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Nerve impulses, the currency of information flow in the brain, are generated by an instability of
the neuronal membrane potential dynamics. Neuronal circuits exhibit collective chaos that appears
essential for learning, memory, sensory processing, and motor control. However, the factors control-
ling the nature and intensity of collective chaos in neuronal circuits are not well understood. Here
we use computational ergodic theory to demonstrate that basic features of nerve impulse generation
profoundly affect collective chaos in neuronal circuits. Numerically exact calculations of Lyapunov
spectra, Kolmogorov-Sinai-entropy, and upper and lower bounds on attractor dimension show that
changes in nerve impulse generation in individual neurons moderately impact information encoding
rates but qualitatively transform phase space structure. Specifically, we find a drastic reduction in
the number of unstable manifolds, Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy, and attractor dimension. Beyond a
critical point, marked by the simultaneous breakdown of the diffusion approximation, a peak in the
largest Lyapunov exponent, and a localization transition of the leading covariant Lyapunov vector,
networks exhibit sparse chaos: prolonged periods of near stable dynamics interrupted by short bursts
of intense chaos. Analysis of large, more realistically structured networks supports the generality
of these findings. In cortical circuits, biophysical properties appear tuned to this regime of sparse
chaos. Our results reveal a close link between fundamental aspects of single-neuron biophysics and
the collective dynamics of cortical circuits, suggesting that nerve impulse generation mechanisms
are adapted to enhance circuit controllability and information flow.

Information is processed in the brain by the spatiotem-
poral activity of large spiking neural circuits. Only the
information that is encoded in spike trains can be uti-
lized by local networks, subsequent processing stages,
and ultimately to guide behavior. The spiking output
of a cortical neuron contains twenty- to hundred-fold less
information about synaptic input than its membrane po-
tential does [1], making spike initiation a critical bottle-
neck for neural information transmission. Experiments
have revealed that neocortical neurons possess a surpris-
ingly broad encoding bandwidth, reliably encoding high-
frequency stimulus components in outgoing spike trains
[2, 46–48]. As predicted theoretically and observed ex-
perimentally, small changes in spike onset rapidness can
have a great impact on information encoding bandwidth
in feedforward architectures [6, 7, 10, 11, 18, 19, 48].
Here, spike onset rapidness refers to the steepness of the
membrane potential change at the initiation of an ac-
tion potential [19]. However, the influence of spike onset
rapidness on recurrent network dynamics has not been
systematically studied.

One might expect that collective dynamics are insensi-
tive to cellular details, as the effect of single-cell proper-
ties can often become negligible at the macroscopic cir-
cuit level. For example, asynchronous irregular activity
in idealized cortex models emerges robustly in inhibition-
dominated circuits and can be described by mean-field

theory, which is largely independent of the neuron model,
such as the specific spike initiation mechanism [1, 6]. In-
stead, collective dynamics are expected to be primarily
shaped by the wiring diagram, or connectome, with most
biological and artificial learning algorithms operating at
this level [14, 15]. Rate networks provide an example
in which single-element input-output functions determine
critical properties of collective dynamics [16]. These an-
alytical approaches have recently been extended to het-
erogeneous networks, networks with bistable units, and
spiking networks with slow synaptic dynamics [17, 18].

Here, we show that, surprisingly, spike onset rapidness
fundamentally reshapes the nature of chaos in large-scale
spiking networks, such as the canonical balanced net-
work model where excitatory currents are dynamically
balanced by fast and strong recurrent inhibition [1, 6].
Leveraging concepts from ergodic theory, we demonstrate
that increasing the onset rapidness drives a transition
from a dense chaotic state—where chaotic fluctuations
are continuously fueled by many neurons—to a sparse
chaos regime characterized by intermittent, highly local-
ized instability events. At the heart of this transition is
the breakdown of the diffusion approximation, a standard
assumption that treats synaptic input as Gaussian-like
noise (see Supplementary Information for details). In
the high-rapidness regime, shot noise effects dominate,
invalidating diffusion-based descriptions and revealing a

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

21
18

8v
1 

 [
q-

bi
o.

N
C

] 
 3

0 
D

ec
 2

02
4



2

-1 0 1

Voltage

-0.5

0

0.5

1

V
o
lt
a
g
e
 r

a
te

 o
f 
c
h
a
n
g
e

0 50 100

Time (ms)

-1

0

1

2

V
o
lt
a
g
e

r = 1

r = 3

r = 100

0 50 100

Time (ms)

-1

0

1

2

V
o
lt
a
g
e

V

55 60

In
p
u
t

Time (ms)

E
n
s
e
m

b
le

 r
a
te

r = 3

r = 100

0 50

Time (ms)

In
p
u
t 

1 10 100 1000

Input frequency (Hz)

0.01

0.1 

1 

R
a
te

 m
o
d
u
la

ti
o
n
 (

H
z
)

1 10 100 1000

Spike rapidness r

0

1

2

3

4

In
fo

rm
a
ti
o
n
 r

a
te

 (
b
it
/s

)

5 Hz

2 Hz

1 Hz

a b c

d e f

single neuron

dynamics

ensemble

dynamics

Figure 1. High spike onset rapidness r increases population encoding bandwidth. a Single neuron dynamics have
two fixed points: a stable fixed point (filled circle, resting potential) and an unstable fixed point (white circle, spike threshold).
The slope at resting potential is −1/τm, and the slope at the spike threshold r/τm. b Voltage traces of the neuron model with
constant input currents for varying rapidness r. c Same as in panel b, but with fluctuating input currents. Note that the spike
waveform and initiation depend strongly on r, while the subthreshold dynamics are insensitive to r. The inset shows a magnified
window of the voltage traces and the corresponding fluctuating input (gray) d Firing rates of an ensemble of rapid theta neurons
with low and high rapidness for fluctuating input currents. Note that high rapidness enables the ensemble to accurately track
the high-frequency components of the input. e Linear firing rate response for different values of rapidness, with direct numerical
simulations (shaded lines) and Fokker Planck solutions (dashed lines) superimposed. (ν0 = 1 Hz). f Mutual information rate
in the Gaussian channel approximation based on spectral coherence, comparing Fokker Planck solutions (solid lines) and direct
numerical simulations (squares) for different mean ensemble firing rates (ν0 = 1, 2, 5 Hz) (parameters: τm = 10 ms).

new dynamical regime. This transition, which occurs at
a critical rapidness rbreakdown that we first analyze in a
feedforward setting, is driven by two opposing effects of
spike onset rapidness. While faster onset increases single-
neuron instability, it also reduces the time window during
which a neuron is highly sensitive to input. Like a camera
shutter that’s open for a fraction of a second, the neuron
only captures a few ’photons’ of synaptic input during
this window of instability. In this regime, the discrete
nature of these inputs (shot noise) becomes prominent,
and the central limit theorem underlying the diffusion
approximation no longer applies, invalidating the diffu-
sion approximation. As rapidness increases, the latter
effect surprisingly dominates, shifting the network from
dense to sparse chaos. These findings establish a direct
link between single-neuron spike initiation properties and
the global chaotic dynamics of recurrent circuits. Beyond
clarifying the fundamental biophysical origins of cortical
chaos, our results suggest that neurons’ spike onset rapid-
ness may be tuned to operate in this regime. Such tuning
could enhance the controllability of network states and
optimize information transmission across cortical layers,
revealing a mechanism by which biophysical details shape
large-scale brain function.

In the following, we will first introduce a novel, ana-
lytically solvable neuron model with an adjustable spike
onset rapidness. We will then investigate how rapidness
affects information transmission in a feedforward setting,
identifying a critical rapidness value, rbreakdown, where
the diffusion approximation breaks down. Subsequently,
we will analyze the full Lyapunov spectrum of recurrent
networks of these neurons to characterize their dynami-
cal stability and attractor properties. We will show that
increasing rapidness leads to a transition from dense to
sparse chaos and significantly reduces the attractor di-
mension. Finally, we will demonstrate that these findings
are robust in more realistic cortical circuit models.

Neuron model with tunable spike onset

To study the impact of spike onset rapidness on the
collective network dynamics, we constructed a novel, an-
alytically solvable neuron model with an adjustable spike
onset rapidness r, as shown in Figure 1a (see Methods
for equations). The model, which we call the rapid theta
model, is a modification of the theta neuron [12, 38, 39], a
canonical model of neuronal excitability, and allows us to
tune the rapidness of spike initiation while keeping other
properties, such as the resting potential and subthreshold
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Figure 2. High spike onset rapidness spike r dramatically reduces chaos and dynamical entropy rate. a Spike
trains of 50 random neurons for low (upper panel) and high (lower panel) rapidness. b Distribution of firing rates (upper panel)
and coefficients of variation (lower panel) for different values of rapidness (ordered by time-averaged single neuron firing rate)
c Lyapunov spectra reorganize with increasing rapidness (inset: full Lyapunov spectra) d Largest Lyapunov exponent and e
entropy rate h as a function of rapidness for different mean firing rates (ν̄ = 1, 2, 5 Hz), f Entropy rate h for different network
sizes (upper panel) and g different strengths of the scaling ϵ of the excitatory couplings (parameters: NI = 2000, NE = 8000,
K = 100, ν̄ = 1 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms).

dynamics, largely unchanged. The model’s membrane
potential dynamics exhibit two fixed points: a stable
fixed point representing the resting potential and an un-
stable fixed point corresponding to the spike threshold.
The slope of the membrane potential dynamics, while at
the spike threshold, it is r/τm. Increasing r decreases the
time constant at the unstable fixed point VU , resulting in
greater instability and sharper spike initiation (Fig. 1b,c).
Thus, neurons with high r spend less time in the upswing
towards an action potential but are more susceptible to
input. Unlike many neuron models, including the ex-
ponential integrate-and-fire model [6], our model can be
solved exactly between spikes—a crucial prerequisite for
precise and efficient calculation of the Lyapunov spec-
trum, which quantifies the sensitivity of the system to
initial conditions.

Rapid Spikes Enhance Information Transmission

Before investigating the effects of spike onset rapidness
in recurrent networks, we first examined its impact on in-
formation transmission in a feedforward setting. This al-
lows us to isolate the effects of rapidness on single-neuron
encoding from the complexities of recurrent dynamics.
As illustrated in Figures 1d and e, high rapidness en-
ables neurons to transmit high-frequency components of
a time-varying input current in their ensemble-averaged
firing rate, whereas low rapidness limits transmission to
low and mid-range frequencies. These results are con-

sistent with previous studies [6, 7, 10, 11, 18, 19, 48],
which have established that rapidness is a determining
factor in a neuron’s ability to transmit information about
presynaptic signals embedded in noise. We quantified
the information transmission using the Gaussian chan-
nel approximation of the mutual information based on
the spectral coherence between the input and output sig-
nals (see Supplementary Information). We found that
the mutual information rate grows approximately loga-
rithmically with rapidness (Fig. 1f and Supplementary
Information for analytical results). This logarithmic re-
lationship arises because rapidness determines the cutoff
frequency beyond which spectral coherence scales as f−1.

Diffusion Approximation fails for Rapid Spike Onset

Importantly, at high rapidness, we observed qualitative
deviations from the predictions of the commonly used dif-
fusion approximation. The diffusion approximation as-
sumes that a high rate of weak synaptic input can be
treated as Gaussian white noise. However, we observe a
qualitative change in the high-frequency response when
rapidness exceeds rbreakdown ∝

√
Kν0τm/J0, which indi-

cates a breakdown of the diffusion approximation, differ-
ent from previously observed shot noise effects [15, 95, 97]
(see Supplementary Information for analytical deriva-
tion). This breakdown is associated with a qualitatively
different dynamical regime of the network dynamics, as



4

Figure 3. Localization of Lyapunov vectors for high spike onset rapidness r reveals two types of network chaos.
a First Lyapunov vector (marked black if |δϕi(t)| > 1/

√
N) b First local Lyapunov exponent λlocal

1 (t) and c participation ratio
P (t) of the first Lyapunov vector as a function of time for r ≈ 1.33. d, e, f Same as a, b, c for r ≈ 31.6. Note that large
local Lyapunov exponents are followed by low participation ratio (red stars). g Average participation ratio P̄ and h largest
Lyapunov exponent vs. spike rapidness r for different network size N , i Power-law scaling exponent α from P̄ ∼ Nα decreases
approximately logarithmically as a function of r and shows localization above peak rapidness rpeak. j Poincaré section of the
phases of neurons 2 and 3 whenever neuron 1 spikes for r = 1. The first local Lyapunov exponent (LLE) at each point is
color-coded, red colors indicate local instability, blue indicates local stability k same as j for r = 4 (parameters: NI = 1000,
K = 100, ν̄ = 3 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms).

we will discuss in subsequent sections.
Unlike many neuron models, including the exponential

integrate-and-fire model [16, 50], our model can be solved
exactly between spikes—a crucial prerequisite for precise
and efficient calculation of the Lyapunov spectrum. To
analyze the impact of spike initiation on dynamical sta-
bility, we calculate the full Lyapunov spectrum of a spik-
ing network of rapid theta neurons. Lyapunov exponents
measure the rate of exponential divergence and conver-
gence of nearby trajectories. The Lyapunov spectrum
provides a good estimate of the attractor dimension, ac-
cording to the Kaplan-Yorke conjecture, including exact
upper and lower bounds [23–25]. In an N -dimensional
dissipative chaotic system, trajectories do not cover the
entire phase space. Instead, after a transient period, they
relax onto a strange attractor, which has a dimension-
ality D ≤ N . The Kaplan Yorke attractor dimension
is given by the number of Lyapunov exponents whose
cumulative sum interpolates to zero. One can think of
it as the largest-dimensional infinitesimal hypersphere,
whose volume does not shrink by the dissipative system
dynamics. A lower bound on the attractor dimension
is given by the number of positive Lyapunov exponents.
The dynamical entropy rate, another canonical measure
in dynamical systems, is bounded above by the sum of
positive Lyapunov exponents. This bound is exact for
smooth densities of the physical measure along unstable
directions, as given by Pesin’s identity [26]. We ana-
lytically calculate the Jacobian of the flow, which de-
termines how infinitesimal perturbations of the network

state evolve from one spike time to just after the next.
We evaluate these Jacobians in numerically exact, event-
based simulations. The product of the Jacobians gives
the long-term Jacobian, which yields the spectrum of all
Lyapunov exponents based on Oseledets’ multiplicative
ergodic theorem [4].

Impact on Dynamical Entropy Rate

We find that rapidness strongly influences the dynam-
ical stability of recurrent networks in the balanced state
(Fig. 2). We first discuss results from inhibitory random
(Erdős–Rényi) networks, followed by mixed excitatory-
inhibitory random networks and more structured net-
work topologies. One might expect that increasing rapid-
ness r would intensify the collective chaos since indi-
vidual neurons become more unstable. This is indeed
the case for low rapidness: We find that the largest
Lyapunov exponent grows approximately linearly with
rapidness (Fig. 2d) until reaching a peak value. How-
ever, for high rapidness, the largest Lyapunov expo-
nent decreases proportionally to 1/r (Fig. 2d). Numer-
ical simulations reveal that the peak rapidness scales as
rpeak ∝

√
Kν0τm/J0. Above this peak, we observe a lo-

calization of the first covariant Lyapunov vector (Fig. 3),
which follows the same scaling as the peak rapidness rpeak
(Supplementary Section XI). At lower values of rapidness
r, the largest Lyapunov exponent remains independent of
the connectivity K. Furthermore, an analytical calcula-
tion reveals that the breakdown of the diffusion approx-
imation follows the same scaling as the peak rapidness
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rpeak. This alignment suggests a deep connection be-
tween the breakdown of the diffusion approximation, the
peak in the largest Lyapunov exponent, and the localiza-
tion of the first covariant Lyapunov vector. At a critical
rapidness that scales with rcrit ∝ N0.5K0.5ν̄0.8τ0.8

m J−0.7
0 ,

the largest Lyapunov exponent reaches zero, and the net-
work activity becomes dynamically stable. However, for
any finite network size N , the largest Lyapunov expo-
nent can be reduced arbitrarily by choosing a sufficiently
large r (Supplementary Section X). The dynamical en-
tropy rate decreases monotonically with rapidness, reach-
ing zero at rcrit (Fig. 2e). The full spectrum reveals that
the monotonic reduction is due to a drastic reduction
in the number of positive Lyapunov exponents, which
overcompensates the increase of the first few Lyapunov
exponents (Fig. 2c). Despite such a drastic change in
the collective dynamics, the statistics of the spike trains
remain essentially unaffected (Fig. 2a, b). This is surpris-
ing since, in many other systems, a transition from chaos
to stability is strongly reflected in the autocorrelations
and pairwise cross-correlations of the activity [16].

