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Abstract

This paper attempts to review our studies on the propagation of signals in nerves over the past decade. The
need for interdisciplinary studies is stressed that helps to understand the physical mechanisms of coupling
the electrical, mechanical, and thermal effects in nerves. Based on the analysis of structural properties of
axons and possible mechanisms of interaction between different physical phenomena, a set of assumptions
and hypotheses is formulated. As a proof of concept, a rather general mathematical model is presented for
describing a wave ensemble in unmyelinated axons. This model is composed of several governing equations
(“building blocks”) which are coupled by forces describing the interaction between the effects. The numerical
simulation using the dimensionless variables demonstrated a rather good qualitative match with experiments.
The further generalisation of this model in physical units for the processes in myelinated axons permits a
closer match to measurements. Based on modelling and in silico experiments, the guidelines for modelling
such a complex electrophysiological process are formulated. These guidelines reflect the importance of
following the physical principles in modelling together with interdisciplinary knowledge from continuum
mechanics and mathematics.
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1 Introduction

The propagation of signals in nerves is an extremely important chapter of biology. This complex problem
is intensively studied not only because of its possible pathological effects but also because of its role in
cognitive processes and the processing of information. In what follows, attention is paid to the fundamental
behaviour of signal propagation in healthy nerves under normal conditions focusing on physical phenomena.
Numerous theoretical and experimental studies over the last two centuries have cast light on many details
of this process. As demonstrated in experiments, the propagation of an action potential (AP) as a main
carrier of information, is accompanied by mechanical and thermal effects. In addition to earlier experiments
(see, for example, Terakawa [78] and Tasaki [76]), recent studies have also reported the mechanical response
of mammalian neurons recorded by a label-free optical imaging method [84] and high-speed interferometric
imaging [46]. This means that there is an ensemble of waves and besides electrophysiology, attention must
be paid to the complexity of the process involving physics, chemistry, and thermodynamics. In this context,
mathematical modelling plays an important role because besides the experiments, describing the physical
mechanisms in nerves in mathematical terms helps to understand the causality and the coupling of effects.
That is why studies of nerve propagation are at the interface of physics and mathematics.

The need to turn attention to interdisciplinary studies in biology is stressed by many authors. Noble [58]
stressed the need for integrative studies at all levels of biology while McCulloch and Huber [50] demonstrated
how these ideas permitted to building up of an integrated cardiac model (see also Bassingthwaighte [3]).
The need for integrative studies in neurosciences was already known to Sherrington [71] who authored
a monograph entitled “The Integrative Action of the Nervous System”. Winlow [83], however, claimed
that “...we often only model small parts of the multi-biophysics of cell membranes ... For the future,
neuroscientists need to consider all the background physical and biophysical details and thei [33] mentioned:
“In thinking about physical basis of action potential perhaps the most important thing to do at the present
moment is to consider whether there are any unexplained observations which have been neglected in an
attempt to make experiments fit into a tidy pattern”. Kaufmann [42] has stated that “electrical action
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potentials are inseparable from the force, displacement, temperature, entropy and other ... variables”. This
is a challenge as emphasised by Andersen et al. [2] – there is a need “.... to frame a theory that incorporates
all observed phenomena in one coherent and predictive theory of nerve signal propagation.” Despite the
warning by Winlow [83], there are many attempts to construct mathematical models that involve not only the
AP but also the accompanying effects [7,14,22,41,70, etc.]. These mathematical models take usually the AP
as a driving force and use different assumptions for coupling one or another accompanying effect. In general,
in addition to the AP, the accompanying effects include the longitudinal wave in the biomembrane (LW)
and the corresponding transverse wave (TW), the pressure wave (PW) in the axoplasm, and temperature
change (Θ) accompanied by some biochemical changes. It can be said that summing up single components,
an ensemble of waves is propagating in a nerve fibre [15,18].

In what follows, is an attempt to unify all the assumptions collecting the present knowledge for aiming to
build up a basis for further studies in the sense of Andersen et al. [2]. We start here from the basic laws
of physics that form the basis of the governing equations [62] which are modified according to experiments
in electrophysiology. These modifications are analysed paying attention to possible simplifications and
coupling effects. Based on this analysis and the structural properties of nerve fibres, the main hypotheses and
assumptions are formulated. As a result, a backbone of a mathematical model is constructed which is general
enough to be specified when new evidence about the process is acquired. In addition, the mathematical
background of modelling is analysed. Indeed, already Galileo Galilei said that the Book of Nature is written
in the language of mathematics. The contemporary understanding of the importance of mathematics in
biology is presented in a report of the National Research Council of the United States of America [57].
Briefly, this Report says: “... a mathematical model can highlight basic conceptions and identify key factors
or components of a biological system”. It means that from modelling we enhance understanding. One
of the complicated tasks is selecting the essential information from experiments and again, by casting the
information into mathematical terms, the logic of mathematics helps to focus on key issues.

Further on, we start in Section 2 with a brief review of the existing models based on our previous review [61].
Section 3 is devoted to basic principles that need to be taken into account in modelling. The next Section
4 describes the physical structure of an axon and the scales of its elements. Then the assumptions and
hypotheses needed for modelling the signal propagation in nerves are presented in Section 5. This allows
to construction of a mathematical model that demonstrates the correctness of basic ideas and since it
is presented in the dimensionless form serves as a proof of concept. A more detailed analysis follows in
Section 6 where attention is paid to the accuracy of assumptions. Finally, in Section 7, the conclusions are
summarised.

The article attempts to review our studies in a coherent framework and summarises the interdisciplinary
ideas for modelling the signals in nerves.

2 Brief review of recent mathematical models

This review is based on our longer paper [61]. The attention is paid to recent mathematical models where
the wave ensemble contains besides the AP one or more accompanying components. Most studies use the
Hodgkin-Huxley paradigm [33], i.e., the AP is the primary component of an ensemble and triggers all the
other effects.

A model of coupled electrical and mechanical effects based on the spring-dampers (dashpots) system is
proposed by Jérusalem et al. [41]. This model describes the process in a myelinated axon and the difference
in the behaviour of the nodes of Ranvier and internodal regions is taken into account by the Hodgkin-Huxley
model and cable theory.

