τ
d

dt


µE

σ2
E

µI

σ2
I

 = −


µE

σ2
E

µI

σ2
I

+Φ


µE

σ2
E

µI

σ2
I

 . (1)

The time constant τ is determined to be approximately 11 ms by fitting the oscillation
frequency of the mean field model to that of the spiking model. The coarse-grained
moment mapping Φ can be decomposed into

Φ = ϕMA ◦ ϕeff ◦ ϕsum. (2)

The first component is the coarse-grained synaptic summation ϕsum : R4n → R8n which
maps the moments of pre-synaptic spike count to that of synaptic activations at
post-synaptic neurons. The second component is the effective current ϕeff : R8n → R6n,
whose output includes an effective time constant and the moments of the effective
current. The third component ϕMA : R6n → R4n is the moment activation providing the
moments of the output spike count. See Methods for details of these moment mappings.

2.2 Phase transition induced by cross-regional coupling

We investigate the dynamics of the DTB model and the mean field model by varying
the global factor γ for the cross-regional coupling strength. We find that as γ increases,
the mean firing rate averaged across all regions increases, with values obtained from the
mean field model closely matching the DTB model (Fig. 1B). Simulations of the DTB
reveal a phase transition from asynchronous activity to oscillatory activity as γ
increases. Specifically, when γ is below a critical point γc = 31.6, the DTB model is in a
state of asynchronous activity with low firing rate (< 7 sp/s) (Fig. 1B) and low
fluctuation amplitude (< 8 sp/s) (Fig. 1C, left panel). Above this critical point, the
spiking neural circuit transitions into a state of synchronous oscillation with elevated
firing rate (Fig. 1B) and a steep increase in the oscillation amplitude (Fig. 1C, left
panel). Simulations of the mean field model show qualitatively consistent results with
the critical point slightly shifted to γc = 41.8. This mismatch is expected and is due to
the analytical approximations in deriving the mean field model. In the synchronous
regime, the oscillation frequencies of both the DTB and the mean field model decrease
with γ passing their respective critical points (Fig. 1C, middle panel). In addition, the
phase transition is also reflected in the coherence ρ in spiking activity within each brain
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region (Fig. 1C, right panel), defined as ρ ≡
(

σ2
V∑N

i=1 σ2
i /N

)1/2

, where σ2
V represents the

temporal variance of population-averaged membrane potential, σ2
i is the temporal

variance of the membrane potential of individual neurons, and N denotes the number of
neurons within each brain region [26]. Perfect synchrony is indicated by ρ = 1 and
reduced synchrony corresponds to ρ < 1. Spike raster plots and population firing rates
for representative values of γ for different regimes are shown in Fig. 1(D).

2.3 Linear stability analysis and whole brain eigenmodes

We reveal the dynamical mechanism of the phase transition by performing a linear
stability analysis on the mean field model. To this end, we linearize the system around
its fixed points and then numerically calculate the eigenvalues and eigenmodes of the
Jacobian matrix (see Methods). Figure 2(A) shows the eigenvalues on the complex
plane for representative values of cross-regional coupling strength γ. We find that when
γ is weak all eigenvalues have negative real parts, indicating that the system is stable.
As γ increases and crosses a critical point at γc = 41.8, the eigenvalue with the largest
real part crosses the imaginary axis. This indicates the emergence of an unstable
eigenmode with an oscillation frequency of f = |Imλ|/(2π), which is found to be
approximately f = 29.75 Hz. As γ further increases, more unstable eigenmodes with
different frequencies emerge. We label the critical points at which the l-th unstable

eigenmode emerges as γ
(l)
c .

The real and imaginary parts of eigenvalues corresponding to the first few
eigenmodes are shown in Fig. 2(B) and (C), respectively. The magnitudes and phases of
the eigenmodes as their corresponding eigenvalues cross the imaginary axis at critical

points γ
(l)
c are shown in Fig. 2(D)-(E). We find that the eigenmodes exhibit a hierarchy

of spatial organization of increasing complexity. For all eigenmodes shown, no obvious
difference is found between the mean firing rate and firing variability, whereas excitatory
and inhibitory populations exhibit phase differences of around π/4. The eigenmodes
derived from our mean field model is consistent with those found in linear systems
embedded with structural connectome [27].

2.4 Enhancement of visual signal propagation near criticality

We test the effect of criticality on the dissipation of visual signals across brain regions in
different dynamical regimes using the mean field model. This is done by numerical
simulations of the model with a transient step input current added to visual region V1,
mimicking stimulus presentation in biological experiments, as illustrated in Fig. 3(A)
(see Methods). Figure 3(B) presents the time series of mean firing rate response of
excitatory populations in representative brain regions (V1, V2, and area 46) following
current stimulation under subcritical (γ = 36.0), critical (γ = 41.8), and supercritical
(γ = 42.8) conditions. To quantify the sensitivity of each brain region to visual stimuli,
we calculate the total energy of the response variations in mean firing rate of excitatory
populations of each region as E =

∫∞
t0
|δµE(t)|2dt, where t0 = 100 ms is the stimulus

offset time. Higher total energy indicates stronger responses or greater sensitivity to
sensory inputs, while lower energy reflects a weaker response or greater signal
attenuation. This metric reflects both the peak amplitude and the persistence of the
responses.

In the subcritical and supercritical regimes, the relaxation time (time taken for the
response envelope to decay from peak to half-maximum) is consistently of the same
order of magnitude (as in Fig. 3(B)). However, the peak response amplitudes decrease
substantially from V1 to V2 and further to area 46, showing notable differences in
magnitude. Consequently, the total energy dissipates rapidly across regions, from V1
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Figure 1. Phase transition induced by cross-regional coupling. (A) Construction
of the digital twin brain (DTB) model for the whole human brain and a second-order
mean field model through moment closure and coarse-graining. (B) The mean firing rate
of the mean field model closely matches that of the DTB model. Shades represent the
standard deviation across brain regions. (C) Variation amplitude of population firing
rate (left panel), oscillation frequency (middle panel), and membrane potential coherence
(right panel) as a function of cross-regional coupling strength γ reveal a phase transition
from asynchronous activity to synchronous oscillatory activity in both the DTB model
and the mean field model, with critical points at γ = 31.6 and γ = 41.8, respectively.
(D) Typical firing patterns in V1 of the DTB model for different dynamic regimes. Left:
asynchronous activity (γ = 30); middle: near-critical (γ = 31.6); right: synchronous
oscillatory activity (γ = 32). Lower panels show spike raster plots of 200 excitatory
(blue) and 50 inhibitory (red) neurons from a representative brain region (V1). Upper
panels show the population firing rate of all neurons in V1.
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through V2 to area 46. In contrast, under the critical regime, while the peak amplitudes
still decrease from V1 to V2 and area 46, area 46 exhibits a more persistent response
compared to V1 and V2. As a result, under the critical regime, the dissipation of
response energy across regions from V1 through V2 to area 46 is less pronounced
compared to the subcritical and supercritical regimes.

We then analyze the distribution of energy across brain regions, normalized by the
energy at the stimulation site (V1), as shown in Fig. 3(C). For the subcritical (γ = 36.0)
and supercritical (γ = 42.8) conditions, the distribution of normalized energy is
concentrated near 0. In contrast, near the critical regime (γ = 41.8), the total energy
exhibits a broad distribution, with values more comparable to V1. We also calculate the
mean and minimum of normalized energy across all regions for varying γ [Fig. 3(D)] and
find that both metrics are peaked near the critical point, highlighting optimal signal
propagation near criticality.