The scaling of the entropy rate with network size N re-
veals that the network chaos is extensive: for sufficiently
large N , the entropy rate grows linearly with N (Fig. 2f).
Convergence of the Lyapunov spectra is demonstrated in
Supplementary Section VIII. Using random matrix the-
ory, we calculate the mean Lyapunov exponent analyti-
cally (see Supplementary Section IX).

The transition from chaos to stability with increasing
rapidness also occurs for random networks with both ex-
citatory and inhibitory coupling. To isolate the effect of
excitation, we parameterized the coupling matrix such
that the input variance to each population remains un-
changed for different scaling values ϵ of the excitatory
couplings (see Supplementary Information for the defini-
tion of ϵ.) As the scaling ϵ of the excitatory couplings
increases, the dynamical entropy rate also increases. If
the excitation is strong enough, rcrit diverges, and these
networks remain chaotic for any r.

Interestingly, while the dynamical stability changes
drastically for different values of r, the spike train statis-
tics remain almost unchanged. Both the distribution of
firing rates and the coefficients of variation are insensitive
to changes in r (Fig. 2b). The mean pairwise Pearson cor-
relation ρ̄ of the spike counts is weak and approaches zero
for large networks, scaling as ρ̄ ∝ 1/N , while the stan-
dard deviation σ̄ of the pairwise correlations decreases
as σ̄ ∝ 1/

√
N (Fig. 4e, f, g). This confirms theoreti-

cal predictions of broadly distributed, but weak pairwise
correlations in the balanced state [6].

Transition from Dense to Sparse Chaos with
Increasing Spike Onset Rapidness

To further characterize the effect of spike-onset rapid-
ness r on network dynamics, we compare two networks
with different values of rapidness but similar largest Lya-

punov exponent: one at low rapidness (r = 1.33) repre-
senting dense chaos, and one at high rapidness (r = 31.6)
representing sparse chaos (Fig. 3).

At higher values of spike onset rapidness r, we observe
a transition in the nature of chaos within the network,
revealing two distinct regimes: dense chaos and sparse
chaos, characterized by a peak in the largest Lyapunov
exponent and the localization of the first covariant Lya-
punov vector (Fig. 3). In the dense chaos regime at low
rapidness (Fig. 3a-c), neurons launch into action poten-
tials gradually and spend a considerable time in the un-
stable voltage range. This extended duration increases
the probability that postsynaptic neurons are in the un-
stable voltage range when they receive input spikes, lead-
ing to an increased probability of postsynaptic neurons
contributing to the chaotic dynamics at any given mo-
ment. The participation ratio P (t), which quantifies the
number of neurons actively contributing to the first Lya-
punov vector, increases with network size N in the dense
chaos regime (Fig. 3g). The first local Lyapunov ex-
ponent λlocal

1 (t) exhibits temporal fluctuations with fre-
quent small, positive peaks (Fig. 3b), reflecting that in-
stability is widespread across the network and frequent
in time.

As r increases, neurons initiate action potentials more
rapidly, spending less time in the unstable voltage range.
This reduction leads to fewer synaptic inputs during the
critical upswing phase. Therefore, the central limit the-
orem underlying the diffusion approximation no longer
applies, resulting in the breakdown of the diffusion ap-
proximation. This breakdown coincides with the peak
of the largest Lyapunov exponent at rpeak (Fig. 3h) and
triggers the localization of the first covariant Lyapunov
vector, marking the transition from dense to sparse chaos
(Fig. 3d-f). In the sparse chaos regime, the time a neuron
spends in the unstable upswing toward the action poten-
tial becomes so brief that it is unlikely for a postsynap-
tic neuron to receive an input spike during this period.
Consequently, the chaotic dynamics become sparse both
temporally and across the neuronal population: instabil-
ity occurs infrequently and is concentrated in brief events
when a neuron in the upstroke phase receives an input
spike. During these instability events, the local Lyapunov
exponent λlocal

1 (t) exhibits large peaks (Fig. 3e), and the
participation ratio P (t) drops sharply, approaching val-
ues close to 1 (Fig. 3f). This indicates that only a few
neurons dominate the tangent space dynamics during
those moments. The average participation ratio P̄ be-
comes independent of network size N in the sparse chaos
regime, providing clear evidence of the localization of the
first covariant Lyapunov vector (Fig. 3g). This quali-
tative change in network dynamics occurs concurrently
with the peak of the largest Lyapunov exponent and the
breakdown of the diffusion approximation at high r. As
neurons spend less time in the unstable voltage range,
the average number of synaptic inputs received during



6

the critical upswing phase decreases. When this num-
ber becomes very low, individual synaptic events (shot
noise) become significant, and the central limit theorem
underlying the diffusion approximation no longer applies.
Analytical calculations of the frequency response reveal
a different frequency response at large r, confirming the
breakdown of the diffusion approximation (see Supple-
mentary Information).

Interestingly, the rapidness r at which this breakdown
occurs scales similarly to rpeak, suggesting a deeper con-
nection between the localization of the Lyapunov vec-
tor, the peak in the largest Lyapunov exponent, and the
breakdown of the diffusion approximation.

A visualization of the local Lyapunov exponents fur-
ther illustrates the effect of increasing rapidness r. At
low r, a larger portion of the Poincaré section displays
slightly unstable dynamics, indicating that instability is
broadly distributed across the phase space (Fig. 3j). In
contrast, at high r, the unstable regions of the Poincaré
section become smaller but exhibit much higher local in-
stability, as quantified by the local Lyapunov exponent
(Fig. 3k). This indicates that instability is concentrated
in specific regions of the neural state space at high r.

In summary, increasing the spike onset rapidness r be-
yond rpeak leads to a transition from dense to sparse
chaos, coinciding with the breakdown of the diffusion
approximation. This transition is marked by the peak
in the largest Lyapunov exponent and the localization
of the first covariant Lyapunov vector, highlighting the
profound impact of single-neuron properties on collective
network dynamics.

Attractor dimensionality

How is the drastic change in collective dynamics re-
flected in the attractor dimension and the structure of
pairwise correlations? We find that increasing spike on-
set rapidness reduces the attractor dimension, including
both its upper and lower bounds by orders of magni-
tude (Fig. 4a). We find that this reduction is indepen-
dent of network size and also occurs in mixed excitatory-
inhibitory networks (Fig. 4b, c). The dimensionality of
neural activity is often measured by the number of prin-
cipal components required to explain a fixed fraction of
the variance [28–31]. In this case, a dimensionality es-
timate based on pairwise statistics vastly overestimates
the attractor dimension (dotted lines in 4a and c). This
implies that network dynamics exhibit strongly ’entan-
gled’ statistics, which are obscured when inspecting only
pairwise correlations (Fig. 4e, f, g). Thus, the twisted,
low-dimensional strange attractor is interlaced in a high-
dimensional phase space [32]. In the extreme case of
very high rapidness beyond the critical rapidness rcrit
the network dynamics become stable, and the basins of
attraction can be visualized by random cross sections of
the phase space along two random N -dimensional vectors
(Fig. 3d, h). Adjacent initial conditions that converge to

the same trajectory are assigned the same color. As r
approaches rcrit from above, the basins of attraction be-
come smaller and more curved, and at rcrit they vanish
(see Supplementary Information).

Cortical circuit models

In the previous sections, we studied the dynamics of
random (Erdős–Rényi) balanced networks, which serve
as canonical, idealized models of neocortical networks.
Since cortical tissue has a distinct architecture with a
non-random microscopic motif structure and a layered
organization where each layer has different wiring proba-
bilities and distinct thalamic inputs, we next investigate
whether the previous findings are robust under a more
realistic microscopic and macroscopic structure. To an-
alyze the effect of a multilayered topology, we took ex-
perimental data of wiring probability and synapse count
from [7] to build a full cortical column with 77,169 neu-
rons, approximately 285 million synapses, and four lay-
ers, each containing excitatory and inhibitory neuron
populations. This model produced spiking dynamics
with layer-specific firing rates (Fig. 5a, b). We calcu-
lated Lyapunov spectra in large, more realistic networks
using an efficient, massively parallelized implementation
(Fig. 5e). We also constructed large mixed excitatory-
inhibitory circuits that incorporate experimentally mea-
sured motif frequencies (Fig. 5f) [8].

In these more realistic network structures, our find-
ings from idealized random cortex models were confirmed
(Fig. 5). In the multilayered network, the largest Lya-
punov exponent behaves similarly to that in the random
network. It initially increases with rapidness before de-
creasing (Fig. 5c).The entropy rate declines as rapidness
increases (Fig. 5d). When comparing a random topol-
ogy to a network with experimentally measured motif
frequencies, we observe a similarly strong reduction in
dynamical entropy rate with increasing spike onset rapid-
ness (Fig. 5g). Thus, the drastic reduction in chaos and
dynamical entropy rate due to high spike onset rapid-
ness is independent of network structure. This finding
justifies analyzing more idealized random networks.

Conclusion and summary

Recent theoretical and experimental studies have
shown that cortical neurons possess a surprisingly broad
encoding bandwidth, which depends on details of the
spike initiation mechanism. Here, we investigated the ef-
fect of this on the collective recurrent dynamics of neocor-
tical spiking circuits. We found that canonical measures
of the collective dynamics are not universal and insensi-
tive to single-cell properties; rather, they show a strong
dependence on spike onset rapidness. Here, we show that
increasing spike onset rapidness transforms the network’s
chaos from a dense regime, in which instability is con-
tinuously fueled by many neurons, to a sparse regime,
characterized by sporadic, sharply localized instability
events. This transition defies the intuitive expectation
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Figure 4. Reduction of attractor dimensionality in the asynchronous state despite low pairwise spike count
correlations. a Attractor dimension for different mean firing rates and varying spike rapidness r, dotted line: dimensionality
estimate based on principal components of pairwise spike count correlations matrix (Supplementary Information), solid line:
Kaplan-Yorke (KY) attractor dimension, dashed line: lower bound on attractor dimension (fraction of positive exponents) b
KY Attractor dimension grows linearly with network size N c same as a for different scaling ϵ of the excitatory couplings
d, h cross sections of basis on attraction in a plane perpendicular to the trajectory for r = 250, 500. Colors indicate basins of
attraction of different trajectories (N = 200, K = 100 rc ≈ 203) e Mean pairwise spike count correlations for different values of
rapidness r between excitatory (E) and inhibitory (I) neurons, excitatory-excitatory pairs (EE) in green, inhibitory-inhibitory
pairs (II) in red, mixed pairs in yellow f Mean pairwise spike count correlations decay ∝ 1/N , their standard deviations decays
∝ 1/

√
N , (color code as in b) g histograms of spike count correlations for different rapidness r (EE-pairs)(color code as in

b)(parameters as in Fig. 2, spike count window 20 ms)

that higher single-cell instability would simply amplify
chaos. Instead, it reduces the overall chaotic intensity
and complexity of the collective state. This also holds in
more realistic network structures, including multilayered
and second-order motif networks. The effect of spike on-
set on chaotic entropy rate is orders of magnitude greater
than its effect on information encoding bandwidth. The
importance of single cell dynamics limiting the encod-
ing bandwidth in a feedforward architecture is thus not
washed out by the collective network dynamics.

The dimensionality of collective states in neural cir-
cuits is a fundamental measure. Different dimensional-
ity metrics may be necessary to characterize the com-
plex dynamics. Using concepts from ergodic theory, we
show that attractor dimension decreases drastically with
increasing spike onset rapidness, a change hidden from
conventional dimensionality estimates based on activity
correlations. This implies that neuron states have strong
statistical dependencies. How such dependencies might
be leveraged for computations in neocortical circuits is a
question for future research.

Since the spike threshold acts as an unstable fixed
point for single-cell dynamics, one might expect that high
single-cell instability (i.e., high spike onset rapidness r)
would increase network chaos. Surprisingly, we find the
opposite: large single-cell instability stabilizes collective
dynamics. Chaotic dynamics may be useful in computa-

tion for amplifying small differences in initial conditions.
If such a mechanism is used by cortical circuits, spike on-
set rapidness would be an important parameter to reg-
ulate this. Certainly, the dynamical entropy rate con-
tributes to noise entropy and can therefore impair coding
capacity.

The cortex relies on intricate communication between
layered circuits. Given that controlling highly chaotic
networks with spike trains is likely difficult, we conjec-
ture that high spike onset rapidness facilitates state con-
trol and thus enhances information transmission between
circuits.

The ability of one ciruits’s spike train to control dy-
namics in subsequent circuit is key for encoding infor-
mation. Controlling highly chaotic networks with input
spike trains is presumably more challenging. We there-
fore conjecture that high spike onset rapidness facilitates
network state control and enhances information trans-
mission.

The use of ergodic theory to understand neural com-
putation is only just beginning. By applying these con-
cepts to large-scale neural circuits, we have laid the foun-
dations for further investigation. Until now, computa-
tional ergodic theory of spiking networks has been the
only approach to measure information-theoretic quanti-
ties in large recurrent circuits. An important challenge
is to extend this approach to other quantities, such as
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a b c d

e f g

Figure 5. High spike onset rapidness r reduces chaos and entropy rate in cortical circuit models: a Multilayered
cortical column network model with layer- and cell type specific connection probabilities, 77,169 neurons, ∼285 Million synapses
b spike raster illustrating layer-specific firing rates c largest Lyapunov exponent vs. spike onset rapidness r d entropy rate
h vs. spike onset rapidness r, the gray area indicate a physiologically plausible regime of spike onset rapidness r, e positive
Lyapunov exponents of multilayered model. f Second order network motif overrepresentation estimated from experiments g
dynamical entropy rate for random and realistic second order motif structure at different values of spike onset rapidness r.

transfer entropy and mutual information rate.