El Hady and Machta [14] have elaborated a mathematical model based on the assumption that the potential
energy is stored in the biomembrane and the kinetic energy in the axoplasmic fluid. The model takes the AP
without calculations as a Gaussian pulse and the attention is to determine the LW, TW, and Θ. It is stated
that the mechanical modes are driven by the changes of separation across the membrane. Although the PW
is not described, it is assumed that its (called the bulk flow) influence is seen as the surface waves, i.e., waves
in the biomembrane. The question is that according to the general understanding (see Malischewsky [48]),
surface waves are depth-dependent and this property is not analysed. The heat is assumed to depend on
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summing up the amplitudes of LW and PW, however, a detailed analysis of such an assumption is not given.
The profiles of the LW, TW, and Θ correspond qualitatively to the measured ones.

Chen et al. [7] proposed a coupled mechanoelectrophysiological model for axons that is based on using
the flexoelectric effect. This means that changes (c.f. Section 2.1.5) of voltage field during an AP induce
strain gradient fields on the axon resulting in a change of the membrane surface curvature (usually called the
reverse flexoelectric effect). The AP is governed by the Hodgkin-Huxley model and cable equation, and both
unmyelinated and myelinated cases are analysed. The biomembrane is taken as an elastic or viscoelastic
cylinder with a thin wall and the conservation of momentum is used for deriving the corresponding model of
mechanical effects in such a cylinder. This model includes the body force due to the flexoelectric effect. The
change in the axon diameter is taken into account together with the changes in the membrane capacitance
and resistance. The finite-element method is used for the numerical simulation and the calculated TW has
a bipolar shape. The model permits the reciprocity of electrical and mechanical effects.

A mathematical model involving all the components of the wave ensemble (AP, LW, TW, PW, Θ) is proposed
by Engelbrecht et al. [22]. This model is based on the Hodgkin-Huxley paradigm and the governing equations
of all the components of the ensemble except the TW are derived from the basic principles and coupled by
additional forces expressing the coupling mechanisms. The TW is related to the gradient of the LW. For
modelling the effects from exo- and endothermic reactions to temperature changes, the concept of internal
variables is used. In this model, the main attention is on modelling the accompanying effects, and therefore a
simplified model for the AP – the FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN) model – is used in most calculations, although
it is possible to use also the standard Hodgkin-Huxley (HH) model or its modifications. The numerical
simulation by the pseudospectral method demonstrated a good qualitative match with experimental studies.

In principle, there is one more theoretical possibility to generate signals in nerves besides the Hodgkin-
Huxley paradigm. Rvachev [68] has assumed that the pressure wave PW in the axoplasmic fluid can trigger
other phenomena in axons including the formation of an AP.

An analysis of these models gives ideas to elaborate general principles of modelling the signals in nerves
with a better accounting of structural properties of nerve fibres which should enhance their predictive power.
Some models should be added to those described above because they help to specify certain components of
the wave ensemble.

Schneider [70] stresses the importance of using physical principles to derive biological functions: He has
studied experimentally and theoretically processes in monolayers that also permit a better understanding
of the processes in bilayers. This makes it possible to unite electrical and mechanical pulses in lipids and
state that the acoustic pulses in lipids have similarity to action potentials [55].

A completely different idea for explaining the signals in nerves is proposed by Heimburg and Jackson [32] who
consider a main signal as an “electromechanical soliton”. This signal is a longitudinal wave of phase transition
in the biomembrane and all the other phenomena in nerves are triggered by this mechanical wave. Although
this model can describe the whole process from a different viewpoint compared with the Hodgkin-Huxley
model, it is not clear how the electrical signal measured by numerous experiments, is formed. It is assumed
that the membrane potential is linearly proportional to the density change [32] but this assumption does
not explain the measured asymmetric shape of an AP (asymmetry means an overshoot) or the refractional
overshoot (cf. the Hodgkin-Huxley [33] or FitzHugh-Nagumo models [56]). One should, however, note that
the Heimburg-Jackson model is of great importance for explaining the dynamics in the general theory of
cells where the phase transition may occur. However, it is not clear whether the nonlinear pulse generated
in real conditions corresponds to the definition of solitons formulated in mathematical physics [1].

Once different assumptions lead to different models, there is a need to unify the ideas of modelling for
matching as well as possible observations. Several reviews must be mentioned [6, 13, 40, 70] where various
models were analysed. Still, the interdisciplinary ideas explaining how the knowledge from physics, chem-
istry, and mathematics is generalised into the framework of electrophysiology must be clearly formulated.
The following presentation enlarges the scheme presented in the review by Peets et al. [61] starting from
general principles to the fully coupled model describing the wave ensemble and its possible modifications.
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3 Basic principles of modelling

Before studying concrete problems, the basic considerations must be understood for a better understanding
the natural phenomena. That is why we briefly discuss some ideas of interdisciplinarity needed for modelling
complex processes.

The analysis of complex processes as seen from the philosophical viewpoint is presented by DeLanda [10]
who has introduced the notions of nonlinear dynamics for explaining ontological (existence, being, and
becoming) and epistemological (knowing that) concepts. As stressed by Holdsworth [36], DeLanda “recovers
for mathematical practice a capacity to clarify the meaning of events as they arise within a synthetic process
of becoming interdisciplinary”. Some of DeLanda’s ideas must be stressed.

General principles:

- complex processes are characterised by multiplicity which is the activator or changes in the system;
- multiplicity is characterised by differences that are productive and cause interactions;
- the changes (gradients) are characterised by velocities;
- the causality for processes is related to multiplicities;
- emergence means a process where novel properties or capacities emerge from causal interactions.

For dynamical systems:

- one should distinguish between intensive and extensive properties of systems: intensive properties like
pressure, temperature, density, etc. cannot be divided, extensive properties like length, area, volume, and
amount of energy can be divided into parts, intensive properties have critical thresholds, differences (gradi-
ents) in intensity store potential energy;
- one should distinguish between intrinsic (belonging to the system) and extrinsic (originating from outside)
conditions for a system;
- one should understand the inertiality of a system and the role of thresholds and triggers in dynamical
processes;
- every physical process means also the transfer of information.

Finally:

- for understanding complex processes, interdisciplinarity is needed.

These ideas are certainly universal in modelling of complex systems. Engelbrecht et al. [24] have analysed
how DeLanda’s formulations correspond to the general concepts for describing signal propagation in nerves.
Next, few remarks about the physical background of the propagation of signals in nerves. Whatever the
dynamical process in continua, it is governed by laws of physics. The modelling of waves starts from the
conservation laws: electrical signals are governed by Maxwell equations, and mechanical waves – by Newton’s
Second Law. In simple cases, the wave equation governs the process while external sources are modelled
by additional forces in the governing equation. In the case of nerve signals, these additional forces are
responsible for coupling the effects. The thermodynamic effects are modelled by the Fourier Law (heat flux
is related to temperature gradient) and Joule’s Law (heat is related to the electric current). The governing
equations in electrophysiology are certainly modified to stress one or another specific property of the process
but all possible simplifications must be carefully checked against the observations. One can say that physics
shapes signals in nerves (Engelbrecht et al., 2022b) [23]. The proper usage of laws of physics guarantees the
consistency of models (see also Schneider, 2021) [70].