To understand the spatial aspects of signal transmission across brain regions under
different dynamical regimes, we map the normalized energy on to the cortical surface, as
shown in Fig. 3(E). In both subcritical and supercritical states, a sharp attenuation of
energy is observed as signal propagates from V1 to the surrounding regions. In contrast,
near the critical point, the spatial organization of energy exhibits a smoother gradient
with much less signal attenuation. We further summarize the normalized energy in each
region as a function of its Euclidean distance from the stimulation site (V1) [Fig. 3(F),
left panel] and find that in both subcritical and supercritical regimes, the energy
transmitted to different brain regions decays rapidly with distance from V1. However,
in the critical regime, the energy remains persistent across all distances. The decay of
energy with distance from V1 is fitted using an exponential function, E(d) = Ae−d/∆,
where ∆ defines the attenuation length. The right panel of Fig. 3(F) reveals that the
attenuation length for varying γ peaks near the critical point. Such divergence of
attenuation length due to criticality is consistent with critical phenomena in physical
systems [15, 16] including neural systems [28, 20, 22, 21]. These findings indicate that
the spatial propagation of neural response signals experiences minimal attenuation near
criticality.

2.5 Optimal diversity of intrinsic timescales near criticality

Beyond signal transmission strength, the diversity of timescales across brain regions
represents another key characteristics of input processing in the brain. As shown in
Fig. 3(B), when a brief stimulus is applied to V1, early sensory areas such as V1 and V2
exhibit brief, transient activity, while higher cortical regions such as area 46 generate
responses that remain persistent over extended periods of time. However, the presence
of both rise and decay times complicates the estimation of timescales. Therefore, we
adopt the definition of intrinsic timescales as the temporal windows during which neural
activity fluctuations remain strongly self-correlated, referred to as the autocorrelation
window (ACW) [29, 13]. Figure 4(A) illustrates the experimental procedure for
estimating ACW using continuous stimuli applied to V1 of both hemispheres. The input
signal is modeled as a Gaussian white noise whose autocorrelation function
approximates a Dirac delta function.

Figure 4(B) presents the responses of representative brain regions (V1, V2, and area
46) and their signal envelopes for subcritical, critical, and supercritical regimes. In both
subcritical and supercritical dynamical regimes, the response envelopes of these regions
fluctuate on similarly short timescales. In contrast, under the critical regime, V1 and
V2 continue to fluctuate rapidly while area 46’s response envelope fluctuates more
slowly over time. We calculate the autocorrelation function (ACF) of the response
envelope and measure ACW as its half-life [1, 2]. Figure 4(C) displays the ACF for
representative brain regions across different dynamical regimes. In both the subcritical
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Figure 3. Enhancement of visual signal propagation near criticality. (A)
Schematics of the numerical experiments on signal dissipation during visual input
processing. A 100 ms, 20 mV pulse stimulus is applied to V1 in both hemispheres.
The model is simulated using a first-order Euler method with a time step of 0.001 ms.
(B) Responses of representative regions (V1, V2, and area 46) for subcritical (γ = 36),
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is maximized near criticality (right panel).
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and supercritical regimes, the activity of all displayed regions shows rapid decay in ACF.
In contrast, under the critical regime, the activity of the high-order region (area 46)
exhibits correlation over a longer period of time than the sensory regions (V1 and V2).

Next, we compare the distribution of intrinsic timescales across brain regions under
different dynamical regimes, as illustrated in Fig. 4(D). In the subcritical and
supercritical regimes, the ACWs are narrowly distributed whereas in the critical regime
the ACWs exhibit a broader, multimodal distribution. To quantify the diversity and
disparity in intrinsic timescales across regions, we compute the entropy and range ratio
of the ACW distribution. Entropy measures the dispersion of the data and the range
ratio measures the ratio between the maximum and minimum values of the data. As
shown in Fig. 4(E), both the entropy and range ratio of the ACWs increase sharply as
the system approaches criticality, exhibiting a diverging trend near the critical point.
These findings highlights criticality as a mechanism for the emergence of a more
pronounced hierarchical structure of intrinsic timescales.

We further explore the spatial gradient of timescales across brain regions using our
model by mapping the ACW to the cortical surface, as illustrated in Fig. 4(F). In the
subcritical and supercritical regimes, ACWs across brain regions tend to be
homogeneous in space. In contrast, the critical regime reveals a more distinct
hierarchical organization of timescales across the cortex, with early visual areas
exhibiting shorter timescales and higher-order regions showing longer timescales. In the
human brain, visual processing is generally understood to occur along two distinct
pathways, the ventral pathway projecting to the temporal cortex and the dorsal
pathway to the parietal cortex [30, 31]. Therefore, we take a closer examination at the
variations in timescales along the ventral and dorsal pathways, as shown Fig. 4(G). In
the subcritical and supercritical regimes, the timescales of regions along these pathways
remain relatively small and similar in magnitude. However, in the critical regime, a
distinctive increase in timescales is observed along both the ventral and dorsal pathways.
In particular, visual sensory areas show minimal changes in timescales, while transmodal
regions such as the OFC, ACC, and areas 8Ad/46 exhibit substantial increases.

3 Discussions

Previous works on linear network models have established the structure of whole brain
anatomical connectome as a key contributor to the timescale gradient across the
cortex [11, 13]. As reveal by analysis using our mean field model, this timescale gradient
can be further amplified if the brain operates near the critical point of a phase
transition that is absent in linear models. This result is consistent with previous
findings about an optimal operating regime of the brain exhibiting neuronal
cascade [28, 20, 21, 12]. Additional evidence is provided by comparing to timescales in a
linear model embedded in human brain connectome and in our nonlinear mean field
model with random connectivity (see SI). Our analysis shows that criticality and
structural connectome jointly shape timescale hierarchy in the brain and more
importantly indicates criticality as a unifying mechanism for diverse timescales and
optimal signal transmission across the brain. These results highlight the role of dynamic
interactions between brain regions in shaping timescale hierarchy and signal
propagation, and suggests a potential way for the brain to self-organize toward an
optimal operating regime by adjusting cross-regional coupling strength.