Methods

The governing piecewise differential equation for the
single-neuron dynamics is

τmV̇i =
{

aU (Vi − VG)2 + Ii(t), V > VG

aS(Vi − VG)2 + Ii(t), V ≤ VG

(1)

where τm is the membrane time constant, VG = 1
2

r−1
r+1 is

the glue point, aS = r+1
2r and aU = r2aS are the curva-

tures, and the synaptic input current is

Ii(t) = −IT + Iext + τm

∑
j∈pre(i)

Jδ(t − t
(s)
j )) (2)

with IT = 1
2

r
r+1 , J = J0/

√
K. Iext is adapted to achieve

the desired target firing rate ν̄. The elements of the Ja-
cobian of the flow of the dynamics are

Dij(ts) =


1 + Z ′(ϕi∗(t−

s+1)), for i = j ∈ post(j∗)
− ωi∗

ωj∗ Z ′(ϕi∗(t−
s+1)), for i ∈ post(j∗) and j = j∗

δij otherwise
(3)

where Z is the phase response curve, ω = 2
τm

√
Iext/aS is

the phase velocity, and stars indicate the neuron spiking
at ts+1. The Kaplan-Yorke attractor dimension is calcu-
lated from the interpolated number of Lyapunov expo-
nents that sum to zero:

D = k +
∑k

i=1 λi

λk+1
where k = max

n

{
n∑

i=1
λi ≥ 0

}
.
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I. THE RAPID THETA NEURON MODEL

To examine the impact of the action potential (AP) onset rapidness on the collective dynamics of cortical networks,
we constructed a new neuron model with variable AP onset rapidness, called the rapid theta neuron model (see
Fig. 1 in the main paper). This model is similar to the exponential integrate-and-fire neuron (see Section XXII),
but it is much more tractable for high-precision calculations. The rapid theta neuron model combines the advantages
of the theta neuron model for the analytical derivation of the phase-response curve with a modifiable AP onset
rapidness, denoted as r. For r = 1, the rapid theta neuron model is equivalent to the standard theta neuron model
[2]. Increasing r decreases the time constant at the unstable fixed point VU (voltage threshold), leading to greater
instability and sharper AP initiation. The membrane time constant τm, which is the time constant at the stable fixed
point VS (resting potential), remains unchanged. This is achieved by smoothly joining two parabolas at VG. In the
dimensionless voltage representation, the resulting rapid theta neuron model is described by the following piecewise
ordinary differential equation:

τm
dV

dt
=
{

aS(V − VG)2 − IT + I(t) for V ≤ VG

aU(V − VG)2 − IT + I(t) for V > VG.
(4)

In this equation, IT denotes the rheobase current, and I(t) is the synaptic input current. The curvatures aU,S depend
on the AP onset rapidness r and, together with VG and IT, define the positions of the two branches of the parabolas.
The glue point, denoted VG, where the two branches are continuously and smoothly joined, divides the single-neuron
phase space into two parts: V ≤ VG and V > VG . At the stable fixed point VS, the slope of the subthreshold parabola
is set to −1/τm, and at the unstable fixed point VU, the slope is r/τm. This leads to the following expressions

∂V̇ (VS)
∂V

= −1 = 2aS(VS − VG)

aS = 1
2

1
(VG − VS)

∂V̇ (VU )
∂V

= r = 2aU (VU − VG)

aU = r

2
1

(VU − VG) .

The derivative of the voltage vanishes at the two fixed points for zero synaptic inputs (I(t) ≡ 0). This defines the
glueing point VG and the rheobase current IT :

V̇ (VS) = 0 = aS(VS − VG)2 − IT

IT = VG − VS

2
V̇ (VU ) = 0 = aU (VU − VG)2 − IT

= rVU − VG(r + 1) + VS

2
VG = rVU + VS

r + 1 .

Without loss of generality, we set the stable and unstable fixed points to VS = −0.5 and VU = +0.5, respectively,
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yielding:

VG = 1
2

r − 1
r + 1 (5)

IT = 1
2

r

r + 1 (6)

aS = r + 1
2r

(7)

aU = r(r + 1)
2 = r2aS. (8)

With Eq. (5)-(8) the governing equation of the rapid theta neuron model (4) becomes

τm
dV

dt
=


r+1
2r

(
V − 1

2
r−1
r+1

)2
− IT + I(t) V ≤ 1

2
r−1
r+1

r(r+1)
2

(
V − 1

2
r−1
r+1

)2
− IT + I(t) V > 1

2
r−1
r+1 .

(9)

II. STATIONARY FIRING RATE OF THE RAPID THETA NEURON

The stationary firing rate of the rapid theta neuron with constant input current follows directly from solving
equation 9. The firing rate is determined by the inverse of the time taken for the membrane potential to move from
reset ( V = −∞) to threshold (V = ∞):

ν(Iext) =
√

Iext

πτm

√
2r

r + 1 (10)

where the rheobase current IT is absoved in the constant Iext = I + IT . Cortical neurons are driven by a dense
stream of input spikes. The resulting compound spike train can be modeled as a Poisson process, if the input spike
trains are uncorrelated and random. However, the superposition of many uncorrelated, non-Poissonian spike trains
generally deviates from a Poisson process [24, 25][24, 25]. When many weak and uncorrelated spikes arrive at a
neuron, treating the random component of the synaptic currents as Gaussian white noise is justified [26, 27]. Using
this diffusion approximation, we obtained the mean firing rate by solving the stationary Fokker-Planck equation with
additive Gaussian white noise input current. We start by writing a piecewise Langevin equation for the rapid theta
model:

τm
dV

dt
=
{

aS(V − VG)2 + µ(t) + σ
√

2τmξ(t) V ≤ VG

aU (V − VG)2 + µ(t) + σ
√

2τmξ(t) V > VG

(11)

where ξ(t) is Gaussian white noise with unit variance, σ
√

2τm is the noise intensity of the input and µ is a constant
input comprising the constant external input, the rheobase current and the mean recurrent input. This results in a
piecewise Fokker-Planck equation:

∂P (V, t)
∂t

=


σ2

τm
∂2P
∂V 2 + ∂

∂V

(
−µ(t)−aS(V −VG)2

τm
P
)

V ≤ VG

σ2

τm
∂2P
∂V 2 + ∂

∂V

(
−µ(t)−aU(V −VG)2

τm
P
)

V > VG
(12)

where P (V, t) is the time-dependent probability density of finding a neuron at voltage V at time t. The stationary
(time-independent) Fokker-Planck equation can be solved numerically using the efficient threshold integration method
proposed in [14]. Briefly, the Fokker-Planck equation is set to zero and rewritten as two first-order equations for
probability flux and probability density in V :
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τm
∂J0
∂V

= ν0δ(V − Vth) − ν0δ(V − Vre) (13)

−∂P0
∂V

=


τm
σ2

0

(
−µ0−aS(V −VG)2

τm
P0 + J0

)
V ≤ VG

τm
σ2

0

(
−µ0−aU(V −VG)2

τm
P0 + J0

)
V > VG.

(14)

Here P0(V ) is the stationary probability distribution of membrane potentials and J0(V ) is the probability flux. As we
know the boundary conditions limV →∞ P0(V ) = 0 and limV →∞ J0(V ) = ν0, we can simultaneously integrate P0 and
J0 from threshold to some lower bound Vlb. The rate ν0 is initially unknown but can be scaled out as p0 = P0/ν0.
The normalization

∫ Vth
Vlb

P0dV = 1 then yields the firing rate

ν0 =
(∫ Vth

Vlb

p0dV

)−1

(15)

Convergence of the numerical integration of the Fokker-Planck solution: Fig. 7c and d displays the steady-state
firing rate of the stationary solution of the Fokker-Planck approach. As the rapid theta model has neither finite
threshold nor finite reset in the voltage representation, the threshold, reset and lower bound of the numerical threshold
integration scheme have to be chosen sufficiently far away from zero such that the results do not change (Fig. 7c).
The integration step size ∆V has to be chosen sufficiently small (Fig. 7f). For higher rapidness, smaller step sizes are
necessary to get the same precision. This is because there is a drastic change of the dynamics at VG therefore close to
VG the voltage integration steps have to be small. To increase the numerical accuracy at high rapidness, we chose ∆V ,
such that both Vre and VG fall on a lattice point of the integration scheme. Code for Julia and MATLAB®/Octave is
available upon request. We found that setting Vth = 1000 and ∆V = 10−3 is sufficient for a relative precision of the
firing rate, ∆ν0

ν0
< 10−2.

Diffusion approximation and shot noise: The Fokker-Planck approach approximates the synaptic input as Gaussian
white noise. This is justified in the limit of uncorrelated input and large rate of infinitesimally strong received
postsynaptic currents per neurons. To investigate the impact of finite postsynaptic potentials, we replaced the
Gaussian white noise with inhibitory Poisson pulses of rate νp = ν0K and strength Jp = −J0/

√
K, keeping the

variance σ2
p = νpJ2

p = ν0J2
0 fixed and varied K. The mean firing rate ν0 was kept constant for different values of

rapidness r and K by adapting the constant input current µ. For large K, the diffusion approximation is valid, whereas
for small K, the shot noise nature of the Poisson input becomes relevant (Fig. 6c+f). This effect is particularly
strong for large rapidness r. For small K, the density just below VG obtained from direct numerical simulation is
larger than the probability density obtained from the Fokker-Planck solution. The numerical density for small K
drops at VG (Fig. 6e). This will help later in understanding the dependence of the largest Lyapunov exponent on K
and r. In the next paragraph, we provide additional analysis of the shot noise regime.

III. STATIONARY CHARACTERIZATION OF RAPID THETA NEURONS DRIVEN BY INHIBITORY
SHOT NOISE

We start by writing a piecewise stochastic differential equation for the rapid theta model:

F (V ) = τm
dV

dt
=
{

aS(V − VG)2 + Iext + s(t) V ≤ VG

aU (V − VG)2 + Iext + s(t) V > VG

(16)

where s(t) represents inhibitory input spikes arriving at rate R with amplitude −J0√
K

. The inhibitory input s(t) can be
represented as a sum of inhibitory spikes: s(t) =

∑
k

−J0√
K

δ(t − tk) where tk are the Poisson-distributed spike arrival
times with rate R = Kν. Each input spike causes a decrement of −J0√

K
in the membrane potential. Thus, the neuron’s

stochastic differential equation (SDE) is:

dV (t) = F (V )dt + ds(t)
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Figure 6. Action potential onset rapidness r shapes stationary voltage distribution. a) Voltage distribution for
different rapidness for fixed external input obtained from the solution of the stationary Fokker Planck equation Eq. 13 and
Eq. 14 b) same as a, but for fixed mean firing rate. c) Voltage distribution obtained with inhibitory Poisson input spikes
trains. For small K, the shot noise nature of the Poisson input becomes important. (r = 100 ) d) Comparison of Poisson input
and Fokker Planck solution for K = 10000 and r = 10. e) same as c) zoomed in for r = 10. The probability density drops at
VG. f) same as c) for r = 3 (parameters: ν0 = 1 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms).

or explicitly including the jumps:

dV (t) = F (V )dt − J dN(t)

where N(t) is a Poisson process with rate R, and dN(t) represents the number of spikes in the interval [t, t + dt). We
consider a population of neurons described by the probability density P (V, t) of the membrane potential V at time t.
The continuity equation for P (V, t) is:

∂P (V, t)
∂t

+ ∂J(V, t)
∂V

= 0

where J(V, t) is the probability flux. The total flux J(V, t) consists of two components: The drift flux Jdrift(V, t), due
to the deterministic dynamics f(V ) and the jump flux Jjump(V, t) due to the inhibitory Poisson input.

J(V, t) = Jdrift(V, t) + Jjump(V, t).

We next describe dV
dt = F (v) + s(v, t). with driving force

F (v) =
{

1
τ (aS(V − VG)2 + µ) V ≤ VG

1
τ (aU (V − VG)2 + µ) V > VG

.

The voltage trajectories of a population of neurons, each obeying the voltage dynamics with an uncorrelated but
statistically identical realization of the stochastic drive in can be described by a probability density P (V, t). The
stochastic single neuronal dynamics allow for the construction of a master equation that describes the deterministic
dynamics of the ensemble at the population level. As well as the probability density, it is convenient to consider the
probability flux J(V, t). This describes the flow-rate of trajectories passing a particular voltage. Note that the flux at
threshold J(Vth) is equal to the instantaneous spike-rate ν(t) of the population with the flow then reinserted at the
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Figure 7. Spike onset rapidness r mildly affects steady-state firing rate. a) Firing rate as a function of constant input
µ for different values of rapidness obtained from stationary Fokker-Planck solution for weak noise (σ =

√
0.05). Dashed line

is analytical noise-free result (Eq. 10). b) same as a for varying noise strength σ at µ = IT . c) rate deviation for different
threshold levels of numerical integration scheme. d) same as a) for strong noise (σ =

√
0.5) e) same as b) for strong constant

input µ = 0.1 + IT f) rate deviation for different integration step sizes in the numerical integration scheme (parameters:
τm = 10 ms, Vre = −Vth, ∆V = 10−3, Vth = 103).

reset Vre. These quantities are connected by a continuity equation

∂P

∂t
+ ∂J

∂V
= ν(t) (δ(V − Vre) − δ(V − Vth))

The stationary continuity equation that takes the form of a delay differential equations (DDE) [84]:

d

dV
[P (V )F (V )] = ν̄ [P (V − C) − h(V )P (V )] + ρ [δ(V − Vre) − δ(V − Vth)]

with the average firing rate ν̄. We solve this delay differential equations by the method of steps using higher-order
solvers with high accuracy by setting up a threshold integration analogously to the established threshold-integration
method proposed in [14] as proposed for the DDE in [84]. Again, the unknown rate ν̄ can be scaled out as p̄ = P̄ /ν̄.
The normalization

∫ Vth
Vlb

P̄ dV = 1 then yields the ν̄ =
(∫ Vth

Vlb
p̄dV

)−1
with the initial condition p̄(Vth) = 1/F (Vth). We

find excellent agreement between the voltage distribution obtained by solving the delay differential equations with
network simulations in Figure 8, where we usually use bisectioning to adapt the external input current to achieve a
target firing rate ν̄. We note that for large rapidness r, we find systematic deviations of P (V ) from the Fokker-Planck
approach close to the unstable fixed point VU , that are captured well by the DDE. As expected, for large values of
K. We further note that there exist deviations for finite network size N even for the DDE solution, that probably
step from the fact that the DDE approach ignores pairwise correlations and population fluctuations.

IV. LINEAR RESPONSE OF AN ENSEMBLE OF RAPID THETA NEURONS

Figure 1 e of main paper. We calculated the linear response of ensembles of rapid theta neurons using three different
approaches: first, by solving the time-dependent Fokker-Planck-equation; second, by direct numerical simulation
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Figure 8. Shot noise affects stationary voltage distribution. a) Voltage distribution for different rapidness for fixed
external input obtained analytically from solving continuity equation with shot noise, transparent histogram shows network
simulation b) same as a for different firing rates µ, dashed lines is solution to Fokker-Planck equation. c) Voltage distribution
obtained with inhibitory Poisson input spikes trains. For small K, the shot noise nature of the Poisson input becomes important.
(r = 100 ) d) Comparison of Poisson input and Fokker Planck solution for K = 10000 and r = 10. e) same as c) zoomed in
for r = 10. The probability density drops at VG. f) same as c) for r = 3 (parameters: ν0 = 1 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms).

using Poisson input; and third, by direct numerical simulations using band-limited white noise. The same efficient
numerical threshold integration method used for the stationary response can be adapted to obtain the linear response
to a sinusoidal modulation of the input current. A modulation of the mean input current, µ(t) = µ0 + µ1eiωt, results
in a firing rate modulation, which in linear response is ν(t) = ν0 + ν̂µeiωt. The absolute value |ν̂µ(ω)| represents
the rate modulation strength, and the phase of ν̂(ω) gives the phase lag between input and output modulation. The
expansion of the flux in first order therefore satisfies:

τm
∂Ĵµ

∂V
= iωP̂µ + ν̂µδ(V − Vth) − ν̂µδ(V − Vre) (17)

−∂P̂µ

∂V
=


τm
σ2

0

(
−µ0−aS(V −VG)2

τm
P̂µ + Ĵµ + Fµ

)
V ≤ VG

τm
σ2

0

(
−µ0−aU(V −VG)2

τm
P̂µ + Ĵµ + Fµ

)
V > VG.

(18)
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Figure 9. Action potential onset rapidness r drastically shapes linear firing rate response: Fokker-Planck
approach (FPA) vs. direct numerical simulations (DNS) vs. high-frequency analytical solution (HFA) a) Linear
response for mean modulation of input current. Increasing rapidness leads to a higher cutoff frequency. Full lines are FPA,
dashed lines correspond to HFA (Eq. 23). b) Phase lag for different input frequencies. c) and d) the same as a)+b) for
modulation of variance of the input current. e) Comparison of DNS (diamonds) and FPA (full line) for variance modulation
with K = 1000. Dashed line indicates 95% significance threshold for DNS. f) Same for phase lag. g) Impact of shot noise:
Same as e) for K = 30. For large values rapidness and large input frequencies, the shot noise becomes noticeable. h) Same as
g) with linear amplitude axis (parameters: ν0 = 10 Hz, K = 1000, τm = 10 ms.)

Fµ describes the inhomogeneous term given by Fµ = − ∂J
∂µ P0 = − µ1P0

τm
. The boundary conditions are limV →∞ P̂µ(V ) =

0 and limV →∞ Ĵµ(V ) = ν̂µ. The solution can be separated into two parts, one proportional to ν̂µ and a second
proportional to µ1.