However, not all the processes in electrophysiology are understood in detail, especially when several processes
are coupled. Nevertheless, observations (experiments) help to understand many aspects of processes under
investigation, which permits to description of empirical relationships between the phenomena. In this case,
a model is based on phenomenology rather than on physical theory. Portides (2011) [63] explains that such
a model compensates for the lack of knowledge “of how exactly and to what extent each part of a system
contributes to the latter’s investigated behaviour”. In other words, most of the system is too complex
for a straightforward application of fundamental laws, which are typically composed of an idealised model
system, and phenomenological models are used to describe the relationships between the variables of the
model within the measured values.

The main idea of constructing phenomenological models is the following. The physical mechanism of changes
of a certain variable is not known but its values can be measured. It means that from observations (experi-
ments) one can estimate the initial and final values of a variable together with the time needed for such a
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change. Then a simple phenomenological model involving two parameters – the amplitude change and the
relaxation time – is a first-order kinetic equation. The celebrated Hodgkin-Huxley model [35] involves three
phenomenological variables m, n, and h that control the ion currents. In continuum mechanics, the notion
of internal variables is used [49] for describing the dissipative processes but in essence, an internal variable
is phenomenological. The usage of phenomenological variables in modelling of complex processes is in more
detail analysed by Engelbrecht et al. [26].

4 Structure of axons

The main structural element in nervous systems is the axon along which an electrical signal (action potential
AP) propagates. The structure of axons and their morphology are studied in detail by Clay [8] and Debanne
et al. [9]. Nevertheless, here we present a brief overview with some explanations needed for modelling the
physical processes in axons.

An axon can be modelled as a tube in a certain environment called an extracellular fluid. Inside the tube
is the axoplasmic fluid (intracellular fluid) which contains cytoskeletal filaments. In terms of continuum
mechanics, this fluid is viscous and has a microstructure. Both extra– and intracellular fluids have a certain
concentration of ions. The wall of the tube has a bilayered lipid structure called a biomembrane. It is
composed of two layers of amphiphilic phospholipids with hydrophilic heads and hydrophobic tails. Again,
in terms of continuum mechanics, it has a microstructure. Moreover, it is inhomogeneous because it contains
the ion channels that play an important role in maintaining the steady shape of a propagating AP. The ion
currents, i.e., the flow of ions through these channels regulate the shape of the signal by electrochemical
gradients.

Actually, there are two types of axons: unmyelinated and myelinated. In the first case, the wall of the
axon is just a single bilayer, in the second case this bilayer is covered by a myelin sheath which consists
of multiple layers of a glial membrane composed of lipids and proteins. This sheath serves as an insulator
for ion currents but is interrupted by so-called Ranvier nodes through which the ion change occurs. The
classical experiment by Hodgkin and Huxley [35] was carried on an unmyelinated axon. The existence of
the myelin sheath (again a certain microstructure) causes certain changes in the AP velocity [38] that must
be accounted for in the modelling of the process. The schemes of axons are presented in Fig. 1.

Figure 1: Myelinated (A), unmyelinated (B) cross-sections of axon, node of Ranvier, and ion channels (C)

In modelling, attention must be paid to the scales of structures and processes. The observations are
summarised as follows [39,46,47,77]:
- Wavelengths of the propagating signals are essential for the modelling. If the signal duration is 2 ms and
velocity is 2 m/s then the spatial length of the signal from start to finish is roughly 4 mm. [74]. If the
duration is 2 ms and velocity 100 m/s then the spatial length of the signal from start to finish is roughly
20 cm. However, it must be noted that depending on the shape of the signal the spectral composition
could include higher harmonics or frequency components with shorter wavelengths which could, in theory,
be short enough to be sensitive toward smaller structures like ion channels or maybe even larger proteins.
- Axon diameter varies from a micrometer in certain nerves of the human brain to a millimetre in the giant
fibre of the squid. Axon length varies from millimetres up to about a meter (giant fibre of the squid).
- The cycle of membrane depolarization, hyperpolarization, and return to the resting value that constitutes
an action potential lasts 1–2 ms and can occur hundreds of times a second in a typical neutron.
- The node of Ranvier (a structure found on myelinated axons) is typically around 1 µm in length (but may
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have lengths up to 50 µm [79]) and has a high density of ion channels.
- Myelinated segment is typically from ≈50 to ≈300 µm in length.
- Lipid bi-layer is typically 3–4 nm in thickness.
- Mechanical transverse displacement during AP propagation is typically ≈1 nm in amplitude or less
for mammalian neurons. However, the recent studies [43] reported also the larger displacements in
sub-nanometer range.
- The AP can move down an unmyelinated axon at speeds up to 2 m/s (up to 25 m/s in squid giant
axon) [65]. In non-myelinated neurons, the conduction velocity of an action potential is roughly proportional
to the square-root of the diameter of the axon.
- The presence of a myelin sheath around an axon increases the velocity of impulse conduction up to
120 m/s. Conduction velocity in myelinated axons is roughly proportional to the axon diameter.
- The myelin sheath is a stack of specialised plasma membrane sheets produced by a glial cell that wraps
itself around the axon.

The scales listed above permit summarising the main features of nerve pulse propagation. Typical processes
in time happen from microseconds (phase change of the lipid bi-layer in some of the described models) up
to hundreds of milliseconds (temperature effects persisting after the nerve pulse has passed in some models)
with most of the models predominantly focused on describing effects that are from a millisecond up to a few
tens of milliseconds in time and, roughly, in phase with the main driving signal (AP or mechanical change
in most of the described models). In the spatial resolution the noted models fall roughly into two broad
categories, first, the models that are the most focused on the lipid membrane and the changes happening
within (membrane thickness 3–4 nm, membrane displacement of roughly 1 nm but along the axon, the
signal can be from millimetres up to tens of cm in scale) and second, the models that are taking a more
“continuum mechanics” approach, focusing more on the macroscopic effects in spatial scales comparable to
the length of the axon and sometimes including the influence of the smaller structures (like, for example,
mechanosensitivity of some ion channels) in a roundabout way indirectly through the parametrisation of
models.