Previous analysis on a model of the monkey brain has attributed the emergence of
timescale hierarchy to the spatial localization of eigenmodes [13]. However, the
eigenmodes in our model do not exhibit such spatial localization and are more akin to
spherical harmonics reported in [27, 32]. This discrepancy could be potentially caused
by the lack of directionality in DWI-derived structural connectome of the human brain,
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Gaussian white noise with a mean of 0 mV and a standard deviation of 2 mV, whose
autocorrelation function (ACF) approximates a Dirac delta function. The model is
simulated using a first-order Euler method with a time step of 0.01 ms. (B) Responses
in mean firing rate of excitatory populations of representative regions and their envelope.
(C) The ACF of response envelopes for these regions. (D) Distribution of autocorrelation
window (ACW) across brain regions under different dynamical regimes. (E) Entropy and
range ratio of ACW as a function of cross-regional coupling strengths γ. (F) The ACW
mapped to the cortical surface exhibiting a smoother spatial gradient near criticality. (G)
Intrinsic timescales during visual signal processing along the ventral and dorsal visual
pathways. PIT, the posterior inferotemporal cortex; TE, anterior inferotemporal cortex;
TGv, ventral temporal pole; STSv, inferior parts of the superior temporal sulcus; OFC,
orbitofrontal cortex; MT, middle temporal area; MST, medial superior temporal area;
LIP, lateral intraparietal area; ACC, anterior cingulate cortex. Results in panel (B)-(C)
are obtained from a single trial; those in panel (D)-(G) are averaged over 100 trials.
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as opposed to the directed connectome of the monkey brain obtained from retrograde
tracing [33]. Another contributing factor is the neuronal and synaptic nonlinearity
captured by our mean field model, whose combined effect with the synaptic weight
matrix determine the orthogonality of the Jacobian matrix (or the lack of it). Despite
this discrepancy, our model nonetheless generates a distinct timescale gradient across
the whole brain. Testing the localization of eigenmodes in the human brain requires new
data or methods for estimating the directionality of structural connectome.

The human brain is the most complex physical system known to mankind. This
complexity partly arises as the brain operates across a vast range of spatial and
temporal scales. Although there is an abundance of models for describing the
functioning of the brain at individual scales, models that can link biophysical properties
of spiking neurons at the microscale to brain-wide dynamics at the macroscale are rare.
The second-order mean field model developed in this work is derived from a spiking
neural circuit model embedded with neuroimaging-derived structural connectome and it
faithfully captures the nonlinear coupling between mean firing rate and firing variability.
By preserving the relevant biophysical realism, our approach provides a link between
microscopic and macroscopic neural dynamics missed by popular heuristic whole brain
models, and offers new insights about the relationship between network structure,
nonlinearity, and criticality.

4 Methods

4.1 The Digital Twin Brain model

The Digital Twin Brain (DTB) is an emerging technology aimed at simulating the
human brain by incorporating known structural and functional constraints [23, 24]. The
DTB is implemented using a massively large spiking neural circuit model describing
detailed spiking activity at single neuron resolution and is optimized through a data
assimilation method. The simulation of billions of neurons and trillions of synapses in
the DTB is achieved with GPU-accelerated supercomputers [24]. Compared to
conventional macroscopic models of the brain, the advantage of the DTB model lies in
connecting neuronal and synaptic dynamics at fine spatiotemporal resolution (individual
spikes) to experimental observations at the macroscale (whole brain imaging data).

Concretely, We consider a region-wise computational cortico-subcortical model for
the whole human brain [23], comprising 378 areas based on the HCPex parcellation [25].
Each area is represented by a random sub-network involving two spiking neural
populations (excitatory and inhibitory) consisting of conductance-based leaky
integrate-and-fire (LIF) neurons with synaptic decay. The ratio between excitatory and
inhibitory neurons is 4:1. The relative population size of each area is derived based on
regional grey matter volume (GMV). Throughout this study, we set the total number of
neurons in the model to be 9.45 million.

In accordance with experimental findings, we hypothesize that the in-degree of each
region is directly proportional to the sum of elements in each row of the Diffusion
Weighted Imaging (DWI) matrix. We distinguish between intra-regional (local) synaptic
connections and cross-regional (long range) synaptic connections, the latter of which are
between excitatory populations only. We utilize a diffusion hierarchical mesoscale data
assimilation (dHMDA) method [23, 24] to estimate the hyperparameters of external
currents (Iext(t) in Eq. S1) to neurons in each region by fitting simulated BOLD signals
to experimental BOLD signals. The simulated BOLD signals are generated using the
Balloon-Windkessel model [34]. See SI for details.
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4.2 A second-order mean field approach to whole brain
modeling

While the DTB provides an invaluable computational platform for simulating the whole
brain at unprecedented scales and spatiotemporal resolutions, equally important are
mathematical tools for analyzing and interpreting the whole brain dynamics generated
by the DTB. Our goal here is to develop a mean field model that can faithfully capture
the dynamics of the DTB at macroscale.

Previous works on studying whole brain dynamics typically rely on various forms of
neural mass models which describe the macroscopic interactions between nodes (brain
regions) [35]. The nodes can be described by models with varying degrees of
abstractions such as Kuramoto phase oscillators [36], Stuart-Landau oscillators [37], and
Wilson-Cowan-style rate models [13]. The main drawback of these heuristic models is
that much of the microscopic properties of spiking neural dynamics are lost, namely,
neuronal and synaptic nonlinearities. These nonlinearities may manifest into non-trivial
effects at the whole brain level, such as phase transitions that are absent in linear
models.

To preserve these biological nonlinearities in whole brain modeling, we follow a mean
field approach whereby the dynamics at macroscale is derived from spiking neural
dynamics on a mathematically rigorous ground. Mean field models have been widely
used in studying the collective dynamics of neural populations in both local neural
circuits [38, 39, 40, 41] as well as whole brain models embedded with structural
connectome [28, 20, 22]. Concretely, we develop a second-order mean field model based
on the spiking neural circuits in the DTB using moment closure and coarse-graining.
The resulting mean field model faithfully captures the nonlinear coupling between mean
firing rate and firing variability to allow direct quantitative comparisons between mean
field predictions and full spiking simulations of the DTB, which would be unavailable
with heuristic models [37, 13].

Let m = (µ, σ2) ∈ R2n be a vector representing the mean and variance of firing
activity of n neurons (or populations of neurons) in the sense that

µi = lim
∆t→∞

E[Ni(∆t)]

∆t
, σ2

i = lim
∆t→∞

Var[Ni(∆t)]

∆t
,

where Ni is the spike count over a time window of ∆t. Then, moment closure
constitutes of the following self-consistent system of equations

τ
dm

dt
= −m+Φ(m), (3)

where τ is a time constant and Φ is a nonlinear moment mapping capturing the
input-output relationship of statistical moments of an underlying spiking neural
network. We refer to this model as the moment neural network (MNN). For spiking
neuron models of the integrate-and-fire type, the moment closure can be derived by
solving the associated first-passage time problem through a diffusion
approximation [42, 38, 39, 40]. Although analytical solutions to moment closure are well
known, their computational complexity has prevented their applications to
high-dimensional systems such as the whole brain. For the current-based LIF neuron
model with instantaneous synapses, this can be overcome with an efficient numerical
implementation for moment activation that we have recently developed [43].

However, the activity of biological neurons is governed by conductance dynamics
with diverse synaptic time scales. To capture these features, the DTB model is
implemented using the conductance-based LIF neuron model with synaptic decay. The
derivation of moment closure for this type of model is much more challenging due to the
simultaneous presence of conductance and synaptic dynamics. To overcome this
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challenge, we employ an effective current approximation [44] which works for multiple
synaptic types and the approximation error is roughly uniform across all synaptic time
scales. The effective current then can seamlessly interface with the moment activation
for the current-based LIF neuron model [43]. In the following, we first describe moment
closure for conductance-based spiking neural circuits with synaptic decay and then
coarse-graining of the DTB model.