P̂µ = ν̂µp̂ν + µ1p̂µ and Ĵµ = ν̂µĵν + µ1ĵµ (19)

The resulting pair of equations can be numerically integrated yielding the linear response rate amplitude and phase
lag.

Similarly, for variance modulations of the input current, the expansion of the flux satisfies in first order:

τm
∂Ĵσ2

∂V
= iωP̂σ2 + ν̂σ2δ(V − Vth) − ν̂σ2δ(V − Vre) (20)

−∂P̂σ2

∂V
=


τm
σ2

0

(
−µ0−aS(V −VG)2

τm
P̂σ2 + Ĵσ2 + Fσ2

)
V ≤ VG

τm
σ2

0

(
−µ0−aU(V −VG)2

τm
P̂σ2 + Ĵσ2 + Fσ2

)
V > VG.

(21)

The inhomogeneous term Fσ2 is defined by Fσ2 = − ∂J
∂σ2 P0. It is given by

Fσ2 =
{

σ2
1

σ2 (−µ − aS(V − VG)2 − VT) V ≤ VG
σ2

1
σ2 (−µ − aU(V − VG)2 − VT) V > VG.

(22)

The linear response of the Fokker Planck ansatz (FPA) is obtained with the same threshold integration scheme as
above. We solve the linear response for the delay differential equation (DDE) similarly as above by the method of steps
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using higher-order solvers with high accuracy by setting up a threshold integration analogously to the established
threshold-integration method proposed in [14], extending the previous DDE approach in [84] from the stationary
case to the time-dependent case. A more detailed account of this method will be given elsewhere. We find excellent
agreement between the DDE approach and direct numerical simulations using forward Euler in Fig. 11. We note as
described in the main text and in more detail below, that we observe a mismatch between the predictions of the FPA
and direct numerical simulations especially for large r, and large J0 in a regime of intermediate to high frequencies,
which we explain by a breakdown of the diffusion approximation. This breakdown of the diffusion approximation
is related but different from the breakdown of the diffusion approximation described previously [95]. As we are
concerned about the inhibition-dominated balanced regime on recurrent spiking networks, we focus here on the effect
of inhibitory shot-noise, in contrast to [95] that focused on excitatory shot noise in EIF neurons with exponentially
distributed synaptic weights and also found an effect of shot noise for small δT /as, corresponding to large rapidness
or large synaptic amplitude. A more recent paper extended that to conductance-based integrate-and-fire neurons and
considered both excitation and inhibition, but did not report the breakdown of the diffusion approximation for large
rapidness r discussed here [97]. We finally note that the Fokker-Planck ansatz has the identical asymptotic limit
for large frequencies, but that shot noise effects become relevant in an intermediate frequency range when r and the
synaptic amplitude are large. This is also different from the previously described excitatory shot-noise effect that
changes also the asymptotic exponent of the frequency-response, due to the model choice (EIF) and the choice of an
exponential synaptic weight distribution [95].

High-frequency limit: The high-frequency response is obtained by expanding P̂ (t) in terms of 1
ω , similarly to

[14, 16]. The response to modulations of the mean is:

ν̂µ(ω) = ν0µ1r(r + 1) 1
(iωτm)2 (23)

The high-frequency response for modulations of the variance is:

ν̂σ(ω) = 3ν0σ2
1r2(r + 1)2 1

(iωτm)3 (24)

The excellent agreement between analytical high-frequency response and the Fokker-Planck approach is shown in
Fig. 9. Building on previous work, the functional form of the voltage dependence of the activation variable of fast
sodium currents determines how well the spiking of a fluctuation-driven neuron can reflect high frequency input [16–
20]. High spike onset rapidness allows neurons to precisely position their spikes in time. Neurons with low spike onset
rapidness are susceptible to input fluctuations after crossing the unstable fixed point VU. High-frequency components
in the input are then washed out and only weakly reflected in the spiking. Therefore, in the presence of noise, the
spikes of neurons with high action potential onset rapidness can convey more information about high-frequency input
currents. To support this claim quantitatively, we calculated a lower bound on the mutual information rate between
input current and spike trains (Section VI).

Analytical high-frequency response for high rapidness limit: The high-frequency response in the limit of large
rapidness is also obtained by expanding P̂ (t) in 1

ω for r = ∞. In this case VG = VU acts as a hard threshold and
neurons crossing it spike instantaneously. The high-frequency response to modulations of the mean is similar to that
of the leaky integrate-and-fire neuron:

ν̂µ = ν0µ1√
iωτm

(25)

V. HIGH-FREQUENCY BEHAVIOR OF RAPID THETA NEURONS WITH INHIBITORY SHOT
NOISE

The rapid theta neuron model in rescaled variables is given by

F (V ) := dV

dt
=
{

(I + asV 2)/τ V < 0
(I + auV 2)/τ V ≥ 0

(26)
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Figure 10. Qualitative change in population response of shot-noise-driven rapid theta neurons to synaptic rate
modulations: a) Linear response for mean modulation of synaptic input rate for varying spike onset rapidness r. Dotted
lines represent the high-frequency asymptotics (Eq. 28), while the black dashed line corresponds to the linear shot-noise limit
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Figure 11. Frequency response of rapid theta neurons driven by inhibitory shot-noise, described by Fokker-
Planck ansatz: a) Linear response for mean modulation of synaptic input rate for varying spike onset rapidness r. Full lines
are the shot-noise theory, dashed lines are the Fokker-Planck theory dots are direct numerical simulations using Forward Euler.
Note that for large rapidness, the direct numerical simulations are not well-captured by the Fokker-Planck theory but agree
well with the preditions by the shot-noise theory. This confirms that the diffusion approximation inherent to the Fokker-Planck
ansatz breaks down for large r. b) Same as a) for varying coupling strength J0. (parameters: ν0 = 3 Hz, K = 100, τm = 10 ms.
a) J0 = 1, b) r = 10)

where V represents the rescaled voltage, I is the constant input current between two incoming spikes, as and au are
parameters controlling the voltage dynamics below and above V = 0, respectively, and τ is the time constant. We
consider the regime I > 0, ensuring that F (V ) > 0.

We consider rapid theta neurons subject to inhibitory Poisson input with a time-dependent rate R(t) = R̄ + R̂eiωt

and a negative amplitude W < 0. R̄ denotes the average input rate and R̂ is the modulation amplitude. Similarly,
the resulting firing rate is by ν(t) = ν̄ + ν̂eiωt.

For large values of V , the flux J(t) approximates the firing rate ν(t), and the stationary voltage probability density
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P (V ) is given by

P̄ (V ) ≈ ν̄

F (V ) ≈ ν̄τ

auV 2 .

where we ignored I in the denominator because auV 2dominates for large V . The stationary shot noise flux J̄s(V ),
representing voltage jumps induced by incoming spikes, is approximated as

J̄s(V ) ≈ R̄

∫ V +W

V

P̄ (u) du

≈ R̄

∫ V +W

V

ν̄τ

auy2 dy

= ν̄τWR̄

auV (V + W )

The high-frequency response r̂(ω) is expressed as the Laplace transform of the steady-state shot-noise flux:

r̂(ω) = R̂

R̄

∫ ∞

0
e−λJ̄s(λ, ω) dλ,

where λ(V, ω) := iωT (V ). The escape time T (V ) from voltage V to spike time V = ∞ is approximated as:

T (V ) =
∫ ∞

V

dy

F (y) ≈
∫ ∞

V

τ

auy2 dy = τ

auV
.

Thus,

λ = iωT = iωτ

auV
, and hence V = iωτ

auλ
.

Plugging this into J̄s(V ), we get:

J̄s(λ, ω) = ν̄τWR̄

au
iωτ
auλ ( iωτ

auλ + W )
= ν̄τ R̄λ2

iωτ( iωτ
auW + λ)

.

The high-frequency response ν̂(ω) becomes

ν̂(ω) = R̂

R̄

∫ ∞

0
e−λJ̄s(λ, ω) dλ

= R̂ν̄τ

∫ ∞

0

λ2e−λ

iωτ( iωτ
auW + λ)

dλ (27)

Let x = iωτ
auW and t = λ + x, so λ = t − x and dλ = dt. The limits of integration become x to ∞. Then the integral

becomes

ν̂(ω) = R̂ν̄ex

iω

[∫ ∞

x

te−tdt − 2b

∫ ∞

x

e−tdt + x2
∫ ∞

x

e−t

t
dt

]
= R̂ν̄

[
2
iω

− 2τ

auW
− ωτ2

(a2
uW 2 e

iωτ
auW E1

(
iωτ

auW

)]
where E1(x) is the exponential integral function, E1(z) =

∫∞
z

e−t

t dt.
The expression Eq. 27 contains two terms in the denominator, and depending on which term dominates, different

behaviors of r̂ emerge. We will now analyze all possible regimes and develop analytical transition conditions between
these regimes.
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Quadratic Asymptotic Regime (large ω): For very large ω (i.e., ωτ ≫ 1, au, W ), the term involving ω2 dominates
the denominator. The denominator simplifies to:

D1(λ) ≈ −ω2τ2

auW
.

Thus, the response becomes:

ν̂(au, ω, W ) ≈ −R̂ν̄

∫ ∞

0
dλ e−λ auλ2

ω2τ2

= −R̂ν̄τ
au

(ωτ)2

∫ ∞

0
dλ e−λλ2

= −2auR̂ν̄

ω2τ
. (28)

Here, we used
∫∞

0 dλ e−λλ2 = 2.
Linear Shot Noise Regime (large W , large r) When au and W are large and ω2/(auλ2) is not dominant, the term

2iωW

λ
dominates the denominator:

D2(λ) ≈ 2iωW

λ
.

The response becomes:

ν̂(au, ω, W ) ≈ WR̂ν̄

∫ ∞

0
dλ e−λ λ

2iωW
= R̂ν̄

2iω

∫ ∞

0
dλ e−λλ = R̂ν̄

2iω
. (29)

We used
∫∞

0 dλ e−λλ = 1.
Constant Regime For low frequencies ω, the linear response r̂ can be estimated using an adiabatic approximation,

we perform a linear expansion of the steady-state firing rate ν̄ with respect to small perturbations in the input rate
R̂:

ν̂adiabatic(au, ω, W ) ≈ dν̄

dR̄
R̂

ν̂adiabatic(au, ω, W ) ≈ −1
2

WτR̂
√

ν√
R̄

Transition Between Quadratic and Linear Regime Set the quadratic frequency term equal to the linear frequency
term:

∣∣∣∣−ω2τ2

auλ2

∣∣∣∣ ≈
∣∣∣∣2iωτW

λ

∣∣∣∣
Assuming the most significant contributions come from λ ≈ 1:

ωtransition ≈ 2auW

τ
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This transition happens at a value of |ν̂| of

|ν̂transition| = WR̂ν̄
2au

ω2
transitionτ2 = WR̂ν̄

2au

(2auW )2 = R̂ν̄τ

2Wau

Linking shot noise to recurrent network dynamics To convert back to the variables used in recurrent neural network,
we have to first go back to the original rapid theta model without rescaled variables and then replace R by compound
input spike rate Kν̄, where K is the number of synapses per neuron and ν̄ is the average firing rate. Moreover, we
set W = J0/

√
K, which is the balanced scaling of the negative coupling strength that maintains a finite variance of

the input for large K. Moreover, we remember that au = r(r + 1)/2.

This gives for the ’quadratic regime’ (large ω limit):

ν̂I(au, ω, W ) = −2WR̂ν̄au

ω2τ2 .

For the linear ’shot noise regime’ (large W and large r):

ν̂II(au, ω, W ) = R̂ν̄τ

2iωτ
.

Thus, the intersection of the linear and quadratic regime is at:

ωtransition ≈ 2auW

τ

which corresponds to a value of |ν̂| of

|ν̂critical| = WR̂ν̄τ
2au

ω2
transitionτ2 = WR̂ν̄τ

2au

(2auW )2 = R̂ν̄τ

2Wau

To determine if the linear shot noise regime contributes at all, we have to determine if the transition between quadratic
and linear regime happens before or after the constant regime dominates with |ν̂constant| = R̂√

K

|ν̂transition| = WR̂ν̄τ
2au

ω2
transitionτ2 = WR̂ν̄τ

2au

(2auW )2 = R̂ν̄τ

2Wau
= R̂√

K

Plugging in au = r(r+1)
2 and W = J0√

K
gives:

|ν̂transition| = R̂ν̄τ

J0r(r + 1) = R̂√
K

Solving by r gives:

r =

√
1 + 4 Kν̄τ

J0
− 1

2

For large r this is

r ≈
√

Kν̄τ

J0

Compare to rlocalization

rlocalization ∝
√

Kν0τm
J0

.
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and

rpeak ∝
√

Kν0τm
J0

VI. MUTUAL INFORMATION RATE AND ACTION POTENTIAL ONSET RAPIDNESS

Figure 1 h of main paper.
Lower bound on mutual information rate: Using information theory, we can treat a neuron as a noisy communi-

cation channel, transforming a signal embedded in a noisy current into a spiking response sent to its postsynaptic
partners. The mutual information rate measures how much the uncertainty about the input x(t) is reduced given the
spiking output y(t) per unit time:

R(X, Y ) = h(Y ) − h(Y |X) = h(X) − h(X|Y ) = lim
T →∞

1
T

∫
X

∫
Y

p(x, y) log 2

(
p(x, y)

p(x)p(y)

)
(30)

where p(x, y) is the joint probability density function of x(t) and y(t), h(X) and h(Y ) are their entropy rates, and
h(X|Y ) is the conditional entropy rate of x(t) given y(t). The continuous Gaussian channel provides a lower bound
on the mutual information rate for a Gaussian input signal [28, 29]:

R(X, Y ) = h(X) − h(X|Y ) ≥ h(X) − hGaussian(X|Y ) = Rlb(X, Y ) (31)

The inequality results from the property that a Gaussian process has the maximum entropy of all processes with
fixed variance. Recently, it was shown that for moderate input modulation in a fluctuation-driven regime, this lower
bound is very close to the mutual information rate estimated from direct methods [11]. This is convenient because
estimating the mutual information from empirical data is computationally costly, requiring the sample size to be much
larger than the size of the alphabet [23]. Continuous processes usually have to be discretized resulting in very large
alphabets. In our case, a Gaussian channel approximation to the mutual information rate between input current and
output spike train was estimated based on the spectral coherence between input current and output spike train, which
relies purely on second-order statistics.

Rlb(X, Y ) = −
∫ fcutoff

0
df log2 (1 − Cxy(f)) , (32)

where Cxy(f) denotes the magnitude squared spectral coherence. The spectral coherence is the frequency-domain
analog of correlation, measuring the linear relationship between frequency components of input and output signal. Its
magnitude squared is

Cxy(f) = |Sxy(f)|2
|Sxx(f)||Syy(f)| (33)

Sxx(f) is the power spectrum of band-limited Gaussian white noise:

Sxx(f) =
{

σ2 f ≤ fcutoff

0 else.
(34)

Syy(f) is the power spectrum of the spike train: Syy(f) = limT →∞
1
T ⟨ỹỹ∗⟩, where ỹ(f) is the Fourier transform of

the spike train. If and only if x(t) and y(t) are linearly scaled copies of each other, then Cxy(f)=1. If x(t) and y(t)
are independent, then Cxy(f)=0; however, the reverse generally does not hold. Nonlinear effects and noise reduce
the coherence. We calculated the spectral coherence in two independent ways: first, based on the numerical solution
of the time-dependent Fokker-Planck equation, and second, based on direct numerical simulations with band-limited
white noise. The time-dependent Fokker-Planck solution using the threshold integration scheme above yields a linear
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Figure 12. Action potential onset rapidness r and ν0 shape frequency-response, spike power spectra and spectral
coherence: a) Linear response for mean modulation of input current for ν0 = 0.1 Hz, b) Spike power spectra for different r
for ν0 = 0.1 Hz. c) spectral coherence for different r for ν0 = 0.1 Hz. d), e) and f) same as a, b and c for ν0 = 1 Hz. At
low rates, neurons are in the fluctuation-driven regime, therefore Syy is flat. At high rates (mean-driven regime), the response
amplitude ν1µ has a resonance close to ν0 (parameters: ν0 = 10 Hz, µ1 = 0.01, τm = 10 ms, ∆V = 10−4, Vth = 104 = −Vr).

response approximation of Sxy(f) directly from the linear response. Assuming weak modulations of the input, the
stationary power spectrum of the spike train is sufficient and can be obtained using again threshold integration
again [14]. The dependences of Syy(f), Sxy(f) and Cxy(f) on rapidness r and mean rate ν0 are depicted in Fig. 12.
At low rates, due to our balanced scaling (see Section IX), neurons are in the fluctuation driven regime, therefore, Syy

is flat. At high firing rates, corresponding to a more mean-driven regime, the response amplitude ν1µ has a resonance
close to ν0.