5 A possible set of assumptions and hypotheses

Here we follow the following set of assumptions [25]:

• electrical signals are the carriers of information and trigger all the other processes [35];

• the axoplasm can be modelled as a fluid where a pressure wave is generated due to the electrical
signal [78];

• the biomembrane can deform (stretch, bend) under the mechanical impact [17,32];

• the ion channels in biomembranes can be opened and closed under the influence of electrical signals
as well as mechanical input [54];

This means that we follow here the Hodgkin-Huxley paradigm. Although this paradigm has been criticised
[12] as too restrictive (not including thermodynamic variables), there is no better model for describing the
formation and propagation of the AP. Later we explain that the proposed model is built in such a way that
the generated AP may even be an experimentally measured one.

To explain the accompanying effects, the existence of interaction forces between the components of the
signal coupled into a whole is needed. The physical mechanisms responsible for coupling and generating
an ensemble of waves are:

• electric-biomembrane interaction resulting in mechanical waves (longitudinal – LW and transversal –
TW) in the biomembrane;

• electric-fluid (axoplasm) interaction resulting in a mechanical wave in the axoplasm (PW);
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• electric-fluid (axoplasm), electric-biomembrane, and mechanical-biomembrane interaction resulting in
a thermal response (Θ) in the fibre.

A detailed analysis of observations and mechanisms of interaction between all components of a signal is
presented by Engelbrecht et al. [21,22]. Based on this analysis, the following hypotheses are made [18,22]:

• field variables (a components of a signal) are influenced by changes in other field variables;

• the interactions are modelled by the coupling forces between the components of a signal;

• all mechanical waves in the axoplasm and the surrounding biomembrane together with the heat produc-
tion are generated due to changes in electrical signals (AP or ion currents) that dictate the functional
shape of coupling forces; in mathematical terms, changes are described by derivatives of field variables;

• the formalism of internal variables can be used for describing the exo– and endothermic processes of
heat production;

• not only the influence of an AP on other effects but also possible feedback is considered.

The first hypothesis is related to the Du Bois-Reymond Law: “The variation of current density, and not the
absolute value of the current density at any given time acts as a stimulus to muscle or motor nerve” (cited
after Hall [29]) and the variation means mathematically the derivatives of field variables. Consequently, the
possible mechanisms of coupling are described by space or time derivatives of variables governing the AP
(amplitude Z), ion current J (or JK and JNa ), the LW (amplitude U), PW (amplitude P ), and temperature
Θ. These derivatives are related to the mechanisms of interaction listed above (see detailed description by
Engelbrecht et al. [22]). The transverse displacement of the biomembrane W is taken proportional to the
gradient of U as in the well-elaborated theory of rods [64]. This relationship is usual in continuum mechanics
but it needs to be also understood in electrophysiology. Considering all the effects, it means that a signal
in a nerve is an ensemble of waves depicted in Fig. 2.

Figure 2: Sketch of a wave ensemble in an axon.

Based on assumptions and hypotheses, it is possible to build up a mathematical model that describes all
the elements of the ensemble. In the first stage, for the sake of generality, we use dimensionless variables
and start with modelling the processes in an unmyelinated axon. It permits us to pay attention to coupling
effects. The model is a system of coupled differential equations and every “building block” in this system of
equations can be replaced with a better one if this is available. Even an experimentally measured AP could
be used, only, in this case, the feedback from other effects on the AP is lost.

The model consists of the following parts:
(i) The action potential (AP) is modelled either by the FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN) model [56] or by the
Hodgkin-Huxley (HH) model [35]. The FHN model includes only one abstracted ion current and is capable
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of modelling the main properties of the AP. If the effects of individual ion currents need to be considered,
then the HH or its modifications can be used.
(ii) The pressure wave (PW) in axoplasm is modelled by a wave equation with viscous and coupling terms.
The coupling terms model the electric-fluid interaction. Depending on the parameters of the coupling force,
the PW might have also a bipolar shape like demonstrated by Terakawa [78].
(iii) The longitudinal wave (LW) in biomembrane is modelled by the improved Heimburg-Jackson (iHJ)
model [17,32] with coupling terms. The iHJ model accounts for the elasticity and inertia of the embedded
lipid structure of the biomembrane The coupling terms model the electric biomembrane interaction and
possible interaction with the PW.
(iv) The transverse displacement (TW) is calculated from the LW taking it proportional to the gradient of
U like in the theory of rods (Porubov, 2003) [64]. The TW has typically a bipolar shape.
(v) The thermal response Θ is governed by the classical heat equation with coupling terms. Coupling terms
arise from the Joule heating, dissipation from the mechanical waves, and possible exo- and endothermic
effects.

The formalism of internal variables [19, 22, 49] is used for modelling the exo- and endothermic effects.
Consequently, the ensemble that is composed of AP, PW, LW, TW, and Θ, can be divided into primary
and secondary components [20]. The primary components are characterised by corresponding velocities and
their mathematical models are described by models supporting wave-like solutions. These components are
the AP, PW, and LW. The secondary components are either derived from the primary components (like the
TW) or their models are derived from basic laws that do not involve the velocities like the diffusion type
equations governing temperature Θ. In general terms, the ensemble of waves is formed due to changes in
the intrinsic variables of the system.

Note that whatever the models for an AP are, its main features need to be taken into account:
– the existence of a threshold for an input;
– the all-or-non phenomenon for a pulse;
– the existence and the propagation of an asymmetrically localised pulse with an overshoot, i.e., the existence
of a refraction length;
– the possible annihilation of counter-propagating pulses.
The model is described in Appendix 1. The computational results (see Fig. 3) demonstrate a good qualitative
match with experimentally measured profiles.
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Figure 3: The wave ensemble (from Engelbrecht et al 2021b) [23] in an unmyelinated axon: (a) AP, PW,
LW, Θ and (b) LW and TW

6 Discussion

Based on general principles of modelling physical processes (Section 3), the modelling of signals in nerves is
described in Sections 4 and 5 (see also the Appendix). In deriving the mathematical model, one should keep
some useful ideas in mind. First: “Everything should be made as simple as possible but not simpler”, as
stressed by Albert Einstein [66]. Second, the formation of a wave ensemble in nerves is a nonlinear complex
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process and we shall follow the advice of Gerald Whitham [82] who recommended paying attention to small
terms (ε-type) in governing equations that may influence the process in the long run.