4.3 Moment closure for the conductance-based LIF neuron
model with synaptic decay

We begin with the conductance-based leaky integrate-and-fire neuron model with
synaptic decay

τL
dV α

i

dt
= −(V α

i − EL)−
∑
β

gαβ(V α
i − Eβ)J

αβ
i + Iext, (4)

where V α
i is the membrane potential of an i-th neuron from neural population α, τL is

the membrane time constant, EL is the reversal potential of the leak current, Eβ is the
reversal potential for synaptic channel β, gαβ is the conductance, and Iext is an external
input current. The synaptic activation Jαβ

i evoked by the pre-synaptic spike train

Sβ
j (t) =

∑
k δ(t− tβj,k) is governed by

dJαβ
i

dt
= −Jαβ

i

τβ
+

∑
j

wαβ
ij aαβij Sβ

j , (5)

where wαβ
ij is the synaptic weight and aαβij ∈ {0, 1} indicates synaptic connectivity.

When the membrane potential V α
i (t) exceeds a threshold Vth it emits a spike, after

which it is reset to Vres and enters a refractory period of duration Tref . For this model,
the three components of the moment mappings Φ = ϕMA ◦ ϕeff ◦ ϕsum are described as
follows.

The first component ϕsum performs a linear synaptic summation over the
pre-synaptic neuronal index j and it describes how moments of the pre-synaptic spike
trains are transformed into that of the post-synaptic activation. Under the scenario of a
large population of sparsely connected neurons, the pre-synaptic neural activity is
roughly uncorrelated. Therefore, the moments of post-synaptic activation are

µ̃αβ
i =

∑
j

wαβ
ij aαβij µβ

j , (6)

(σ̃αβ
i )2 =

∑
j

(wαβ
ij )2aαβij (σβ

j )
2, (7)

where µβ
j and (σβ

j )
2 are the mean firing rate and firing variability of the pre-synaptic

neurons, respectively.
The second component ϕeff performs a nonlinear synaptic integration over the neural

population index β (i.e., the type of synapse) and it describes the moment mapping
from the post-synaptic activation to an effective time constant and an effective
current [44]. The effective time constant is

τ̄αi =
τL

1 +
∑

β g
αβτβµ̃

αβ
i

. (8)

The effective current mean and variance are

µ̄α
i =

1

τL
(VL +

∑
β

gαβτβEβµ̃
αβ
i + µext), (9)
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and

(σ̄α
i )

2 =
∑
β

τ̄αi
τ̄αi + τβ

h2
β(Ē

α
i ) +

1

τ2L
σ2
ext, (10)

where Ēα
i = τ̄αi µ̄

α
i is the effective reversal potential, µext and σ2

ext are the mean and
variance of the external current Iext, and

hβ(V ) =
τβ
τL

gαβ(Eβ − V )σ̃αβ
i . (11)

Note that the current variance depends on both the moments of synaptic activation as
well as the effective time constant.

The last component is the moment activation ϕMA which is a point-wise nonlinear
mapping with mean and variance given by

ϕµ(µ̄
α
i , σ̄

α
i , τ̄

α
i ) =

1

Tref + 2τ̄αi
∫ Iub
Ilb

g(x)dx
, (12)

ϕσ(µ̄
α
i , σ̄

α
i , τ̄

α
i ) = 8(τ̄αi )

2µ3
∫ Iub
Ilb

h(x)dx, (13)

Here, the functions ϕµ and ϕσ are derived from the current-based LIF neuron model
through a Fokker-Planck formalism and they together map the moments of the input
current to that of the output spike trains [42, 40, 45]. The integration bounds are equal
to

Iub(µ̄
α
i , σ̄

α
i , τ̄

α
i ) =

Vth − τ̄αi µ̄
α
i√

τ̄αi σ̄
α
i

(14)

and

Ilb(µ̄
α
i , σ̄

α
i , τ̄

α
i ) =

Vres − τ̄αi µ̄
α
i√

τ̄αi σ̄
α
i

. (15)

The constant parameters Tref , τL, Vres, and Vth are identical to those in the spiking
neuron model. The pair of Dawson-like functions g(x) and h(x) appearing in Eq. 12 and

Eq. 13 are g(x) = ex
2 ∫ x

−∞ e−u2

du and h(x) = ex
2 ∫ x

−∞ e−u2

[g(u)]2du. An efficient
numerical algorithm is used to evaluate moment activation and its gradients [43].

Note that the main difference from current-based LIF neuron model is that the
effective time constant is a variable which depends dynamically on the synaptic inputs
and is much shorter than the membrane time constant in a current-based LIF neuron
model. One caveat of using the moment activation for the current-based model is the
implicit assumption about the boundary condition in the stationary membrane potential
distribution, i.e., P (Vth) = 0, which is not true when synaptic decay is present. In [44],
it is shown that a double integration scheme can be used to estimate P (Vth) by first
assuming P (EI) = 0.

4.4 Coarse-graining of the Digital Twin Brain model

We apply a coarse-graining to the DTB leading to a region-wise mean field model in
Eq. 1 and Eq. 2. In the following, we present results for each of the components in the
moment mapping Φ = ϕMA ◦ ϕeff ◦ ϕsum in Eq. 2.

The first component is the coarse-grained synaptic summation ϕsum : R4n → R8n

describing the moment mapping from input spike trains to synaptic activations. For
simplicity, we consider the case in which the in-degree Kαβ

uv =
∑

j a
αβ
uv,ij is the same for

all neurons in a given region. The mean and variance of the synaptic activation can
then be written as

µ̃αβ
u = wαβ

uuK
αβ
uu µ

β
u + δα,Eδβ,E

∑
v ̸=u

wEE
uv KEE

uv µE
v , (16)
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and
(σ̃αβ

u )2 = (wαβ
uu )

2Kαβ
uu (σ

β
u)

2 + δα,Eδβ,E
∑
v ̸=u

(wEE
uv )2KEE

uv (σE
v )

2, (17)

respectively. The first term in each of these equations accounts for the intra-regional
synaptic coupling whereas the second term accounts for the cross-regional synaptic
coupling which applies only to excitatory neurons.

The second component is the effective current ϕeff : R8n → R6n. To get this, we first
calculate the effective time constant

τ̄αu =
τL,α

1 +
∑

β g
αβ
u τβµ̃

αβ
u

. (18)

The mean and variance of the effective current can then be calculated as

µ̄α
u =

1

τL,α
(EL +

∑
β

gαβu τβEβµ̃
αβ
u + µα

bg + µα
u,ext), (19)

and

(σ̄α
u )

2 =
∑
β

τ̄αu
τ̄αu + τβ

(hα
u,β)

2 +
τ̄αu

τ̄αu + ταbg
(hα

bg)
2 +

1

τ2L,α

(σα
u,ext)

2, (20)

respectively. Let Ēα
u = τ̄αu µ̄

α
u be the effective reversal potential. We also have

hα
u,β =

τβ
τL,α

gαβu (Eβ − Ēα
u )σ̃

αβ
u , (21)

and hα
bg =

√
2ταbgσ

α
bg/τL,α. Here µα

bg and (σα
bg)

2 are the mean and variance of a local

background current modeled as an OU process, whereas µα
u,ext and (σα

u,ext)
2 are the

mean and variance of an external current, interpreted as being originated from sensory
inputs. The external input mean µα

u,ext in Eq. 19-20 is set according to the
data-assimilated current whereas the external input variance is set to σα

u,ext = 0.
Specifically, for results presented in Fig. 1 and Fig. S2, µα

u,ext varies slowly over time
and are constants within 800 ms time windows; for all remaining results, the average
value over all time windows is used.