The Fokker-Planck ansatz and direct numerical simulations with band-limited white noise are in excellent agreement
(Fig. 13).

The mutual information rate scales approximately logarithmically with r. For large rapidness, the mutual informa-
tion rate saturates, with the saturation level is determined by the band limit of the incoming white noise (Fig. 14).

Dependence of mutual information rate on spike rapidness We know Sxy(f) in both in the high-frequency limit from
the analytical high-frequency response and the low-frequency limit because, for very low frequency input modulations
(fτm ≪ 1), the spike rate follows the input adiabatically:

lim
f→0

Sxy(f) = µ1
∂ν0
∂µ

(35)
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fbandlimit = 2000 Hz both from Fokker-Planck approach. Diamonds and squares are the corresponding direct numerical simu-
lations with band-limited white noise input. b) Spectral coherence for different firing rates from direct numerical simulations
r = 1. c) same as b) for r = 1000 (parameters: ν0 = 10 Hz, µ1 = 0.01, τm = 10 ms, ∆V = 10−3, Vth = 103 = −Vr).

This is the slope of the ν0 −µ curve depicted in Fig. 7. For renewal processes, Syy is given, for high input frequencies,
by the firing rate

lim
f→∞

Syy(f) = ν0 (36)

and for low input frequencies

lim
f→0

Syy(f) = ν0cv2, (37)

where cv is the coefficient of variation of the interspike intervals T : cv =
√

⟨T 2⟩ − ⟨T ⟩2/⟨T ⟩. For intermediate
frequencies at intermediate to high onset rapidness, an approximation of the frequency-response of the rapid theta
neuron can be obtained from the analytical high-frequency response for high rapidness (Eq. 25). The reason is that
for intermediate input frequencies, the glue point VG acts like a hard threshold, if the time from threshold VU to spike
is smaller than the inverse frequency. Plugging these estimates into Eq. 33, we obtain an analytical approximation of
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Figure 15. Analytical estimate of the mutual information rate and spectral coherence explains logarithmic
scaling with action potential onset rapidness r Rlb(r) ∝ log (r): a) Spectral coherence obtained from Fokker-Planck
ansatz vs analytical estimates for low mid and high frequency regime. Dashed line: high-rapidness scaling, dash-dotted
line: high-frequency scaling, dotted line: low frequency estimate. b) Deviation between Fokker-Planck ansatz and analytical
estimates for r = 1. c) comparison of mutual information rates obtained from Fokker-Planck ansatz vs. analytical estimate.
d) Same as b for r = 1000 (parameters: ν0 = 10 Hz, µ1 = 0.01, τm = 10 ms, ∆V = 10−3, Vth = 103 = −Vr).

the spectral coherence for different frequency regimes:

C low
xy (f) = |Sxy(f)|2

|Sxx(f)||Syy(f)| =
|µ1

∂ν0
∂µ |2

σ2ν0cv2 = µ2
1

(
∂ν0
∂µ

)2

σ2ν0cv2 (38)

Cmid
xy (f) = |Sxy(f)|2

|Sxx(f)||Syy(f)| ==
| ν0µ1√

iωτm
|2σ4

σ2ν0
= ν0µ2

1σ2

2πfτm
(39)

Chigh
xy (f) = |Sxy(f)|2

|Sxx(f)||Syy(f)| =
| ν0µ1r(r+1)

(iωτm)2 |2σ4

σ2ν0
= ν0µ2

1r2(r + 1)2σ2

(2πfτm)4 (40)

These approximations are precise in their respective limits of low and high frequencies. However, in the intermediate
transition regimes, deviations occur (Fig. 15).

For intermediate mean firing rates, the analytical low coherence approximation overestimates the coherence, while
at the transition zone, the analytical intermediate approximation underestimates the coherence. These two errors
approximately compensate each other (Fig. 15b). At low rates, the overestimation in the analytical low coherence
regime is smaller; therefore, the analytically obtained approach underestimates the mutual information rate (Fig. 16).

For high firing rates, the analytical coherence approximation strongly underestimates the coherence, therefore the
analytical approach overestimates the mutual information rate (Fig. 17). The estimation errors are largely insensitive
to rapidness, therefore the slopes are still in good agreement with the Fokker-Planck approach.

The transition point between the low and intermediate regimes is obtained by calculating the crossings between
C low

xy (f) and Cmid
xy (f) as follows:
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Figure 16. Analytical estimate of the mutual information rate and spectral coherence with action potential
onset rapidness r for low firing rate: ν0 = 1 (parameters same as Fig. 16).

f lm(r, ν0) = ν2
0σ4cv2(

∂ν0
∂µ

)2
τm

(41)

For weak noise input, we obtain from Eq. 10 that ∂ν0
∂µ = 1

πτm

√
r

2r(r+1)Iext
. The same is done for the second crossing

with Cmid
xy (f) and Chigh

xy (f):

fmh(r, ν0) =
[
r(r + 1)

√
(ν0τm

]2/3
(42)

To obtain an analytical approximation of the mutual information rate, we stitched together analytical high-, middle-,
and low-frequency approximations at the transition points. Plugging these into Eq. 32 gives us:

Rlb = Rlb + Rlb + Rlb

≈ −
∫ flm

0
df log2

(
1 − C low

xy (f)
)

−
∫ fmh

flm

df log2
(
1 − Cmid

xy (f)
)

−
∫ fcutoff

fmh

df log2
(
1 − Chigh

xy (f)
)

(43)

Only the contribution of the intermediate frequency term changes strongly as a function of rapidness in the relevant
parameter regime. To obtain a simple analytical approximation for the dependence on rapidness, we need to evaluate
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Figure 17. Analytical estimate of the mutual information rate and spectral coherence for different values of
action potential onset rapidness r for high firing rate (ν0 = 100, other parameters same as Fig. 16).

only the second integral.

Rlb ≈ −
∫ fmh

flm

df log2
(
1 − Cmid

xy (f)
)

= −
∫ fmh

flm

df log2

(
1 − c1

f

)
=
[
c1 log2(f − c1) − f log2(1 − c1

f
)
]fmh

flm

(44)

= c1 log2(fmh − c1) − flm log2(flm) + (flm − c1) log2(flm − c1) − fmh log2

(
1 − c1

fmh

)

As short-hand notation, we defined c1 = ν0µ2
1σ2

2πτm
. Only the first term changes strongly as a function of rapidness,

therefore
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Rlb(r) ≈ c1 log2(fmh − c1) + const

= c1 log2

([
r(r + 1)

√
(ν0τm

]2/3
− c1

)
+ const

r≫c1≈ c1 log2

([
r(r + 1)

√
(ν0τm

]2/3
)

+ const (45)

= c1
2
3 log2

(
r(r + 1)

√
(ν0τm

)
+ const

= c1
2
3 log2 (r(r + 1)) + const

r≫1
≈ c1

4
3 log2 (r) + const

= 2ν0µ2
1σ2

3πτm
log2 (r) + const

We conclude that the mutual information rate scales approximately logarithmically with action potential onset
rapidness for sufficiently large rapidness, weak input, and high band limit. Where does the logarithmical scaling
of the mutual information rate with rapidness arises from? The reason is that the rapidness determines the cutoff
frequency, up to which the rapid theta neuron transmits information approximately like a hard-threshold neuron
(e.g., a leaky integrate-and-fire neuron). Contributions from frequencies beyond this cutoff are negligible to the first
order. As a hard threshold always causes an asymptotic linear response ∝ 1/

√
f , which becomes proportional to

1/f in the squared coherence, the integral that yields the lower bound of the mutual information (Eq. 32) always
scales approximately proportional to log (fcutoff). Therefore Rlb(r) ∝ log (r). This conclusion is not restricted to the
rapid theta model; a similar line of argumentation holds also, e.g., for the exponential integrate-and-fire model and
the rapid τ model [16, 20]. For the exponential integrate-and-fire neuron model, the mutual information rate also
scales approximately logarithmically with the action potential onset rapidness parameter 1/∆T despite the different
asymptotic linear response, which scales ν̂µ ∝ 1

f [16]. In the case of the rapid τ model, the same holds, despite the
asymptotic linear response, which scales ν̂µ ∝ 1√

f
exp( ω

r ) [20].

VII. PHASE REPRESENTATION OF THE RAPID THETA NEURON

A phase representation of the rapid theta neuron model, similar to the classical theta neuron model, is obtained
with the transformation tan θ

2 = V − VG and θ ∈ [−π, π), yielding

τm
dθ

dt
=
{

r+1
2r

(
1 − cos θ

)
+
(
I(t) − IT

)(
1 + cos θ

)
θ ≤ 0

r(r+1)
2
(
1 − cos θ

)
+
(
I(t) − IT

)(
1 + cos θ

)
θ > 0.

(46)

For r = 1, the theta neuron model [2] is recovered.

The exact solutions of the rapid theta neuron model for constant positive external currents and δ pulse coupling
allow us to derive a phase representation with constant phase velocity. This phase representation is convenient both
for efficient, numerically exact, event-based simulation and also for analytical tractability.

The solution of the governing differential equation in the dimensionless voltage representation (4) for constant input
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currents I(t) ≡ IT + I is

1
I

dV

1 +
(

V − VG√
I/aS,U

)2 = 1
τm

dt

1
I

√
I/aS,U

[
arctan

(
V − VG√

I/aS,U

)]V2

V1

= t2 − t1
τm

arctan
(

V2 − VG√
I/aS,U

)
= arctan

(
V1 − VG√

I/aS, U

)
+
√

I aS,U
t2 − t1

τm
. (47)

This equation represents the solution for both branches of Eq. (4), separated by VG as before. For the subthreshold
part (V ≤ VG), the curvature is aS = r+1

2r , and for the suprathreshold part (V > VG), the curvature is U = r(r+1)
2 . In

the phase representation with phase ϕ ∈ [−π, π) and constant phase velocity, the phase evolution is given by

ϕ2 = ϕ1 + ω
t2 − t1

τm
. (48)

Identifying Eq. (47) and (48) enables us to derive the constant phase velocity ω and the gluing point ϕG to define
the transformation between the two representations

ϕ − ϕG
ω

= arctan
(

V − VG√
I/aS,U

)
1√

I aS,U
. (49)

During one complete cycle, the time TS spent in the subthreshold part (V2 = VG and V1 → −∞) and the time TU
spent in the suprathreshold part (V2 → ∞ and V1 → VG) are obtained from Eq. (47):

TS = πτm√
2I(r + 1)/r

and TU = πτm√
2I(r + 1)r

.

The time spent in the subthreshold part is thus TS/TU = r times as long as that in the suprathreshold part. The
total cycle length, or unperturbed interspike interval, is

T free = (r + 1)TU

= πτm√
I

√
r + 1

2r
. (50)

Its inverse gives the firing rate for constant external input.

The constant phase velocity is then

ω = 2π

T free

= 2
√

I

τm

√
2r

r + 1 = 2
τm

√
I/aS. (51)

The phase corresponding to the gluing point is

ϕG = −π + ωTS

= π
r − 1
r + 1 . (52)

The constant phase velocity (51) and the gluing point (52) define the transformation (49) between the voltage repre-
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sentation and the phase representation:

ϕ = ϕG +


2

aS
arctan

(
V −VG√

I/aS

)
V ≤ VG

2
raS

arctan
(

r V −VG√
I/aS

)
V > VG

(53)

V = VG +


√

I/aS tan
(

aS
ϕ−ϕG

2

)
ϕ ≤ ϕG√

I/r2aS tan
(

raS
ϕ−ϕG

2

)
ϕ > ϕG.

(54)

This transformation between the two equivalent representations is now used to calculate the phase-transition curve
g(ϕ) and the phase-response curve Z(ϕ). Receiving a δ pulse of strength J leads to a step like change of the neuron’s
voltage V + = V − + J . If this change does not lead to a change from the subthreshold to the suprathreshold part
or vice versa, the calculation of the phase-transition curve is straightforward. However, some care is needed if the δ
pulse does lead to such a change.

An inhibitory pulse J < 0 can lead to a change from the suprathreshold to the subthreshold part. This happens if
the neuron’s phase is between ϕG and ϕ−. The phase-transition curve for inhibitory δ pulses of strength J and constant
external currents I with the effective coupling C = J/

√
I and ϕ− = ϕG + 2

raS
arctan

(
r(VG − J − VG)/

√
I/aS

)
=

ϕG − 2
raS

arctan
(
r
√

aSC
)

is

g−(ϕ) = ϕG +


2

aS
arctan

(
tan

(
aS

ϕ−ϕG
2

)
+ √

aSC
)

−π < ϕ ≤ ϕG

2
aS

arctan
(

1
r tan

(
raS

ϕ−ϕG
2

)
+ √

aSC
)

ϕG < ϕ < ϕ−

2
raS

arctan
(

tan
(

raS
ϕ−ϕG

2

)
+ r

√
aSC

)
ϕ− ≤ ϕ < π.

(55)

For excitatory δ pulses of strength J > 0, the phase can change from the subthreshold to the suprathreshold part
if the phase is between ϕ+ and ϕG. The phase-transition curve for excitatory δ pulses of strength J and constant
external currents I with the effective coupling C = J/

√
I and ϕ+ = ϕG − 2

aS
arctan(√aSC) (displayed in Fig. 18) is

g+(ϕ) = ϕG +


2

aS
arctan

(
tan

(
aS

ϕ−ϕG
2

)
+ √

aSC
)

−π < ϕ ≤ ϕ+

2
raS

arctan
(

r tan
(

aS
ϕ−ϕG

2

)
+ r

√
aSC

)
ϕ+ < ϕ < ϕG

2
raS

arctan
(

tan
(

raS
ϕ−ϕG

2

)
+ r

√
aSC

)
ϕG ≤ ϕ < π.

(56)

The phase-response curve is Z±(ϕ) = g±(ϕ) − ϕ. Thus, the infinitesimal phase-response curve is the same for both
excitatory and inhibitory pulses, since ϕ± → ϕG for C → 0:

Z(ϕ) C→0≃ C


2√

aS
aS

1
1+tan

(
aS

ϕ−ϕG
2

)2 = 1 + cos (aS(ϕ − ϕG))
√

aS
−π < ϕ ≤ ϕG

2r
√

aS
raS

1
1+tan

(
raS

ϕ−ϕG
2

)2 = 1 + cos (raS(ϕ − ϕG))
√

aS
ϕG ≤ ϕ < π.