In terms of the theory of mathematical modelling, the proposed model in Section 5 is of a hybrid character [53]
involving besides physical laws phenomenological variables. The model is composed of parts describing
different physical phenomena coupled with employing contact forces. In some sense, this model is a proof of
the concept. At the first stage, the AP is described by the simplest possible FHN model, possessing just one
abstracted ion current. The AP calculated by the FHN equation has a correct shape, needed for generating
other accompanying components in the wave ensemble. The idea of this model involves the possibility of
replacing every single element if a better understanding of the process is available. Later in Appendix, we
demonstrate using the modified HH model [44] for calculating the AP in the case of a myelinated axon.
Although the standard HH model is widely used, there are also proposals to account for different ionic
currents. Morris and Lecar [52] proposed a model with Ca2+ ions while Deng [11] considered a different
molecular mechanism of K and Na ions resulting in a simpler governing equation (instead of n4 and m3h,
only n, m, and h were responsible for changes in ion concentration). The cases when these proposals are
justified should be verified by experiments.

The propagation of signals in nerves is an extremely important chapter in neurophysiology and the proper
modelling of the physical background of processes could help to understand better neuronal activities. It
is quite clear that the models undergo tight analysis. For example, even the HH model is criticised for not
being able to describe accompanying effects [12] although it is clearly stated by the authors that it describes
only electrical effects. Concerning the coupled model involving electrical, mechanical, and thermal effects
(Section 5), the problem of consistency is raised [37]. However, for this model, it is shown that even at the
starting phase, the governing equations are based on physical laws [23] and then one should ask about the
consistency of conservation laws in general. Once the governing equations are modified then the assumptions
made for simplifications should also be critically analysed. It must be stressed again that the model described
above served first for establishing proper and physically grounded principles for constructing its elements
and all the “blocks” in it could be replaced by better descriptions. Unfortunately, despite many analytical
(and critical) overviews, no better models have been proposed.

Returning to the analysis of various assumptions made so far for deriving the models (including the model
described in Section 5), some remarks are in order. The influence of the change in the diameter of an
axon during the propagation of waves might indeed cause changes in other physical properties, However,
the measured changes of the transverse displacement of the biomembrane (TW) are of the order of 1-
2 nm [76, 77]. The diameter of nerve fibres varies from 0.5 µm to 25 µm [47] up to 1 mm in the case of a
squid [35]. Consequently, according to Terakawa experiments which also used the giant squid, the area of
the axon was changed ca 0.4%. The membrane capacitance may be taken proportional to the surface area
and then, given the diameter of mammalian axons up to 25 µm, it means a change of the surface area by
0.1-0.2 %. For a normal axon, these small changes might be neglected as Hodgkin and Huxley [35] neglected
the inductance in their model. However, if more structural details are accounted for, like for example, the
influence of the cytoskeleton then such small changes may play some role [82]. In the model of Chen et
al. [7] the change in the axon diameter is taken into account together with the changes in the membrane
capacitance. Later in Appendix, the influence of these changes is accounted for together with the small
inductance for modelling the AP in the case of a myelinated axon using the physical units.

Heimburg and Jackson [31,32] proposed a model of a signal in nerves based on the density excitation in the
biomembrane, i.e., in the wall of a nerve fibre. This signal is a solitary wave and indeed, the corresponding
governing equation (HJ equation for short) which is of the Boussinesq-type, possesses a solitary-type solution.
Later Engelbrecht et al. [17] improved this equation following the analysis of deformation waves in media
with the microstructure. If the HJ equation includes only the influence of elasticity of lipid molecules
constituting the biomembrane then the iHJ equation accounts also for the inertial properties. This means
that the velocity of a signal is bounded for all frequencies. The nonlinearities are assumed to be of the
displacement type contrary to the usual deformation-type nonlinearities in solid mechanics. The question
is whether the main signal that carries information along the nerve is a soliton or not. In mathematical
physics [1], a soliton is a solitary wave that maintains its shape, propagates with a constant velocity, and
restores its shape and velocity after collision with another soliton except for the phase shift. Moreover,
the velocity of the soliton depends upon its amplitude. The solution of the HJ or iHJ equations is indeed
a soliton – a symmetric sech2 pulse. The question is about the physical properties of the biomembrane.
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According to data presented by Heimburg and Jackson [31], the velocity of a density wave as a sound wave
may be as high as 176.6 m/s and the other estimations indicate the value about 100 m/s. From the soliton
theory, it is known that depending on the energy of the initial condition, the soliton train (the sequence
of solitons) forms. The calculations by Tamm and Peets [73] demonstrated that soliton trains are formed
after 100-300 ms. It means then that the solitons form after propagating several meters which raises the
question of whether it does correspond to physical case. Another and maybe the crucial question is, how
the deformation wave in the biomembrane generates the AP? Up to now, there is no clear explanation for
this mechanism. However, the iHJ equation may describe deformation processes in biomembranes and is
relevant in cell mechanics.

Hodgkin and Huxley [35] proposed to use of phenomenological variables for describing the ion currents. In
the model proposed by Engelbrecht et al. [60], similar variables are used for describing the temperature
changes due to endo– and exothermic relations. The governing equations in both cases demonstrate the
existence of relaxation processes. The calculations using a variant of the HH model [75] show that the
relaxation time of phenomenological variables is in phase with the AP, which is about 20ms. Although in
the dimensionless model, the temperature changes match qualitatively pretty well the measured profiles, the
lack of physical parameters does not permit to calculate the relaxation time in physical units.

The physical basis for the electrical signals stem from Maxwell equations but in the celebrated HH model [35]
the inductance is neglected. Theoretically, it is clear that inductance is related to the velocity of the electrical
signal. The experiments demonstrate that the HH model based on the ionic mechanism describes the process
pretty well. However, for myelinated axons where the velocity under the myelin sheath is changing without
the influence of the ion currents, not all the effects are understood. To grasp all possible effects, one might
restore the neglected terms in governing equations to have a basis for comparing the models. This idea is
supported by Wang et al. [81] who have argued that inductance is “a missing piece of neuroscience”. For
the AP in unmyelinated axons, such a full model is proposed by Lieberstein [44].