For the third component ϕMA : R6n → R4n, we apply the moment activation to the
effective current received by each brain region to get

ϕµ = ϕµ(µ̄
α
u , σ̄

α
u , τ̄

α
u ), (22)

ϕσ = ϕσ(µ̄
α
u , σ̄

α
u , τ̄

α
u ). (23)

Since the moment activation is a point-wise operation, the moment mappings ϕµ and
ϕσ in the coarse-grained model are identical to the fine-grained version (Eq. 12-13) but
with the neuronal index i replaced with regional index u. This is valid under the
scenario that the neural circuit within each brain region is homogeneous.

The time constant τ in the mean field model is calibrated by matching the
oscillation frequency in the mean field model to that of the population firing rate in the
DTB model, just above their respective critical points. We set the synaptic weights of
intra-regional connections to wαβ

uu = 1 and those of cross-regional connections to
wEE

uv = γ when u ̸= v, where γ is a global factor controlling the cross-regional synaptic
coupling strength. The values of all remaining parameters of the DTB and the mean
field model are specified in Table 1.
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Neuronal Synaptic Background input

EL -70 mV EE 0 mV µE
bg/µ

I
bg 7.2/5.4 mV

Vres -60 mV EI -70 mV σE
bg/σ

I
bg 20/12 mV

Vth -50 mV τE 4 ms τbg 4 ms

TE
ref/T

I
ref 2/1 ms τI 10 ms

τL,E/τL,I 20/10 ms

ĝEE/ĝIE 0.0025/0.0275

ĝEI/ĝII 0.108/0.024

Table 1. Default parameter values for the DTB and the mean field models. Parameters
without superscripts indicate that they are the same for both excitatory and inhibitory
populations, while parameters with superscripts E or I indicate different values for the
excitatory and inhibitory populations.

4.5 Linear stability analysis

The external input currents are set to constants according to the time averages of the
assimilated Iext during resting state. Both cortical and subcortical regions are included
for this analysis. Fixed points m0 of the system defined by Eq. (1) are found using the
Newton-Raphson method and a linearization is applied to the system around the fixed
points m = m0 + ϵm̃ to obtain

dm̃

dt
= Jm̃, (24)

where J is the Jacobian matrix of the system

J =
1

τ
(−I4n + JMAJeffJW ) . (25)

Here, JMA, Jeff , and JW are the gradients of the moment mappings ϕMA, ϕeff and ϕsum

respectively. In practical implementation, we use PyTorch’s automatic differentiation to
obtain the gradients JW and Jeff of the mappings ϕsum and ϕeff , respectively.
Additionally, we analytically derive the gradient JMA of the moment activation ϕMA

(see SI). We numerically solve for the eigenvalues and eigenmodes of the Jacobian
matrix and sort the eigenvalues in descending order based on their real parts. The
stability of the system is then indicated by the sign of the real parts of the eigenvalues,
whereas the angular frequency of the oscillation is indicated by the imaginary parts.

4.6 Quantifying signal attenuation of stimulus-evoked response

Here we outline procedure of the numerical experiments, as illustrated in Fig. 3(A).
Initially, we simulate the model over an extended period of time for it to reach a steady
state, characterized by a stable fixed point in the subcritical regime and a limit cycle in
the supercritical regime. Following this, we apply a 100 ms, 20 mV current stimulus to
V1 in both hemispheres and analyze the response signals of different brain regions. The
same current stimulus is applied as cross-regional coupling strength γ is varied. Here we
focus on the relaxation of mean firing rate of excitatory populations in different brain
regions after stimulus removal. In the supercritical state, the input stimulus induces a
phase shift Tlag to the limit cycle. To numerically estimate the phase shift, we minimize
a loss function maxt |µpost

E (t)− µpre
E (t− Tlag)| over Tlag. We simulate the model for at

least 0.5 seconds after stimulus removal to guarantee convergence to the steady-state
limit cycle. System’s response is then calculated as the difference between the
phase-adjusted response trajectory and the unperturbed trajectory. The model is
simulated using a first-order Euler method with a time step of 0.001 ms.
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4.7 Quantifying intrinsic neural timescales

The way intrinsic neural timescales are estimated varies significantly across the
literature. The specific method used depends on whether the recorded neural activity is
evoked or on-going. For evoked activity, intrinsic timescales are measured from the rise
and decay time of neural response to transient stimulus [37]. For on-going activity,
intrinsic timescales are measured from the decay time of autocorrelation function (ACF)
of neural activity fluctuations [46, 47, 48, 29, 8, 9, 49, 50, 47, 46] or from the power
spectral density (PSD) [51, 52]. We provide a critical assessment of different ways
intrinsic neural timescales are estimated in experimental and modeling studies in SI and
draw conceptual links between them using impulse response theory.

In this work, we consider the temporal correlation of neural response to persistent
input stimulus to V1, modeled as Gaussian white noise. We require a consistent method
for quantifying timescales for both subcritical and supercritical regimes. Unfortunately,
ACF of the raw response signal is ill-suited for the supercritical regime. To overcome
this, we adopt an envelope method frequently used for quantifying temporal correlations
in experimental recordings of oscillatory neural activity [53, 54]. Specifically, for the
subcritical and critical dynamical regimes, we compute the envelope (magnitude of the
analytic signal) of the neural response in each region. For the supercritical regime, we
first estimate the oscillatory frequency (using a representative brain region, 8Ad in the
right hemisphere) and then apply band-pass filtering with a rectangular window of
width 10 Hz centered around this frequency to the neural response in each region,
before calculating the envelope. We quantify the intrinsic timescales using the half-life
of the ACF of the envelope.
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Supplementary Information

Optimal signal transmission and timescale diversity in a
model of human brain operating near criticality

S1 Construction of the DTB model

Here, we outline the construction of the DTB model used in this work and refer to our
previous paper [23, 24] for additional backgrounds.

S1.1 A spiking cortico-subcortical model of whole human brain

We describe details of the construction of the region-wise computational
cortico-subcortical model [23, 24]. The model comprises n = 378 areas based on the
HCPex parcellation [25]. Each area is represented by a random sub-network involving
excitatory and inhibitory populations. The ratio between the number of excitatory and
inhibitory neurons is 4:1. Concretely, denote i, j ∈ {0, 1, Nu − 1} the neuronal index
within each region, α, β ∈ {E, I} the index for the neuronal type, and
u, v ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n− 1} the brain region index, we can write down this model as

τL,α

dV α
u,i

dt
= −(V α

u,i − EL)−
∑
β

gαβu (V α
u,i − Eβ)J

αβ
u,i + Iαu,i,bg + Iαu,i,ext, (S1)

dJαβ
u,i

dt
= −

Jαβ
u,i

τβ
+

∑
j

wαβ
uu,ija

αβ
uu,ijS

β
u,j + δα,Eδβ,E

∑
v ̸=u,j

wEE
uv,ija

EE
uv,ijS

E
v,j , (S2)

ταbgdI
α
u,i,bg = (µα

bg − Iαu,i,bg)dt+
√
2ταbgσ

α
bgdWt, (S3)

which is a special case of Eq. 4. The synaptic connectivity aEE
uv,ij within and between

regions are drawn randomly with constant in-degrees Kαβ
uv only depending on the

identities of source and target populations. In addition, a background input current
Iαu,i,bg is modeled as an OU process whose parameters µα

bg, σ
α
bg and ταbg are constants.