(57)

VIII. SINGLE SPIKE JACOBIAN OF THE RAPID THETA NEURON NETWORK

The analytical expression of the derivative of the evolution map, called the single spike Jacobian, is necessary for
calculating the full Lyapunov spectrum with high precision. The single spike Jacobian describes the linear evolution
of infinitesimal perturbations of the neuron’s states and will be used to numerically calculate the Lyapunov spectra.
Since infinitesimal perturbations are considered here, the spike-order in the networks is preserved, provided that there
are no exactly synchronous spike events. Such exactly synchronous events generally should which generally should
not occur in the asynchronous network states considered here. In a phase representation, the iterative map, which
maps the state of the network at one spike time to the state at the next spike in the network, reads

ϕi(ts+1) = ϕi(ts) + ωi(ts+1 − ts) + Z
(
ϕi(ts) + ωi(ts+1 − ts)

)
δi∈post(j∗), (58)
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Figure 18. Phase-transition curve (PTC), phase-response (PRC) and infinitesimal phase-response (iPRC) ex-
plain reduction of chaos for high AP onset rapidness r. a) The phase-transition curve (PTC) g(ϕ) shown with inhibitory
coupling C = −1 (full lines, Eq. (55)) and excitatory coupling C = +1 (dashed lines, Eq. (56)) for three values of spike onset
rapidness r = 1, 3, 100. b) Same for phase response curve (PRC) Z(ϕ) = g(ϕ) − ϕ. c) Same for infinitesimal PRC (Eq. (57)).
d) Derivative of PRC for excitatory coupling. e) Derivative of PRC for inhibitory coupling. f) Derivative of derivative of
infinitesimal phase response curve (Eq. (63)). Note that in the limit r → ∞ the iPRC becomes monotonically increasing and
its derivative is positive almost everywhere.

where δi∈post(j∗) is one if i is a postsynaptic neuron of the spiking neuron j∗ and zero otherwise and Z(ϕi) is the
phase-response curve.

Consequently, the single spike Jacobian reads

Dij(ts) = dϕi(ts+1)
dϕj(ts) =


1 + Z ′(ϕi∗(t−

s+1)) for i = j = i∗

− ωi∗
ωj∗ Z ′(ϕi∗(t−

s+1)) for i = i∗ and j = j∗

δij otherwise,

(59)

where j∗ denotes the spiking neuron in the considered interval, firing at time ts+1, i∗ ∈ post(j∗) are the spike
receiving neurons and δij is the Kronecker delta. The derivatives of the phase-response curves Z ′(ϕ) are evaluated at
the phases of the spike receiving neurons ϕi∗(t−

s+1) = ϕi∗(ts)+ωi∗(ts+1 −ts) just before spike reception. To investigate
the collective dynamics of networks of rapid theta neurons, it is necessary to obtain the derivative d(ϕi∗(t−

s+1)) =
1 + Z ′(ϕi∗(t−

s+1)) of the phase-transition curve for calculation of the single spike Jacobians. The derivative d(ϕ) in
the case of inhibitory pulses is

d−(ϕ) =



tan
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aS
ϕ−ϕG
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)
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aSC
)2
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raS
ϕ−ϕG

2

)2
+1(

1
r tan

(
raS

ϕ−ϕG
2

)
+√

aSC
)2

+1
ϕG < ϕ < ϕ−

tan
(

raS
ϕ−ϕG

2

)2
+1(

tan
(

raS
ϕ−ϕG

2

)
+r

√
aSC
)2

+1
ϕ− ≤ ϕ < π.

(60)

In the voltage representation, the derivative d(V ) is useful for the analytical calculation of the mean Lyapunov
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exponent in section XI:

d−(V ) =



r2(V −VG)2+ I0
√

K
aS

(V −VG+C
√

I)2+ I0
√

K
aS

V ≤ VG

r2(V −VG)2+ I0
√

K
aS

(V −VG+C
√

I)2+ I0
√

K
aS

VG < V < V−

r2(V −VG)2+ I0
√

K
aS

r2(V −VG+C
√

I)2+ I0
√

K
aS

V− ≤ V.

(61)

The derivative of the phase-transition curve in the case of excitatory pulses is

d+(ϕ) =


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(62)

The derivative of the phase-response curve is Z ′
±(ϕ) = d±(ϕ)−1 and the derivative of the infinitesimal phase-response

curve is

Z ′(ϕ) C→0≃ −C

{√
aS sin (aS(ϕ − ϕG)) −π < ϕ ≤ ϕG

r
√

aS − sin (raS(ϕ − ϕG)) ϕG ≤ ϕ < π.
(63)

The phase-transition curves (PTC, g(ϕ), Eqs. (55) and (56)), the phase response curves (PRC, Z(ϕ) = g(ϕ) − ϕ),
and the infinitesimal phase-response curves (iPRC, Eq. (57)) of the rapid theta neuron model are displayed in Fig. 18.
The iPRC of the theta neuron (r = 1) is fully symmetric [2], whereas for increasing AP onset rapidness r the iPRC
becomes more and more asymmetric. In the limit r → ∞ it becomes monotonically increasing/decreasing and one
might expect that this can qualitatively change the collective network dynamics.

IX. SETUP OF NETWORK AND EVENT-BASED SIMULATION

The pattern of action potentials in cortical tissue is asynchronous and irregular [31], despite the reliable response of
single neurons [32]. This is commonly explained by a balance of excitatory and inhibitory synaptic currents [35], which
cancels out large mean synaptic inputs. A dynamically self-organized balance can be achieved without the fine-tuning
of synaptic coupling strength, if the connectivity is inhibition dominated [1]. The statistics of this state is described by
a mean-field theory, which is largely independent of neuron model. We studied large sparse networks of N rapid theta
neurons arranged on a directed Erdős–Rényi random graph of mean indegree K. All neurons i = 1, . . . , N receive
constant external currents Iext and non-delayed δ-pulses from the presynaptic neurons j ∈ pre (i). The external
currents are chosen to obtain a certain average network firing rate ν̄ using a bisection method in purely inhibitory
networks. In purely inhibitory networks, the non-zero coupling strengths are set to Jij = −J0/

√
K and all neurons

receive identical external currents. In two-population networks, the intra-population couplings are JEE = J0√
K

ηε and
JII = − J0√

K

√
1 − ε2 for the excitatory (E) and inhibitory (I) population, respectively. The inter-population coupling

strengths are JIE = J0√
K

ε and JEI = − J0√
K

√
1 − η2ε2. At ε = 0, all excitatory neurons are completely passive. They

only receive inputs from the inhibitory neurons but do not provide feedback. Increasing ε above zero activates the
excitatory feedback loops in the network. The specific choice of coupling strengths preserves the temporal variance of
the input currents σ2

I = J2
0 ν̄ in both purely inhibitory networks and two-population networks, as explained below. In

mixed networks, the external currents are adapted using the two-dimensional Newton-Raphson root-finding method,
to obtain the desired mean firing rate in the excitatory and inhibitory population.

Setup of balanced network with strong couplings and nonvanishing fluctuations. The coupling strengths in in-
hibitory and excitatory-inhibitory networks were chosen such that the magnitudes of the input current fluctua-
tions are identical in all studied networks. Assuming that inputs from different presynaptic neurons are weakly
correlated, the compound input spike train received by neuron i is modeled as a Poisson process with rate
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Figure 19. Phase-response (PRC) and infinitesimal phase-response (iPRC) of the rapid theta neuron model for
different effective coupling strengths. a) The PRC is shown for different K corresponding to different coupling strengths
C = − J0√

K

√
aS
I

for inhibitory (full lines Eq. (55)) and excitatory couplings (dashed lines, Eq. (56)) for AP onset rapidness
r = 1 . The infinitesimal PRC (Eq. (57)) is also displayed for comparison (dotted lines) b) Same as a for AP onset rapidness
r = 3 c) Same as a for AP onset rapidness r = 100. d) Derivative of PRC normalized by C for r = 1. The derivative of
the infinitesimal PRC is shown as dotted line (Eq. (63)). e) Same as d for r = 3. f) Same as d for r = 100 (parameters:
I0 = 1, J0 = 1).

Ωi =
∑

j∈pre(i) νj ≈ Kν̄ ≡ Ω, where ν̄ is the network-averaged firing rate and K the average number of presy-
naptic neurons. For inhibitory networks, the nonzero coupling strengths were Jij = − J0√

K
. Assuming that the

compound input spike train is a Poisson process, the input current auto-correlation function is given by

C(τ) = ⟨δI(t)δI(t + τ)⟩t

≈
(

J0√
K

)2
Ω
∫

δ(t − s)δ(t + τ − s)ds

= J0
K

Ωδ(τ)

≈ J2
0 ν̄δ(τ) (64)

Thus, the fluctuations in the input currents are described as delta-correlated white noise of magnitude

σ2 = J2
0 ν̄. (65)

Note that due to the scaling of the coupling strengths J = − J0√
K

with the square root of the number of synapses K,
the magnitude of the fluctuations σ2 is independent of the number of synapses. Therefore, the input fluctuations do
not vanish in the thermodynamic limit, and the balanced state in sparse networks emerges robustly [1].

The existence of a balanced state fixed point in the large K-limit can be derived from the equation of the network-
averaged mean current

Ī ≈
√

K(II − J0ν̄).
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In the large K-limit, self-consistency requires the balance of excitation and inhibition to be II = J0ν̄: If limK→∞(II −
J0ν̄) > 0, the mean current Ī would diverge to ∞ and the neurons would fire at their maximal rate. This resulting
strong inhibition would break the inequality, leading to a contradiction. If limK→∞(II − J0ν̄) < 0, the mean current
Ī would diverge to −∞, and the neurons would be silent. This resulting lack of inhibition again breaks the inequality.
The large K-limit is self-consistent if

lim
K→∞

(II − J0ν̄) = O
(

1√
K

)
,

such that the excitatory external drive and mean recurrent inhibitory current cancel out each other. Note that since
II − J0ν̄ = O(1/

√
K), the network mean current has a finite large K-limit. The average firing rate in units of the

membrane time constant τm is approximately given by the balance equation (also called the van Vreeswijk equation):

ν̄ = II

J0
+ O

(
1√
K

)
. (66)

Setup of mixed network The input current autocorrelations in balanced networks with excitatory (E) and inhibitory
(I) populations are derived analogously to Eq. 64 and also display delta-correlated white noise. Assuming the same
average indegree K from each population, the magnitudes of the input fluctuations are

σ2
I = J2

II ν̄I + J2
IE ν̄E

σ2
E = J2

EE ν̄E + J2
EI ν̄I .

Choosing the coupling weights to be

J =
(

JEE −JEI

JIE −JII

)
= J0√

K

(
ηε −

√
1 − (ηε)2

ε −
√

1 − ε2

)
, (67)

and setting the average firing rates in both populations identical ν̄E = ν̄I ≡ ν̄ leads to

σ2
E = σ2

I ≡ σ2 = J2
0 ν̄.

Thus, the magnitude of fluctuations is identical in all networks considered, independent of the excitatory feedback
loop activation ε. Accordingly, the statistical characteristics of the balanced state are preserved when activating the
excitatory loops. However, the dynamical features of the collective activity, change upon activation of the excitatory
loops. Increasing the excitatory coupling enhances chaoticity in the network dynamics. It is important to note that
the balanced state arises in an extended portion of the parameters space in mixed networks. This region is constrained
by the following inequalities, which can be derived by self-consistency arguments similar to those used for the purely
inhibitory network:

JEE

JEI
<

JIE

JII
< min

{
1,

ν̄I

ν̄E

}
and JEE

JIE
<

JEI

JII
<

E0
I0

. (68)

The particular parametrization with η and ϵ is used to keep the input statistics fixed.
All simulations were run event-based, following Ref. [3], where an exact map is iterated from spike to spike in the

ϕ-representation of the rapid theta neuron model with homogeneous coupling strengths and homogeneous external
currents for all neurons in each population. The next spike time in each population is obtained by inverting Eq. 48

ts = ts−1 + min
i

{
π − ϕi(ts−1)

ω

}
. (69)

The phase map f(ϕ⃗(ts−1)) = ϕ⃗(ts), iterating all neuron’s phases between two successive spike events ts−1 and ts in
the network, is then the concatenation of Eq. 48 and the phase transition curve (Eq. 55 and Eq. 56 )

f(ϕi(ts−1)) =
{

ϕi(ts−1) + ω(ts − ts−1) if i /∈ post(j∗)
g(ϕi(ts−1) + ω(ts − ts−1)) if i ∈ post(j∗),

(70)
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where post(j∗) denotes the set of neurons postsynaptic to the spiking neuron j∗ in the considered interval.
Eq. 70 is used for all network simulations in an iterative event-based procedure [3]. At the beginning of an iteration

the next spike time in the network is calculated with Eq. (69). Then all neuron’s phases are evolved until the next
spike time using Eq. (70). Since the external currents are identical for all neurons in each population, it is sufficient
to search for the neuron with the largest phase and then calculate the corresponding next spike time.

The average number of spikes per second of simulation time gives the firing rate in hertz. We used the interspike
intervals Ti between subsequent spike times to calculate the coefficients of variation, cvi =

√
⟨T 2

i ⟩ − ⟨Ti⟩2/⟨Ti⟩, where
⟨. . .⟩ denotes the temporal average. The neurons’ firing rate and coefficient of variation distributions are shown in
Fig. 2 of the main manuscript.

X. CONVERGENCE OF THE LYAPUNOV SPECTRA

The single spike Jacobians Eq. 59 is evaluated using Eq. 60 and Eq. 62 with the exact phases of the neurons before
spike reception, t. These were used to numerically calculate all Lyapunov exponents with the standard procedure [4].
Following a warmup of the network dynamics of typically 100 spikes per neuron on average, we started with a random
N -dimensional orthonormal system that was evolved in each iteration using the single spike Jacobian. Subsequently,
after a short warmup of the orthonormal system of about one spike per neuron, these norms were used to calculate the
N Lyapunov exponents, λi = limp→∞

1
tp

∑p
s=1 log gi(ts). The evolved vectors were reorthonormalized every O (N/K)

network spikes, yielding the norms of the orthogonalized vectors gi(ts) and the orthonormal system to be used in the
following iterations.

All calculations were performed using custom code written in Julia and C++ with double precision. The GNU
Scientific Library (GSL) was used for the random number generator (Mersenne-Twister), the Automatically Tuned
Linear Algebra Software (ATLAS) for matrix multiplications in the Gram–Schmidt procedure and the Message Passing
Interface (MPI) for the parallel implementation of the simulations. The sparseness of the networks was used for
efficient storage of the coupling matrices, the updates of the postsynaptic neurons, and the matrix multiplications of
the orthonormal system with the sparse single spike Jacobians. For very large networks (N > 106), the topology was
not stored as a sparse matrix but generated on the fly during the simulation using the index of the spiking neuron
as a seed for the random number generator used to generate the indices of the postsynaptic neurons [33]. For the
reorthonormalization, we chose a parallel recursive blocked version of the Gram–Schmidt procedure [5] in our C++
implementation and the default LAPACK (Linear Algebra PACKage) routines for our Julia implementation which is
using Householder reflections.

Note that the non-converged Lyapunov exponents generated during the transient are meaningless, as they nei-
ther reflect the local nor finite-time Lyapunov exponents. The converged Lyapunov exponents capture the network
dynamics on the (chaotic )attractor. Fig. 20a displays the convergence towards the full Lyapunov spectrum on a
logarithmic time scale. To ensure robustness, this calculation was repeated for 10 different initial phases Fig. 20b
shows the results of ten such runs for six representative Lyapunov exponents (gray lines), together with their aver-
ages λi = 1

10
∑10

n=1 λi,n (solid color lines) and confidence intervals (dotted color lines) of the double standard error
2△λi = 2

√
1

10
∑10

n=1(λi,n − λi)2. The Lyapunov spectrum was independent of the initial phases, and in the limit of
large networks, independent of network realizations. Generally, all calculations of the Lyapunov spectra were repeated
ten times with different initial phases and network realizations. Numerical errors were usually smaller than the symbol
sizes in the presented figures in the main manuscript.

Fig. 22 shows the double standard error of Lyapunov exponents, dynamical entropy rate and attractor dimension
in random inhibitory networks across 10 trials. Fig. 23 shows the same for mixed networks. We identified two main
contributions to the variability of numerically calculated Lyapunov spectra. Firstly, variability arises the fact that
Lyapunov spectra are asymptotic properties estimated from finite-time calculations. Secondly variability arising from
the quenched disorder in different random network topologies. The first contribution is expected to vanish in the
limit of infinitely long simulations for ergodic systems. The second contribution is expected to vanish in the limit
of large network size due to self-averaging. Therefore, the Lyapunov spectrum of one realization of a large network
is representative for the whole ensemble. Hence, averaging over many network realizations is unnecessary in large
networks.