The analysis of processes in myelinated axons has revealed that under the myelin sheath, the velocity of the
AP is increasing. This effect was already reported by Lillie [45] and is now referred to as saltatory conduction
[38]. In the context of the full model, the question is not only the AP propagation but also in mechanical and
thermal effects. The myelin sheath is a multilayered structure composed of glial cells that wrap around the
axon [47]. The sheath is interrupted by Ranvier nodes where the single bilayer like in unmyelinated axons
acts as a region for ion currents. The segments of the myelin sheath are usually 50-300 µm in length while the
length of Ranvier nodes is about 1 µ m or longer [47]. In terms of continuum mechanics, the structure of the
myelin sheath can be compared with microstructured solids. Following the ideas of continuum mechanics,
Tamm et al. [74] have proposed to model the longitudinal deformation in a myelin sheath by describing
the complicated structure with an additional internal variable. The mathematical model is a system of
two equations: the iHJ equation and the additional wave equation that governs the internal variable. In
principle, this model can describe the changes in velocities and wave profiles in a myelin sheath but needs
experimental verification.

According to the HH paradigm, the AP is a trigger for all the other effects in axons. The basic processes
in unmyelinated axons (Section 5) can be modelled with good accuracy, but the modelling of the AP in
myelinated axons needs special attention. The scheme of a myelinated axon is shown in Fig. 4.

Figure 4: The scheme of the myelinated axon.

It is proposed [28] that under the myelin sheath, the passive cable equation (the diffusion-type equation)
governs the process and in Ranvier nodes, the usual HH equation works. Tamm et al. [75] have specified
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the model by taking into account the structural properties of myelinated axons. It is proposed that the AP
is governed by the Lieberstein-type [44] model where the inductivity (as small or large as it is) [51] is kept
as it follows from the basic Maxwell equations. The governing equation includes also the dependence of the
capacity on the radius of the axon. After checking the validity of the model for an unmyelinated axon, the
phenomenological dependence on the geometrical structure of a myelin sheath is introduced. This means
introducing the g-ratio (the ratio of the outer vs inner diameter of an axon (see Fig. 4)) and µ-ratio (the
ratio of the length of the myelin segment over the length of the Ranvier node (see Fig. 4)). In other words,
the myelination geometry of across the axon (that is g-ratio) and along the axon (that is µ-ratio ) is taken
into account. This assumption is partly based on physical considerations treating the myelinated segment as
a classical Ohmic resistor [5], but partly on phenomenology (µ-ratio). Using the data for the HH model [44],
the calculations in physical units [75] demonstrate the increase of the AP velocity up to 67.6 m/s depending
also on the radius of the axon (from 1 µm to 32 µm) while the range of µ- ratio is from 0 (unmyelinated
axon) to 325.

The governing equation describing the propagation of an AP in the myelinated axon is presented in Ap-
pendix 2.

7 Final remarks

The modelling of processes in nerves is based on the structural properties of nerves and observations. The
recent experimental results have demonstrated that electrical signals as main carriers of information, are
accompanied also by mechanical and thermal effects. Some of the recent models were briefly analysed in
Section 2. Our earlier studies were summarised in a monograph by Engelbrecht, Tamm, and Peets [22]
but lately, attention has been paid to the general background of mathematical models from the view of
interdisciplinarity. This review generalises our approach and several guidelines are stressed for building a
solid basis for mathematical models.

Guideline 1: Physics rules electrical, mechanical and thermal biological processes.
The laws of physics are universal and serve as a basis for all processes in matter. The important notions in
the context of nerve signals are electric current, mechanical deformations, temperature, and heat. Electrical
currents are governed by Maxwell equations, although in many models the governing equation is modified
or simplified (cf Hodgkin and Huxley [35]). Dynamical mechanical processes are governed by momentum
conservation (usually referred to as Newton’s Second Law). This leads to wave equations that often are
modified by adding dissipative or dispersive effects. The thermodynamical effects are governed by the
Fourier law (heat flux is related to the temperature gradient) and the Joule’s law (heat is related to the
electric current). The existence of additional forces means the influence of other fields and this serves as a
basis for modelling the coupling between the single waves in an ensemble. The axioms of continuum physics
(mechanics) should be followed (especially the axiom of equipresence). A more detailed analysis of applying
physical ideas in biology is presented in overviews by Pennycuick (1992) [62], Schneider (2021) [70], and
Engelbrecht et al. (2022b) [23].

Historically it is interesting to note that already Leonardo da Vinci (1452–1519) knew that one should
“observe the phenomenon and list quantities having numerical magnitude that seems to influence it” (cited
after Truesdell [80]). In other words, one should first understand the basics of phenomena and after that
proceed to details.

Guideline 2: Changes in one variable (field) will cause changes in other variables (fields).
The signals in nerves constitute a wave ensemble where single processes are coupled to each other. The
coupling means that every change in one of the variables (fields) will cause changes in other variables
(fields). This is actually the generalisation of the Du Bois-Reymond Law (see Section 5 and [29]). The
physical hypothesis has an important consequence for mathematical modelling: the changes in variables
are derivatives. It means that the coupling forces should involve the derivatives of variables either with
respect to time or space. Combined with the physical considerations about the mechanisms of interaction
(see Section 5) this forms the basis for describing the interaction processes.

Guideline 3: Modelling of electrophysiological processes needs interdisciplinary studies.
Besides numerous experiments which have revealed the “anatomy” of nerve signals (see, for example, [8,9]),
knowledge from other scientific disciplines may considerably enhance the understanding of processes in
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nerves. Indeed, there is the need “to unravel the complexity of biological processes”, stressed by Noble [59]
who suggested modelling in an integrative way. The philosophical considerations [24] demand that one should
distinguish between intrinsic (belonging to the system) and extrinsic (originating from outside) conditions
and also between intensive and extensive properties. These considerations help better understand the
dynamical processes. The knowledge of continuum mechanics helps to model mechanical effects in nerves
either in the biomembrane or in the axoplasm. Heimburg and Jackson [32] derived their model for LW
in biomembrane following the rules for deriving the wave equations and Engelbrecht et al. [17] improved
this equation by distinguishing the elastic and inertial effects of the embedded phospholipid molecules
like a microstructure. The idea of modelling the general effects of microstructure as an additional field
permitted also modelling the mechanical waves in myelin sheaths [74]. The modelling of temperature
changes as well as the pressure wave in the axoplasm follows directly the physical considerations. In terms
of continuum mechanics, the axon is a long tube. It is well known that the longitudinal and transverse
deformations of the tube wall are related. More precisely, the transverse displacement is proportional to
the longitudinal deformation. It means that if the longitudinal displacement is a unipolar pulse then the
transverse displacement is bipolar exactly as experiments demonstrate [76]. Interdisciplinarity means also
that the terms should be used correctly. For example, in mathematical physics, the term “soliton” is precisely
defined and the usage of this term is justified only after checking the properties of the solution.