The external inputs Iαu,i,ext(t) are determined via a data assimilation approach and they
vary slowly over time (constants over 800 ms time windows).

To set the number of neurons, we first specify the total number of neurons
N = 9, 450, 000 of the entire brain and then set the number of neurons in each region
Nu in proportion to the regional gray matter volume. The number of neurons is
cropped such that Nu > 2500 in all regions. To set the in-degrees, we first specify the
value of a parameter K = 500 controlling the average in-degree of cross-regional
connections. The total number of cross-regional connections is then KN and the total
number of cross-regional connections from a source region to a target region is set in
proportion to the diffusion-weighed imaging (DWI) tractography. This is then divided
by the number of neurons in the target region Nu to get the (excitatory) cross-regional
in-degrees Kuv. We crop the cross-regional in-degree Ku =

∑
v Kuv of each neuron in a

target region to the range [71, 3500]. This value is then used to estimate the
population-specific in-degrees according to the following scaling. For intra-regional
(local) connections, we have KαE

uu ← 0.6Ku and KαI
uu ← 0.15Ku; for cross-regional (long

range) connections, we have KEE
uv ← 0.25Ku. The final values of the population-specific

in-degree values are provided as Supplemental Data. To keep neuronal firing to be
within biological range, the conductance gu,β of the u-th region is calculated as

gαβu = ĝαβ K
Ku

, β ∈ {E,I}, (S4)
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where ĝαβ is a unit conductance. External currents IEu,i,ext(t) to excitatory populations
model sensory input from the environment and follows a Gamma distribution with a
shape parameter α = 5 and a rate parameter λu,ext(t), the latter of which is determined
from the experimental BOLD signal through data assimilation.

For simplicity, we set the synaptic weights of intra-regional connections to wαβ
uu,ij = 1

and those of cross-regional connections to wEE
uv,ij = γ when u ̸= v, where γ is a global

factor controlling the cross-regional synaptic coupling strength. The values of model
parameters are displayed in Table 1.

S1.2 BOLD model

The BOLD model has two components, regional cerebral blood flow (rCBF) and
blood-oxygenation-level-dependent (BOLD) signal. First, the BOLD component. The
BOLD signal y(t) given the blood inflow fin(t) follows

y(t) = V0[k1(1− q) + k2(1− q/v) + k3(1− v)], (S5)

τ0
dv

dt
= fin − fout(v), (S6)

τ0
dq

dt
= Q(fin)− fout(v)q/v, (S7)

where Q(fin) =
fin
E0

[1− (1− E0)
1/fin ], fout(v) = v1/α, α = 0.2, k1 = 7E0, k2 = 2,

k3 = 2E0 − 0.2, V0 = 0.02, τ0 = 1 and E0 = 0.8. The input is the blood inflow fin.
Second, the rCBF component. The blood inflow fin(t) given neural activity r(t) follows

dfin
dt

= s, (S8)

ds

dt
= −s/τs − (fin − 1)/τf + ϵr(t), (S9)

where τs = 0.8, τf = 0.4 and ϵ = 1.
Simulated BOLD signals in the mean field model are calculated as follows. We first

randomly sample the instantaneous firing rate xu,i(t) for each neuron i in brain region u
from the Gaussian distribution specified by the mean field model. Then, the population
firing rate for brain region u can be calculated as

ru(t) =

∑
i xu,i(t)

Nu
,

which is then fed into Eq. S9 to calculate the BOLD signal for each brain region.

S1.3 Diffusion hierarchical mesoscale data assimilation
(dHMDA)

In this study, we utilize the diffusion hierarchical mesoscale data assimilation
(dHMDA) [24] to estimate the hyperparameters of external currents for neurons
associated with each region. This estimation process involves fitting the simulated
BOLD signals to experimental BOLD signals, with the simulated BOLD signals
generated using the Balloon-Windkessel model [34].

In our approach, each region representing a two-population sub-network is
designated as a region of interest (ROI). We assume that excitatory neurons of the same
type within each ROI share a common set of parameters λu,ext(t). We utilize the
diffusion ensemble Kalman filter for parameter inference, leveraging its capacity to
effectively manage high-dimensional observations and mitigate the inherent challenges
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posed by the limited number of data time points. The hyperparameter inference is
executed through a straightforward random-walk bootstrap filter [24]. Analysis and
prediction using the dHMDA filter is executed at each time point of the BOLD signals,
with the time scale synchronized with the biological clock (in milliseconds). Each time
step corresponds to the period of fMRI scanning. Following the estimation of
hyperparameters for a sub-network using an observation signal (experimental BOLD
signal), we re-simulate this model by assigning values of the external current to each
neuron based on the hyperparameter times series and assess the goodness of fit.

In practical implementation, the hyperparameters of the external currents to neurons
of the ROI are estimated by the dHMDA in the cortico-subcortical model of the DTB
with 9 million neurons and an average in-degree of 500. Subsequently, we collect
population-level spike rates from each ROI and compute the region-level hemodynamics
to derive the BOLD signals. We conduct iterations of the dHMDA process to adjust the
hyperparameters and then proceed to resample and update neural parameters based on
the hyperparameters. In this way, the assimilation process successfully aligns the
simulated BOLD signal of the model with experimental data.

S2 Gradient of the moment activation

For the linear stability analysis, it is necessary to calculate the gradient of the moment
activation for obtaining the Jacobian matrix. The gradient of moment activation for
fixed membrane time constant has been presented previously [43]. For
conductance-based LIF neuron with synaptic decay, the effective current approximation
leads to state-dependent time constants which must be taken into account in calculating
the Jacobian matrix. The partial derivatives of the moment activation are calculated
from Eq. 12 and Eq. 13 as

∂µ

∂µ̄
=2τ̄
√
τ̄
µ2

σ̄
[g(Iub)− g(Ilb)],

∂µ

∂σ̄
=2τ̄

µ2

σ̄
[g(Iub)Iub − g(Ilb)Ilb],

∂µ

∂τ̄
=− µ2

{
2[G(Iub)−G(Ilb)] +

[
g(Iub)

−Vth − τ̄ µ̄

σ̄
√
τ̄

− g(Ilb)
−Vres − τ̄ µ̄

σ̄
√
τ̄

]}
.

(S10)

and
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(S11)
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The derivatives have removable singularities as σ̄ → 0. In this scenario, we calculate the
limits of the partial derivative of ϕµ and ϕσ as

lim
σ̄→0

∂µ

∂µ̄
=


0, for µ̄τ̄ ≤ Vth

Vthτ̄µ
2

µ̄(µ̄τ̄ − Vth)
, for µ̄τ̄ > Vth.

lim
σ̄→0

∂µ

∂σ̄
= 0,

lim
σ̄→0

∂µ

∂τ̄
=

 0, for µ̄τ̄ ≤ Vth

µ2

[
log

(
1− Vth

µ̄τ̄

)
+

Vth

µ̄τ̄ − Vth

]
, for µ̄τ̄ > Vth.