To validate our results, we applied three independent checks of our semi-analytic numerically exact calculation of
Lyapunov spectra. First, the largest Lyapunov exponent can be calculated numerically by measuring the exponential
rate of divergence or convergence of nearby trajectories, as described in [4, 34]. Secondly, in autonomous systems
that are not at a fixed point, there is always a neutral Lyapunov vector in the direction of the flow, which has a zero
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Figure 20. Convergence of Lyapunov spectra over time in inhibitory networks with small AP rapidness (r=3).
(logarithmic time scale) a) Convergence of Lyapunov spectrum for one initial condition, b) gray lines: some Lyapunov expo-
nents for ten different network realizations, solid color lines: averages, dotted color lines: averages ± double standard errors
(parameters: N = 2000, ν̄ = 1 Hz, K = 100, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms).

corresponding Lyapunov exponent, as the system can be shifted in time. Thirdly, random matrix theory allows for
the calculation of the mean Lyapunov exponent, as shown in the next paragraph. All checks confirmed the results
obtained from our implementation of the semi-analytic calculation of the full Lyapunov spectrum, validating the
accuracy of our approach.

XI. RANDOM MATRIX THEORY OF THE MEAN LYAPUNOV EXPONENT

Using the single spike Jacobian (Eq. 59), we derived a random matrix approximation for the mean Lyapunov
exponent, λ̄ = 1

N

∑N
i=1 λi. The mean Lyapunov exponent describes the rate of phase space volume compression,

which is captured by the determinant of the long-term Jacobian T = D(ts) · · · D(0):

λ̄ = 1
N

lim
s→∞

1
ts

ln
(

det T
)

= 1
N

lim
s→∞

1
ts

s∑
p=1

ln
(

det D(tp)
)
. (71)

The random matrix approximation is obtained by assuming that the single spike Jacobians to be random matrices of
the form Eq. 59, with independent and identically distributed random elements that are obtained from the function
d(V ), (Eq. (61)). The probability distribution of these random elements is determined by the stationary membrane
potential distribution P (V ) in the network.

For inhibitory networks, the determinants of the random matrices can be approximated by det D =
∏

i∗ di∗ ≈
d(V )K , since on average there are K diagonal elements di∗ , one for each postsynaptic neuron. We assume homogeneous
coupling strengths Jij ≡ −J0 between connected neurons and identical external currents Iext

i ≡ I0 for all neurons.
The number of network spike events per second is given by lims→∞

1
ts

∑s
p=1 1 = Nν̄. Thus, in the random matrix



39

Figure 21. Convergence of Lyapunov spectra versus time in inhibitory rapid theta networks for large AP
rapidness (r=100). (logarithmic time scale) a) Convergence of Lyapunov spectrum for one initial condition, b) gray lines:
some Lyapunov exponents for ten different network realizations, solid color lines: averages, dotted color lines: averages ±
double standard errors (parameters: N = 2000, ν̄ = 1 Hz, K = 100, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms).

approximation, the mean Lyapunov exponent for inhibitory networks becomes

λ̄ ≈ 1
N

Nν̄

∫
ln
(
d(V )K

)
P
(
V
)
dV

= Kν̄

∫
ln d(V ) P

(
V
)
dV. (72)

We obtain d(V ) from Eq. (60) using Eq. (54)

d−(V ) =



(V −VG)2+ I0
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K
aS

(V −VG+C
√

I)2+ I0
√

K
aS

V ≤ VG

r2(V −VG)2+ I0
√

K
aS

(V −VG+C
√

I)2+ I0
√

K
aS

VG < V < V−

r2(V −VG)2+ I0
√

K
aS

r2(V −VG+C
√

I)2+ I0
√

K
aS

V− ≤ V.

(73)

In the large K limit, d(V ) can be approximated by

d−(V ) K→∞≃


1 + 2aSJ0(V −VG)

I0K + O
(
K3/2) V ≤ VG

1 + aS(r2−1)(V −VG)2

I0
√

K
+ (2aSJ0−(r2−1)(V −VG)3)(V −VG)

I2
0 K

+ O
(
K3/2) VG < V < V−

1 + 2aSr2J0(V −VG)
I0K + O

(
K3/2) V− ≤ V.

(74)
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Figure 22. Small double standard error of Lyapunov exponents, dynamical entropy rate and attractor dimension
in random inhibitory network a) double standard error of Lyapunov exponents across different network realizations for
different values of rapidness. b) double standard error across network realizations of largest Lyapunov exponent for different
values of rapidness. c) same as b for dynamical entropy rate. d) same as b for relative attractor dimension. Note that all
standard errors are orders of magnitude smaller than the mean values for the respective quantities. (N = 2000, K = 100,
J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms).

These approximations, along with the balance equation (66), lead to

λ̄
K→∞≃ 2aS⟨VV ≤VG⟩

τm
α + 2U⟨VV >VG⟩

τm
(1 − α) + O

(
1√
K

)
, (75)

where ⟨VV ≤VG⟩ (⟨VV >VG⟩ ) denotes the average membrane potential below (above) VG, and α is the fraction of neurons
below VG.

We have compared the derived random matrix approximations of the mean Lyapunov exponent in inhibitory
networks Eq. (72) and the large-K limits, Eq. (75), with the results from simulations (Fig. 24). They are in very good
agreement, indicating the validity of the random matrix approximation. This likely results from the commutativity
of the determinants of the Jacobians, a property that generally does not hold for the product of the Jacobians.

XII. SCALING OF THE LARGEST LYAPUNOV EXPONENT WITH NETWORK PARAMETERS

The largest Lyapunov exponent exhibits a single maximum as a function of the action potential onset rapidness.
The peak position, which we call peak rapidness rpeak, scales approximately as shown in Fig. 25:

rpeak ∝
√

Kν0τm
J0

(76)

This behavior can be understood as a transition between two qualitatively different scaling regimes for the largest
Lyapunov exponent. For small values of K and ν̄ the largest Lyapunov exponent grows, while for large values of K
and ν̄ the largest Lyapunov exponent reaches a plateau. Qualitative differences between these two collective network
states become clear in the localization of the first covariant Lyapunov vector, the local Lyapunov exponents and in a
spatiotemporal analysis of the network chaos in section XIII.
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Figure 23. Small double standard error of Lyapunov exponents, dynamical entropy rate and attractor dimension
in random mixed network a) double standard error of Lyapunov exponents across different initial conditions for different
values of rapidness (ϵ = 0.3 ). b) double standard error across network realizations of largest Lyapunov exponent for different
values of rapidness. c) same as b for dynamical entropy rate. d) same as b for relative attractor dimension. Note that all
standard errors are orders of magnitude smaller than the mean values for the respective quantities. (NE = 8 000, NI = 2 000,
K = 100, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms).

The critical spike onset rapidness rcrit separates the chaotic dynamics from the stable dynamics. This transition
with network parameters has the following scaling behavior (Fig. 27):

rcrit = N0.5K0.4ν̄0.8τ0.8
m J−0.7

0 (77)

This scaling indicates that in the thermodynamic limit of large K and large N , the critical rapidness rcrit diverges
and the network is always chaotic. This is in agreement with the scaling of the flux tube radius of networks of
leaky integrate and fire neurons, which goes to zero in the limit of large networks. Note however that even in the
thermodynamic limit it is possible to bring the largest Lyapunov exponent and thus also the Kolmogorov Sinai entropy
rate arbitrarily close to zero by increasing the AP onset rapidness r.

Extensivity of Lyapunov spectrum and asymptotic form: Figure 2 and 3 of the main paper show that for suffi-
ciently large networks the dynamical entropy rate and Kaplan-Yorke attractor dimension scales linear with network
size N indicating extensive deterministic chaos. While the dynamical entropy rate and Kaplan-Yorke attractor dimen-
sion converge to a linear scaling with N already for moderate network size, the largest Lyapunov exponent exhibited
a slower convergence to its large N limit (Fig. 28). While the peak rapidness rpeak is independent of N , λmax(N)
converges exponentially towards its large N limit. This exponential convergence allows an estimate of the asymptotic
value limN→∞ λmax(N), indicated in Fig. 28b by a dashed line. Note that the critical rapidness rcrit diverges with
N as shown in Fig. 27.

XIII. PARTICIPATION RATIO AND LOCALIZATION OF CHAOS

To quantify how many neurons contribute to the chaotic dynamics at each and every moment in time, we inves-
tigated properties of the covariant Lyapunov vectors ⃗δϕc(t). The first Lyapunov vector, which corresponds to the
first Gram-Schmidt vector (

∑N
i=1 δϕi(t)2 = 1) gives at any point in time the direction in which almost all initial
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Figure 24. Good match between mean Lyapunov exponent in random matrix approximations and numerical
simulations in balanced rapid theta neuron networks. a) Mean Lyapunov exponent from numerical simulations for
different K and r with N = 1000. b) K-dependence for r = 3. Solid lines: numerical simulations, dashed lines: random matrix
approximations with full membrane potential distributions, dotted lines: random matrix approximation in the large K-limit
c) K-dependence for r = 100. Eq. (75) (parameters: ν̄ = 1 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms).

infinitesimal perturbations grow with average rate λmax. The number of neurons contributing to the maximally grow-
ing direction at time t can be measure by the participation ratio P (t) =

(∑N
i=1 δϕi(t)4

)−1
[39–41]. If all neurons

contribute similarly to the Lyapunov vector |δϕi(t)| = 1/
√

N the participation ratio is P (t) = 1/(N/N2) = N . If only
one neurons contributes to the Lyapunov vector the participation ratio is P (t) = 1. We found that the participation
ratio strongly depends on the spike onset rapidness. Increasing rapidness generally reduced the participation ratio
(Fig. 29) for large networks. This means that for increasing rapidness fewer neurons contribute to the most unstable
direction. On the level of the single neuron dynamics, this can be explained by a decreasing fraction of (postsynaptic)
neurons that are in the unstable regime with voltages above the glue point VG for increasing values of r. Thus, there
exist on average fewer entries in the Jacobian with large entries d(Vi). Therefore, the first Lyapunov vector is on
average expected to have few entries with large values.

To further characterize the nature of the chaotic collective network state, it is crucial to investigate the scaling
of the mean participation ratio P̄ = ⟨P (t)⟩ with network size. Whether the Lyapunov vector is called localized or
delocalized depends on how P̄ scales as a function of network size N . A delocalized state is indicated by a linear
scaling P̄ ∼ N , while in case of a localized state, the participation ratio would be independent of N .

In an earlier study of theta neurons, corresponding to r = 1, it was found that the Lyapunov vector was dominated
by subsets of neurons that changed over time [12]. The participation ratio exhibited a sublinear scaling P̄ ∼ Nα, with
0 < α < 1. Here, we found a strong dependence of the participation ratio and localization on the spike onset rapidness
r. For increasing spike onset rapidness r, the exponential scaling parameter α deceased approximately logarithmically
as function of r and turned zero at a certain value of rapidness that depends on firing rate ν̄, coupling strength
J0, number of synapses per neuron K, and membrane time constant τm (Fig. 30). For larger values of rapidness,
there was on average a fixed number of neurons contributing to the first Lyapunov vector, which was independent
of network size N for sufficiently large networks. An extensive analysis of the scaling of the onset rapidness with
network parameters where the localization occurred coincided with the scaling of the rapidness where the Lyapunov
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Figure 25. Scaling of peak AP onset rapidness rpeak with network parameters in balanced inhibitory networks
rpeak ∝

√
Kν0τm/J0. At the peak onset rapidness rpeak the largest Lyapunov exponent has its maximum as a function of

rapidness (Fig. 2 of main paper). a) peak onset rapidness rpeak vs. J0, dashed red lines indicate power-law fit using the
Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm. b) peak onset rapidness rpeak vs. K. c) peak onset rapidness rpeak vs. J0. d) peak onset
rapidness rpeak vs. J0. e)-h) Second row: corresponding peak onset rapidness λmax (parameters: ν̄ = 1 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms,
N = 1000, K = 100).

exponents peaks (Fig. 30)

rlocalization ∝
√

Kν0τm
J0

. (78)

The scaling behavior indicates that the localization of the first Lyapunov vector occurs when K, ν0 or τm is
sufficiently small or when J0 is sufficiently large. Thus, localization occurs, when there are few postsynaptic potentials
per spike (K small), which occur infrequent (ν0 or τm small), and/or are strong ( J0 large).

Note that despite the same scaling, localization occurs always at slightly larger values of rapidness than the peak
in the largest Lyapunov exponent. So the first Lyapunov vector seems to localize not until the largest Lyapunov
exponent is in the regime where it is independent of the number of synapses per neuron K.

For large values of spike onset rapidness r at a fixed network size N , we found that the participation ratio increases
with rapidness until it saturates at P̄ = N (Fig. 31a). This saturation occurred exactly at the critical spike onset
rapidness rcrit, when the largest Lyapunov exponent becomes zero (Fig. 31c).

XIV. CELLULAR DYNAMICS PROPEL NETWORK CHAOS AT INSTABILITY EVENTS

To scrutinize how the collective network chaos depends on the single neuron dynamics, we performed a time-
resolved analysis of the first covariant Lyapunov vector and the state of postsynaptic neurons. The first covariant
Lyapunov vector is ruled by a small and temporally varying fraction of neurons (Fig. 32a). We found different
behavior of the local Lyapunov exponent in the localized regime: There were infrequent instability events with large
local Lyapunov exponents, which coindicided with a sudden decrease of the participation ratio P (t). When these
instability events occured, a postsynaptic neuron was in the instable regime of its internal dynamics Fig. 33. Larger
spike onset rapidness r leads to shorter but more unstable episodes of postsynaptic neurons in the susceptible regime.
The envelop of the local Lyapunov vector weighted by the entries of the first Lyapunov vector as function of the
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Figure 27. Scaling of critical AP onset rapidness rc between stable and chaotic dynamics in balanced inhibitory
networks rcrit ∝ N0.5K0.4ν̄0.8τmJ−0.7

0 . The critical spike rapidness rcrit separates chaotic dynamics (above) from stable
dynamics (below). a) rcrit vs. N , b) rcrit vs. K, c) rcrit vs. ν̄, d) rcrit vs. τm, e)rcrit vs. J0 Power-law fits done using the
Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm (parameters: ν̄ = 10 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms, N = 2000, K = 100).

postsynaptic phase is captured by the derivative of the phase-response curve. This establishes a direct link between
the collective network chaos and the single neuron dynamics.

XV. PAIRWISE CORRELATIONS IN RAPID THETA NETWORKS

Figure 3 e-g of main paper. We measured spiking correlations using zero-lag pairwise Pearson spike count
correlations. First we obtained spike counts n(t) by binning the spike train of each neuron i into bins of window size
Twin. The pairwise Pearson spike count correlation between spike trains of neuron i and j was then calculated using
the standard expression [6]:
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Figure 28. Largest Lyapunov exponent converges to asymptotic shape for very large network size N : a) The
largest Lyapunov exponent exhibits a slow convergence with network size N (ν̄ = 1 Hz). b) The convergence of λmax(N) can be
accurately fitted by λmax(N) = λmax(∞) − c · N

− 1
γ , where λmax(∞) = limN→∞ λmax(N) (median (dots) across 10 topologies,

shaded error shadings indicate median bootstrapped 95% confidence intervals). The estimated λmax(∞) is indicated by a black
dashed line. (r = 10, ν̄ = 10 Hz) (parameters: J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms, K = 100).

rij = cov(ni, nj)
σiσj

, (79)

where cov(ni, nj) is the covariance between the spike counts of cells i and j and σi,σj are the respective standard
deviations. By definition, rij ∈ [−1, 1]. For figure 3 of the main paper, we chose a window size of Twin = 20 ms.