Guideline 4: Phenomenology helps considerably to understand measurements.
Edmund Husserl (see [30]) already stressed that analysis of phenomena helps to understand the world. As
described by Rovelli [67], Heisenberg’s idea to model the quantum world by matrices was just a phenomeno-
logical description that helped the further understanding of physical processes. In electrophysiology, the
celebrated HH model involves three phenomenological variables n,m, and h which are used for describing
the ion currents [35]. In continuum mechanics, such variables are called internal [49]. Based on ideas of
continuum mechanics, the internal variable is proposed by Engelbrecht et al. [19, 72] for describing the
temperature changes in axons due to endo– and exothermic reactions. The influence of the internal mi-
crostructure on processes in the main body can also be described by an additional field that in principle is a
phenomenological approach. This approach is used by Tamm et al. [74] for modelling mechanical waves in
the myelin sheath. For describing the propagation of the AP under the myelin sheath, also a phenomeno-
logical approach is used by introducing the µ-factor which is a ratio of the lengths of a myelin segment and
the Ranvier node.

Guideline 5: The experiments in electrophysiology serve as a basis for theoretical models.
The importance of observations in the context of explaining the physical basis of processes in nerves was
mentioned already by Hodgkin [34]. Mathematical modelling and in silico experiments are powerful tools to
reach a better understanding of signals in nerves. The in silico experiments permit to cover of a large area
of physical parameters in order to find suitable sets verified by experiments in vivo or in vitro. However,
one should be aware of certain differences between physics and biology [4]. He argued that in biology, there
is a tradition to answer most questions by experiments while in physics, theory and experiments are more
equal partners. In this context, biology is moving closer to physics.

The model proposed in Section 5 (see also Appendix) is built by coupled equations and in some sense,
is composed of “building blocks”. Every single block (model equation) can be changed by a better one
if such a governing equation can be improved on the basis of experiments. The computed profiles of the
wave ensemble using this model as a proof of concept, have demonstrated good qualitative match with
experiments. However, many problems need further studies to improve modelling. The improved HH model
can describe the propagation of the AP for unmyelinated and myelinated axons [75] but improving the
modelling of temperature changes needs more experiments for determining the parameters of governing
equations in physical units. The further modifications of models (“building blocks”) should turn to details
like accounting for various ionic currents, distribution of ionic channels. The influence of the cytoskeleton,
membrane proteins, and the cellular structure in general, etc. An extremely interesting question is how
the generation of an AP in the axon hillock generates the other elements of the wave ensemble. From the
practical viewpoint, it is important to analyse the cases when one or another physical mechanism is “out of
order” resulting in dysfunction of a nerve.

Following the guidelines, listed above, the modelling is kept on a solid physical basis including also phe-
nomenology supported by observations. In addition, philosophical considerations and clear terminology are
useful in formulating the general framework of models. This helps the usage of interdisciplinary ideas.
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Finally, the idea of this paper was to sum up basic knowledge about the physics of signals in nerves and
formulate the primary principles (guidelines) needed for modelling (and understanding) the propagation
of signals. The next step is to improve the description of the model (governing equations) for a better
accounting of the structural details of nerves and possible dysfunction.
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Appendix A Dimensionless model

Here, we briefly present the mathematical details of the model in dimensionless form [22]. Here subscript X
denotes partial derivative by X (dimensionless space) and T partial derivative by T (dimensionless time).

(a) ZT = DZXX − J + Z
(

Z − [a1 + b1]− Z2 + [a1 + b1]Z
)

;
JT = ε ([a2 + b2]Z − J) ,

(b) PTT = c2fPXX − µ1PT + F1(Z, J, U),

(c) UTT = c20UXX+NUUXX+MU2UXX+NU2
X+2MUU2

X−H1UXXXX+H2UXXTT −µ2UT+F2(Z, J, P ),

(d) ΘT = αΘXX + F3(Z, J, P, U),

where F1 = η1ZX + η2JT + η3ZT ; F2 = γ1PT + γ2JT − γ3ZT and F3 = τ1Z
2 + τ2 (PT + ϕ2(P )) +

τ3 (UT + ϕ3(U))− τ4Ω.

Here the AP (a) is governed by the FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN) model [27] where bi = −βiU and Z is the
action potential, J is the ion current, ε is the time-scales difference parameter, ai is the “electrical” activation
coefficient, bi is the “mechanical” activation coefficient and U is the longitudinal density change from lipid
bi-layer density model (c) and finally, βi is an coupling coefficient. For the pressure wave in axoplasm (b)
we use the classical wave equation with dissipation and force terms where P is pressure, µ1 is viscosity
coefficient and c2f is the sound velocity in axoplasm. For the density change of the biomembrane (c) we
use improved Heimburg-Jackson model [16, 31] where U = ∆ρ is the longitudinal density change, c0 is the
sound velocity in the unperturbed state, N,M are nonlinear coefficients, Hi are dispersion coefficients and
µ2 is the viscous dampening coefficient, here H1 accounts for the elastic properties of the bi-layer and H2

the inertial properties. Finally, for the temperature (d) we use the classical Fourier law with the coupled
source/sink term where Θ is the temperature and α is the thermal conductivity coefficient. The transverse
displacement of the biomembrane is found through the membrane density change as W ∝ UX [17, 64].

The coupling terms:

1. For F1 (in the pressure (b)) the ηi are coefficients and term ZX account for the presence of charged
particles in the presence of potential gradient (along the axon), term JT accounts for the ionic flows
into and out of axon (across the membrane) and term ZT accounts for the possible pressure change as
a result of membrane tension changes from electrical field.

2. For F2 (in the improved Heimburg-Jackson model (c)) the γi are coefficients and term PT accounts
for possible membrane deformation because of pressure changes (pressure to TW to LW), term JT
accounts for the possible membrane deformation as a result of ionic flows through ion channels and
ZT accounts for the possible electrically induced membrane tension change. Note the sign, assuming
that if tension increases then density decreases.