(S12)

and

lim
σ̄→0

∂σ

∂µ̄
=0,

lim
σ̄→0

∂σ

∂σ̄
=

√
τ̄

2
µ

3
2

√
τ̄2

(Vth − µ̄τ̄)2
− 1

µ̄2
,

lim
σ̄→0

∂σ

∂τ̄
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(S13)

S3 Quantifying intrinsic neural timescales

Given the inconsistency in the definition of intrinsic timescales across the literature, we
provide a critical assessment of how they are estimated or defined in experimental and
modeling studies. We then formulate intrinsic timescales from the perspective of impulse
response theory which offers a conceptual link between different ways of measuring
intrinsic timescales. Finally, we point out the limitations of existing approaches and
propose an improved way of measuring intrinsic timescales based on signal envelope.

The way intrinsic timescales is measured in biological experiments depends on
whether the recorded neural activity is evoked or on-going. In the first scenario, a
transient stimulus is presented to the animal or human participant and is then removed
after a brief period (typically around a hundred milliseconds). Intrinsic timescales can
then be measured from the rise and decay of the stimulus-evoked activity [37]. On-going
cortical activity may be recorded when the brain is in resting state [46, 47, 48], in an
attentive state before stimulus onset [29, 8, 9, 49], or during the delay period after
stimulus presentation but before taking an action [52]. In all cases, the autocorrelation
function (ACF) may be calculated from on-going neural activity, with an implicit
assumption that the activity is roughly stationary. The intrinsic timescales can then be
estimated from the ACF by fitting it to an exponential function (or multiple
exponentials), or by its time to reaching half maximum. In some cases, the ACF may
overshoot to negative values before decaying towards zero and the 0-crossing time is
used as a measure of intrinsic timescales [50]. A number of studies have used the
area-under-the-curve before 0-crossing as an index for intrinsic timescales [47, 46].
Sometimes, on-going neural activity is described using its power spectral density (PSD)
and it is possbile to estimate the intrinsic timescales from the ‘knee’ frequency of the
aperiodic component of the PSD [51, 52]. In studies of long range temporal correlations,
the envelope of on-going oscillatory neural activity is first calculated [53, 54], whose
autocorrelation is used to quantify (potentially diverging) timescales.

Here, we briefly discuss the conceptual link between different ways of measuring
intrinsic timescales from the perspective of linear response theory. Consider a general
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nonlinear dynamical system defined by

τ
dm

dt
= −m+Φ(m; θ)

where m represents the neural activity state and θ is an arbitrary parameter of interest,
e.g., an input current to V1. Here, we are interested in the response of the system to an
impulse perturbation (delta function) to the parameter θ near its stable fixed point.
The impulse response function of the linearized system is

h(t) = L−1
{
[(1 + τs)I −∇mΦ]−1∂θΦ

}
, (S14)

where L−1 denotes the inverse Laplace transform and ∇mΦ the Jacobian matrix of the
system evaluated at the fixed point. The impulse response function (i.e., Green’s
function) describes the system’s dynamics near the fixed point under impulse
perturbations to its parameters.

The impulse response function can then be used to connect different ways of
measuring intrinsic timescales. If we model sensory input to a neural system as an
arbitrary temporal perturbation δθ, then stimulus-evoked activity can be calculated as a
convolution with the impulse response δm(t) = [h ∗ δθ](t) =

∫∞
0

h(t− t′)δθ(t′)dt′.
Impulse response theory also provides a conceptual link between the stimulus-evoked
response and ACF. In general, if an input X(t) with ACF RX(τ) passes through an
linear time-invariant system to yield output Y (t), then the ACF of Y (t) is
RY (τ) =

∫∞
−∞

∫∞
−∞ h(s)h(r)RX(τ + s− r)dsdr, where h(t) is the two-sided impulse

response function. In the special case where the input X(t) is a Gaussian white noise
the input ACF is RX(τ) = δ(τ), and the corresponding ACF of the output simplifies to
RY (τ) =

∫∞
−∞ h(s)h(τ + s)ds. The ACF can be linked to the power spectral density

(PSD) of a signal as a Fourier transform pair according to the Wiener–Khinchin
theorem S(ω) =

∫∞
−∞ e−iωτRY (τ)dτ , assuming the signal is stationary. This

relationship has been previously used to estimate intrinsic timescales from the PSD of
on-going neural activity [52].

There are a couple of issues with how intrinsic timescales is quantified in previous
studies. Firstly, in a number of studies, the ACF exhibits overshoot to negative values
before decaying to zero. This could be a sign of oscillations in the underlying neural
activity that is blurred away by temporal filtering (e.g. hemodynamic response in fMRI
recording) or trial averaging. In this scenario, measurement based on half-life or time at
0-crossing cannot distinguish effects from oscillations and decay. Secondly, quantifying
intrinsic timescales from ACF discards information about the strength of signal
propagated to different parts of a system. Here, we argue that to properly quantify
intrinsic timescales, we should jointly account for oscillations, decay timescales, and
energy of signal transmission.

To this end, we propose that a better way of defining intrinsic timescales is through
the envelope of a signal. If s(t) is a signal (either stimulus-evoked response or on-going
activity), then its analytic signal is defined as a(t) = s(t) + iŝ(t), where ŝ(t) denotes the
Hilbert transform of s(t). We can then calculate the envelope of the signal as |s(t)|. The
autocorrelation function of the envelope fluctuations of on-going activity in each brain
region can then be calculated, from which the timescales can be estimated by half-life or
fitting to exponential functions. The advantage of this method is its applicability to
both the subcritical regime with damped oscillations and the supercritical regime with
limit cycles.
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S4 Nonlinearity and structural connectome jointly
shape timescale hierarchy

As demonstrated in the main text, when operating in the critical regime, our mean field
model displays more diverse and distinct temporal dynamics during visual signal
processing and reveals a clearer hierarchical organization of intrinsic timescales along
the visual processing pathways. Given that the model incorporates two essential
features of the brain, biophysical nonlinearity and structural connectome, we seek to
further dissect the contributions from each of these components to the diversity and
disparity of intrinsic timescales in visual signal processing. For this purpose, we conduct
two sets of control experiments as follows.

First, to investigate the role of biophysical nonlinearity in shaping the structure of
intrinsic timescales, we consider a general linear process embedded with the
DWI-informed structural connectome, as illustrated in Fig. S1(A). This linear model has
been employed in previous studies to describe the propagation of neural activity across a
network over time [27, 55]. Its dynamic evolution is governed by the following equation

τ
dxi

dt
= −xi + g

N∑
j=1

Aij(xj − xi) + Ii,ext, (S15)

where xi represents the activity state of the i-th brain region, Ii,ext(t) is an external
input, A is the structural connectivity matrix determined by DWI data, g represents the
cross-regional coupling strength, and τ is a time constant in arbitrary unit (with τ set
to 1 a.u. in this context). The matrix A is normalized by the largest eigenvalue of the
Laplacian matrix H = D −A as described in [27], where D is a diagonal matrix
representing the weighted degrees of A. Since the Laplacian matrix H is symmetric
positive semi-definite, the eigenvalues of −(I + gH) are negative for all g > 0.
Consequently, this linear system does not exhibit phase transitions as the parameter g
varies.

To characterize the temporal dynamics of the linear model during visual signal
processing, we apply continuous stimuli with a mean of 0 and a standard deviation of 1
to V1 in both hemispheres and numerically simulate the responses of all brain regions,
following the same procedure in the main text. The ACWs, the half-lives of
autocorrelation functions (ACFs) of these responses, are then used to quantify the
intrinsic timescales of different brain regions. Figure S1(B) shows the distribution of the
intrinsic timescales across regions for different cross-regional coupling strengths g.
When g is relatively small (g = 1, 9), the ACW is narrowly distributed with an
approximately unimodal distribution. Only when g becomes extremely large (g = 105)
does the ACW distribution gradually broadens and becomes relatively more diverse. To
further quantify the diversity and disparity in intrinsic timescales across regions, we
compute the entropy and range ratio of the ACW across different dynamical regimes.
Figure S1(C) illustrates changes in these metrics as cross-regional coupling strength g
varies. For the linear model, the ACW range ratio increases linearly with g, while the
entropy gradually saturates as g grows. This suggests that in the absence of biophysical
nonlinearity, achieving more diverse and disparate temporal dynamics requires
substantially larger values of g. In contrast, the biophysical nonlinearity incorporated
into our mean field model is able to enhance the variability and heterogeneity of intrinsic
timescales by fine-tuning parameters close to the critical point, without requiring
extreme parameter values. Thus, biophysical nonlinearity is an essential ingredient for
the human brain to achieve more diverse temporal dynamics through criticality.

Second, to explore the role of the structural connectome in shaping the intrinsic
timescales of brain regions, we randomly rewired the DWI-based structural connectivity
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into an Erdős–Rényi network, as illustrated in Fig. S1(D). The surrogate network
preserves the same connection density as the original structural connectome, with
connection weights sampled uniformly from the range [0, 1). We then perform linear
stability analysis to determine the dynamical regimes of the mean field model on the
surrogate network, revealing that the model’s critical point shifts to γ = 41.2. To
examine changes in timescales with the surrogate network across different regimes, we
follow the same procedure as in the main text to estimate ACW during visual signal
processing. Figure S1(E) illustrates the distribution of intrinsic timescales across brain
regions under subcritical (γ = 36.0), critical (γ = 41.2), and supercritical (γ = 42.0)
dynamical regimes. Notably, the ACWs in all these regimes remain narrowly
distributed. We further examine the spatial gradient of ACWs by mapping them to the
cortical surface, as illustrated in Fig. S1(F). The results reveal a homogeneous
distribution of ACWs across brain regions in all these regimes, with no distinct
hierarchical organization along the visual processing pathways. Specifically, as shown in
Fig. S1(G), the ACW rapidly saturates as soon as it enters adjacent sensory region (V2)
of the stimulation site (V1) along both the ventral and dorsal pathways.

Together, these findings suggest that the structural connectome provides a scaffold
for the timescale hierarchy across brain regions, while criticality serves as a mechanism
to further amplify the diversity and disparity of temporal dynamics. This result
highlight the complex interactions between structure and dynamics in shaping the
hierarchical signal processing in the brain.

S5 Validating the computational models against
neural imaging data

Next, we examine how well the mean field model and the DTB are able to reproduce
experimental measurements of the real brain. For this purpose, we first compare the
BOLD signals obtained from fMRI and the simulated BOLD signals using the mean
field model and the DTB model. The upper row of Fig. S2(A) show typical time series
of the simulated BOLD signals of the DTB brain as compared to that of the real brain,
for different values of cross-regional coupling strengths. We find that for the assimilated
brain region [top-left panel of Fig. S2(A)], the simulated BOLD signals well agree with
those measured from the real brain. For the non-assimilated brain regions, this
agreement is limited to the asynchronous activity (γ = 24) and activity near the critical
regime (γ = 31.6). For stronger cross-regional coupling, the simulated BOLD signals no
longer track the real data (γ = 38) [top-right panel of Fig. S2(A)]. Qualitatively similar
results are found in the simulated BOLD signals generated from the mean field model
[lower row of Fig. S2(A)].

To quantify the similarity between the simulated and experimental BOLD signals,
we calculate their correlation coefficients for each brain region. As shown in Fig. S2(B),
both the mean field model and the DTB model display weak correlation in BOLD
signals with the real brain when the cross-regional coupling is weak. This is expected as
neural firing activity is dominated by local cortical circuits without significant
contributions from whole brain connectome nor assimilated external inputs. As the
cross-regional coupling strength increases, the correlation in BOLD signal also increases
and reaches a peak of ρ = 0.73 at γ = 32 for the DTB model and ρ = 0.71 at γ = 42.8
for the mean field model. As cross-regional coupling further increases (γ = 38 for the
DTB and γ = 46 for the mean field model), a negative correlation between simulated
and experimental BOLD signals emerges (also evident in the right panel of Fig. S2(A)),
reducing the similarity between the model and the real human brain.

We find that the increases in correlation between simulated and experimental BOLD
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Figure S1. Nonlinearity and structural connectome jointly shape timescale
hierarchy. (A) Schematic of a control experiment in which the nonlinear mean field
model is replaced by a general linear process embedded within the DWI-informed
structural connectome. (B) Distribution of intrinsic timescales across brain regions
for different values of cross-regional coupling strength g. The distribution of intrinsic
timescales broadens and becomes more diverse only when g becomes extremely large
(g = 105). (C) Changes in the entropy and range ratio of intrinsic timescales as a
function of g. (D) Schematic of the structural disruption experiment, where the DWI-
based structural connectivity is randomly rewired into an Erdős–Rényi network. (E)
Distribution of intrinsic timescales across brain regions under different dynamical regimes.
(F) Intrinsic timescales mapped to the cortical surface under different regimes. (G)
Variations in intrinsic timescales during visual signal processing along the ventral and
dorsal pathways.
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Figure S2. Validating the computational models against neural imaging data.
(A) Time series of simulated BOLD signals from the DTB brain (upper panels) and the
mean field model (lower panels) compared to data of the real brain. (B) Correlation
coefficients between simulated and experimental BOLD signals for varying cross-regional
coupling strengths. Solid curves and shades indicate the average and std across brain
regions. Simulations of the DTB were run with an average synaptic in-degree of 500 and
9.45 million neurons.

signals within the asynchronous regime are caused by increases in signal-to-noise ratio.
That is, as the cross-regional coupling becomes stronger, which are excitatory only, the
influence from assimilated brain region on other brain areas becomes stronger. As a
result, the simulated BOLD signal becomes less noisy, resulting in an overall increase in
correlation coefficient.

S6 Data acquisition and preprocessing

Biological data used in this work were collected previously and were reported in our
previous works [23, 24]. We scanned multimodal MRI from a single subject, via a 3
Tesla MR scanner. A high-resolution T1-weighted (T1w) image acquired with a rapid
gradient echo sequence, as well as multi-shell DWI and fMRI data acquired with
gradient echo-planar imaging (EPI) sequences, were obtained to extract the VBM of
gray matter, structural connectivity and BOLD signals, respectively. After
preprocessing, a series of data-cleaning procedures were implemented to integrate
multimodal neuroimaging data into our DTB model more effectively, resulting in a
cortico-subcortical model with a total of 56,493 voxels.
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