3. For F3 (in the Fourier law (d)) the τi are coefficients and term Z2 accounts for the Joule heating, terms
PT , UT accounts for reversible temperature change (if density increases the temperature increases and
vice versa), terms ϕ2(P ), ϕ3(U) accounts for irreversible temperature change (energy lost to dissipation
ends up as heat) and finally Ω characterises an abstracted endothermic chemical reaction working on
a slower timescale than driving signals [72].
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Appendix B AP in a myelinated axon

Starting with the elementary form of Maxwell equations and drawing inspiration from the classical HH
paper [35] it is possible to derive the model equations for unmyelinated axon similar to the Lieberstein
model [44]. While Lieberstein opted to go a step further by moving into a moving frame of reference it is easier
to solve by staying with the form which is closer to the Maxwell equations for a transmission line eqs. (1),
(2) and just use the work of Lieberstein as a source of inspiration for handling the question of inductance L
in the context of signal propagation along the nerve axon. The governing equations demonstrate that the
behaviour of the solutions is in the physiologically plausible range and the key characteristics of the nervous
signalling are fulfilled [75]. These are: (i) the annihilation of AP signals during a head-on collision, (ii) the
existence of activation threshold, and (iii) the refraction period after signal passing. In the parameter range
considered, we observe the AP signal propagation velocity cAP from 0.5 [m/s] up to about 4.4 [m/s] for the
unmyelinated axon [75]. The key difference between the classical HH model and the Lieberstein-inspired
model used here is that the mechanism for signal propagation along the axon emerges more ‘naturally’ as
a consequence of opting to keep the inductivity L. While, indeed, there exist variations of the classical
HH model which support AP signal propagation where the model is written in the form of PDE instead of
the usual ODE form (which describes signal evolution in time at a fixed spatial point). In these, normally,
the potential-gradient-type member responsible for propagating the signal along the axon is not as clearly
defined from a physical first-principles viewpoint (usually some kind of abstracted diffusion-type process is
used). This is essential later for the purpose of clearer physical interpretation as we make use of the model
based on the elementary form of Maxwell equations which is further modified to include the influence of
myelination on the signal propagating along the axon.

The model (1), (2) based on Maxwell equations for a transmission line can be modified to include the
influence of myelination. In addition to the g-ratio normally considered in the earlier studies (taken into
account indirectly through coefficient γ) which takes into account the myelination geometry perpendicular
to the axon we introduce the so-called “myelination-ratio” or µ-ratio which describes the influence of myelin
distribution on the signal propagation in the direction of the axis of the axon. The numerical solutions, using
parameters from the literature, demonstrate physiologically plausible behaviour for the model. The model
is reduced to the model of the unmyelinated axon if the length of the myelinated sections along the axon is
taken as zero. Under the considered parameter combinations we can observe the AP propagation velocities
up to 67.7 [m/s] [75] (the signal propagation velocity range for myelinated axons is given as roughly 10 to
120 [m/s] in the earlier studies [47,69]).

It is important to emphasise that the proposed continuum-based model is philosophically similar to how the
transmission line equations are composed. The ‘unit-cell’ in the context of the myelinated axon in the model
is composed of the node of Ranvier and the myelinated section next to it. This is opposed to the alternative
approach which is also relatively popular in the literature where the classical HH model is used in the nodes
of Ranvier while myelinated sections are handled separately either through some numerical scheme or by an
alternative model coupled with the HH model in the node of Ranvier through some mechanism. Having a
relatively simple pair of PDEs which are connected to the fundamental principles in physics (i.e., Maxwell
equations for anything involving the movement of charges in an environment) could be considered superior
to investigating causal connections and making predictions than something that is not as clearly connected
to the first principles of physics.

AP in a myelinated axon based on [75] is birefly summarized here. In unmyelinated case we can construct
governing equations by drawing inspiration from previous work by Lieberstein [44] as

(

Caπa
2 + Cm2πa

) ∂Z

∂t
+

∂ia
∂x

+ 2πa ·

[

ĝKn4(Z − ZK) + ˆgNam
3h(Z − ZNa) + ĝl(Z − Zl)

]

= 0, (1)

and
L

πa2
∂ia
∂t

+
∂Z

∂x
+ ria = 0. (2)

Here x is space (length) and t is time, Z is the action potential, ia is the line axon current (along the axon)
and i is the membrane current per unit length (taken the same as HH current across the membrane), a is
the radius of the axon, r is the axon resistance per unit length, L is the axon specific self-inductance, Ca

is the axon self capacitance per unit area per unit length and Cm is the membrane capacity per unit area.
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The internal variables n,m, h controlling the opening and closing the of the ion channels and corresponding
conductances ĝK , ˆgNa, ĝl are taken as outlined in the classical Hodgkin-Huxley model [35].

Taking the elementary form of Maxwell equations combined with the ideas proposed by Lieberstein in
eqs. (1) and (2) as a starting point, we proceed to modify these governing equations to include the effect
of myelination on the AP signal propagation. When we modify the Lieberstein model [44] to account for
the effect of myelination on a nerve fibre, we consider the following hypotheses: (i) The velocity of the
AP depends on the ratio of lengths between the myelin sheath and the node of Ranvier (L2/L1) (so-called
‘µ-ratio’ below); (ii) The thickness of the myelin sheath affects the velocity of the AP signal (the so-called g-
ratio) and could be taken into account indirectly through the capacitance variations (included in parameter
γ below); (iii) The dominant mechanism through which the AP signal velocity in myelinated nerve fibre is
increased is the so-called saltatory conduction hypothesis [5]; (iv) The model equation should be reduced
back to the basic model when the myelination approaches to zero (i.e., unmyelinated axon).

Let us take Lieberstein eqs. (1) and (2), introducing parameters µ and γ characterizing the AP propagation
velocity increase from saltatory conduction [5] and other relevant mechanisms. Note that Bressloff [5] has
used parameter D that modulates the signal dynamics across the membrane. Here, inspired by Bressloff [5],
we have introduced two parameters: γ and µ. The governing equations are written in the form:

∂Z

∂t
+Φ ·

[

(1 + γ · µ) ·
∂ia
∂x

+ 2πa · V

]

= 0, (3)

∂ia
∂t

+
πa2

L
·

[

∂Z

∂x
+ ria

]

= 0, (4)

Φ =
1

Caπa2 + 2Cmπa
, (5)

µ =
L2

L1
, (6)

V =
(

ĝKn4(Z − ZK) + ˆgNam
3h(Z − ZNa) + ĝl(Z − Zl)

)

. (7)

In eq. (3) parameter µ (describing µ-ratio) describes the average length of the myelinated section (L2) divided
by the average length of the node of Ranvier (L1) (see Fig. 4). It affects the quantity ia which is the current
along the axis of the axon. Parameter γ is a phenomenological coefficient which determines conduction
velocity between adjacent nodes of Ranvier. Here parameter γ includes myelin geometry perpendicular to
the axon (related to g-ratio, parameters d1 and d2 in Fig. 4). It should be emphasized that parameter γ is
not the same as proposed by Bressloff [5] and is a generalised quantity here.
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