To estimate the effect of our limited sampling time, we generated jittered spike trains, where the total number
of spikes per neuron was fixed but the spike times drawn uniformly in the interval [0, Ttotal], where Ttotal is the
total simulation time. We calculated the correlation of the shuffled spike trains rshuffled

ij using the same binning and
definition for the correlation.

To provide a fair comparison of pairwise correlations for networks with different spike onset rapidness r, the mean
firing rate ν̄ was fixed by adapting the external current Iext.

Additional results: We characterized the effect of different count window sizes Twin on the mean and standard
deviation of the pairwise spike count correlation (Fig. 34).

At large count window size, the mean pairwise correlations tend to be smaller for large rapidness. This can be
explained by the faster inhibitory feedback for large action potential onset rapidness. As for large rapidness, rapid
theta neurons are capable of tracking input changes more quickly (Figure 1d, e of main paper). Therefore, the
dynamic decorrelation of balanced networks, which was described earlier [6], is more effective. For small bin size, the
mean pairwise correlations of rapid theta neurons with large rapidness are larger. This is because rapid theta neurons
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Figure 29. Average participation ratio vs rapidness r and network size N reveals localization of first covariant
Lyapunov vector above peak rapidness: a) The mean participation ratio P̄ versus rapidness r, colors encode network
size N . b) P̄ versus N , colors encode rapidness r. P̄ shows power-law scaling P̄ ∼ Nα, where the exponent α decreases as
function of rapidness r, dashed lines indicate power-law fits using the Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm (see Fig. 30 for compre-
hensive scaling of α). c) The largest Lyapunov exponent vs rapidness r exhibits a peak approximately where the participation
ratio becomes independent of network size N in a. d) The largest Lyapunov exponent vs. N converges exponentially to
asymptotic limit (parameters: ν̄ = 3 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms, K = 100).
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Figure 31. Average participation vs rapidness r and network size N reveals delocalization of first covariant
Lyapunov vector at critical rapidness: Same as Fig. 29 for ν̄ = 1 Hz, J0 = 3. Note that for large spike onset rapidness r
the mean participation P̄ increases in small networks and saturates at P̄ = N , when the largest Lyapunov exponent becomes
zero (parameters: ν̄ = 1 Hz, J0 = 3, τm = 10 ms, K = 100).
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Figure 32. Cellular dynamics propel network chaos at instability events: a) First covariant Lyapunov vector δϕ⃗(t)
(black whenever |δϕ⃗(t)| > 1/

√
N). b) First local Lyapunov exponent λlocal

1 (t), c) participation ratio P (t) of first covariant
Lyapunov vector for r ≈ 1.33. d), e), f) same as a, b, c for r ≈ 31.6. Note that the largest Lyapunov exponent is approximately
the same for the left and right column, but the network is in the two different regimes described in section XIII. Parameters as
in Fig. 29 with N = 1000).

which receive shared excitatory input and are kicked across the unstable fixed point will spike almost instantaneously,
which results in moderately increased correlations on very short time scales (Fig. 34b).

Cross-correlograms: The cross-correlogram between the pairs of the binned the spike trains ni(t) and nj(t) was
calculated as:

cij(τ) = cov(ni(t), nj(t + τ))
ν̄iν̄j

− 1. (80)

where cov(ni, nj) is the covariance between the spike counts of cells i and j and ν̄i, ν̄j are the respective mean firing
rates. By definition cij ∈ [−∞, ∞], but lim

t→∞
cij = 0 for shuffled spikes.
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Figure 33. Network chaos is mostly sustained by postsynaptic neurons close to spiking: Local Lyapunov exponent
projected on entries of first Lyapunov vector of postsynaptic neurons vs. phase of postsynaptic neurons for different rapidness
r. Large local Lyapunov exponents are associated with postsynaptic neurons with ϕpost > ϕG. Larger spike onset rapidness r
leads to shorter but more unstable episodes of postsynaptic neurons in susceptible regime. The envelop of this figure is captured
by the derivative of the phase-response curve. Parameters as in Fig. 29 with N = 1000 and Ttotal = 600 s).

XVI. ATTRACTOR DIMENSION AND “ENTANGLED” STATISTICS

In the main paper, we show both an upper and lower bound for the attractor dimension which both strongly
depend on the spike onset rapidness (Fig. 3). For increasing spike rapidness, the network dynamics has a transition
from chaotic to stable dynamics. While chaotic dynamics is accompanied in continuous dynamical systems by a
fractal attracting set with dimension D > 2, stable dynamics has an attractor dimension D = 1. Here, we compare
this to Gaussian estimates of the dimensionality, based on pairwise correlations, to evaluate higher order correlations.
Assuming Gaussian statistics, all dependencies between neurons would be captured by the pairwise correlations.
Based on the correlation matrix, an estimate of the dimensionality can be obtained. We use two common estimators
of the dimensionality: the number of principle components needed explain 95% of the correlation matrix’s variance
and a dimensionality based on the participation ratio of the correlation matrix that measures the effective number of
degrees of freedom over which power is distributed.

Figure 35a+b shows the correlation matrix for two different values of spike onset rapidness. Principal component
analysis (PCA) yields the percentage of the total variance explained by each principal component (Fig. 35c). The
number of principal components necessary to account for 95% of the total variance gives an estimate of the number of
degrees of freedom of the underlying dynamics. If few principal components would explain most of the variance, most
of the dynamics is constrained to a hyperellipsoid with few large axes. If many principal components are necessary to
explain most of the variance, no such collective structures are detected. This excludes the possibility that the dynamics
is explained solely by pairwise correlations. A different estimate of the dimensionality based on the correlation matrix
is the inverse participation ratio of the eigenvalue spectrum of the correlation matrix. The inverse participation ratio
is defined as the normalized inverse squared sum of eigenvalues of the correlation matrix:

DPR = (
∑

λi)2∑
(λ2

i ) (81)

where λi is the ith eigenvalue of the correlation matrix. Thus, DPR is 1 if one eigenvalue is dominating while the
others are zero. If all eigenvalues contribute equally λi = 1

N , the dimension is N [12, 13, 58, 92]. The dimensionality
estimate based on the participation ratio also shows that the pairwise correlations have very little localized structure
independent of spike onset rapidness (Fig. 37b+d). Furthermore, we show that this result is largely insensitive to
the spike count window of the correlation matrix (Fig. 37a+c). To conclude, we find a low attractor dimensionality
based on the Kaplan-Yorke dimension and our lower bound estimate coming from the number of positive Lyapunov
exponents, despite low and weakly structured pairwise correlations. To obtain a precise estimate of the pairwise spike
count correlations, we averaged the correlation matrix over 100 runs with different initial conditions but identical
network topology each with Ttotal = 1000 s.
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Figure 34. Pairwise correlations in balanced spiking networks with different values of spike onset rapidness: a)
Histograms of the pairwise count spike correlation rij for different cell pairs from excitatory and inhibitory populations (count
window Twin = 20 ms. Jittered spike trains were generated by Poisson process of same rate. b) Mean of pairwise spike count
correlation vs. count window sizes Twin for different values of rapidness. c) Standard deviation of spike count correlations
vs. Twin for different values of rapidness. d) Histogram of pairwise correlations for different mean firing rates. e) Standard
deviation of pairwise spiking correlation as a function of rapidness for Twin = 20 ms. f) Average spike cross correlogram of
different pair types for rapidness r = 10 g) same as f for r = 1000. h) Spiking cross correlogram of different pair types for
rapidness r = 10. i) same as h for r = 1000 (parameters as in Fig. 3 of main paper).

XVII. NETWORK SYNCHRONY

We quantify network synchrony network by using the network synchrony measure [78]: χ2 = σ2
ϕ(t)∑N

i=1
σ2

ϕi(t)/N
, where

ϕ(t) =
∑N

i=1 ϕi(t)/N is the mean activity in a phase representation. We find that networks are in an asynchronous
regime with χ ∝ 1√

N
for various values of r across 4 order of magnitude (see Fig. 38). We note that balanced networks

of theta neurons (r = 1) have well-known pathological network oscillations [70] for large K and strong coupling J0/low
firing rate that were recently described in a mean-field approach [96]. We observed in rapid theta (and also EIF)
networks, that increasing rapidness r causes oscillations to vanish -or requires a larger K for oscillations to emerge
[70]. A more detailed account will be given elsewhere.
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Figure 35. Weakly structured correlation matrix in balanced spiking networks with different values of spike
onset rapidness: a) Matrix of pairwise spike count correlations rij for rapidness r = 3. First 150 neurons are excitatory,
others inhibitory. b) same for r = 100. c) Variance explained per principal component for different rapidness. Jittered spike
trains were generated by a Poisson process of the same rate. d) Cumulative variance explained for different values of rapidness,
(parameters: Twin = 20 ms, Ttotal = 1000 s, other parameters as in Fig. 34).

XVIII. FLUX-TUBE STRUCTURE OF PHASE SPACE, STABLE CHAOS AND SINGLE-SPIKE
PERTURBATIONS

Figure 3 d,h of main paper: For sufficiently large spike onset rapidness, we find that infinitesimal perturbations
decay exponentially but sufficiently strong perturbation lead to an exponential decorrelation of neighboring trajec-
tories. This exotic phase space structure was first described in balanced purely inhibitory networks of pulse-coupled
leaky integrate and fire neurons earlier and termed flux tubes [30]. Following Ref. [30], we find the critical pertur-
bation strength εft that is sufficient for an exponential decorrelation of trajectories by fitting the probability that a
perturbation of strength ε causes an exponential state separation to the function

Ps(ε) = 1 − exp(−ε/εft) (82)

εft is the average radius of a basin of attraction, called flux tube radius. We found that this flux tube radius strongly
depends on the spike onset rapidness r. For values of r only slightly larger than the critical rapidness rcrit, the flux
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Figure 36. Correlation based dimensionality estimates of dynamics based on pairwise correlations indicates
weakly structured correlations: a) relative dimension based on participation ratio (Eq. 81) vs. window size Twin. b) same
as a as a function of spike rapidness r. c)+d) same as a+b for relative dimension based on PCA. (parameters as in Fig. 3)

tube radius is small, but large r yield larger basins of attraction. This is depicted in Fig. 34.
We perturbed initial conditions along two random N-dimensional vectors orthogonal to the flow of the dynamics 1⃗.

These two vectors span a two-dimensional cross section of the N-dimensional phase space. Each pixel is a different
initial condition for a simulation. Neighboring initial conditions that converge to the same trajectory are assigned
same colors. For increasing values of r, the flux tubes radius increases and the boundaries become straighter. In the
limit of very large r, the flux tubes are similar to those in the leaky integrate and fire model (compare to Fig. 7 in
[30]). Overall, flux tube radii get smaller with increasing network size N , number of synapses per neuron K, mean
firing rate ν̄ and decreasing spike rapidness r. At the critical rapidness rcrit the flux tubes vanish.

XIX. POINCARÉ MAPS OF CHAOTIC NETWORKS

A Poincaré map is the intersection of the trajectory of a N degree of freedom dynamical system with a N − 1
dimensional subspace called the Poincaré surface or section.

Increasing the spike rapidness leads to a thinning of stable phase space regions (Fig. 40). Beyond the critical spike
rapidness, the network settles after a transient period into a periodic orbit. Therefore, there is only a finite number
of unique points in the Poincare section. For increasing network size, the Poincaré sections did not capture the exotic
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Figure 37. Correlation based dimensionality estimates of dynamics based on pairwise correlations indicates
weakly structured correlations (Fixed indegree): Top right) relative dimension based on participation ratio (Eq. 81)
rapidness for fixed synaptic indegree K. PCA-dimension (participation ratio) is largely independent of rapidness for inhibitory
balanced rapid theta networks. Colors are different simulation time Tsim.top right) same as a as a function of window bin
size (in s) for fixed indegree. Colors are different simulation time Tsim. bottom left) PCA-dimension (participation ratio)
for varying network size N with fixed synaptic indegree K. Colors are different simulation time Tsim. bottom right) PCA-
dimension (participation ratio) for varying network size N with fixed connection probability p = K/N . Colors are different
simulation time p, simulation time is T = 105s and r = 1000. (Other parameters if not mentioned: K = 30, ν = 1Hz, J0 = 1,
r = 1000, bin size = 100ms)

structure of the phase space. This stresses again that the attractor is a high-dimensional object, which is hard to
visualize in two dimensions.

XX. LOCAL LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS REVEAL STABLE AND UNSTABLE PHASE SPACE
REGIONS

In the three-dimensional network, the local Lyapunov exponents (LLEs) can visualize further structural properties
of the strange chaotic attractor. In Fig. 43a, colors indicate the first local Lyapunov exponent, when neuron 1 spikes,
plotted at the location of phases of neuron 2 and 3 for rapidness r = 1. Red colors indicate a positive LLE, blue
colors indicate a negative LLE. The fine structure of the first LLE is similar to the density (Fig. 40), while the third
LLE has a fine structure which dissimilar to the density. A possible explanation is that the first LLE is smooth along
the unstable manifolds, while the third LLE is smooth along the stable manifolds. The spatial distribution of the
LLEs on the Poincaré surface is determined by the topology in combination with the single neuron properties. In the
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Figure 38. Asynchronous network dynamics in balanced rapid theta networks
Network synchrony measure χ as a function of number of neurons N for different values of rapidness r. We find asynchronous
network dynamics indicated by χ ∝ 1√

N
for various values of r.

displayed network, neuron 1 is only connected to neuron 2, therefore the LLEs mainly reflect the derivative of the
phase response curve evaluated at the respective value of neuron 2. This can also be observed at a higher rapidness
(rapidness r = 1 Fig. 44).

XXI. CHAOS AND DYNAMICAL ENTROPY RATE IN STRUCTURED NETWORK TOPOLOGIES

Figure 4 a-e of main paper: To test whether spike onset also exerts a strong influence on the phase space
structure in more realistic network topologies, we used a previously established multilayered model of a cortical
column with 77169 neurons and around 285 million synapses [7]. Numbers of neurons per population and inter-
layer wiring probabilities were taken from a numerical model of a cortical column based on anatomically measured
synapse counts and connection probabilities between different cortical layers [7]. The cortical column model consists
of four layers (layers 2/3, 4, 5 and 6) each with an excitatory and an inhibitory population. The number of neurons
in each layer and the connection probability between layers are stated in Table 1. According to these numbers,
the connectivity for each population and each projection between the populations is generated as a directed sparse
Erdős–Rényi random graph (Table I). We calculated also for this large network the Lyapunov spectrum making
use of a parallelized implementation of the semi-analytic calculation described in section X. The sparseness of the
connectivity was utilized for the efficient storage of the coupling matrices, the updates of the postsynaptic neurons
and the matrix multiplications of the orthonormal system with the sparse single spike Jacobians implemented in
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Figure 39. Random cross section through N-dimensional phase space for different values of spike onset rapidness
r: Phase space cross sections spanned by two random N-dimensional vectors x1and x2 orthogonal to the trajectory 1⃗ and to
each other. Initial conditions that converge to the same trajectory are drawn in the same color (parameters: ν̄ = 10 Hz, J0 = 1,
τm = 10 ms, N = 200, K = 100).

Figure 40. Poincaré sections through phase space reveal reorganization of chaotic strange attractor by AP onset
rapidness r in small networks N = 3: a) Poincare section of the phases of neuron 2 and 3 whenever neuron 1 spikes for
low rapidness (r = 1). The relative density of points is represented using a heat map, where hot colors indicate high densities.
b) Same as a for r = 4. c) Same as a for r = 25 (parameters: ν̄ = 14.5 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms, N = 3, K = 1, r = 1, 4 , 25).
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Figure 41. Two-dimensional sections through phase space for different values of spike onset rapidness r for
N = 20: Surface of the phases of neuron 2 and 3 whenever neuron 1 spikes for low rapidness (r = 1). The relative density of
points is represented using a heat map, where hot colors indicate high densities. b) Same as a for r = 10. c) Same as a for
r = 25 (parameters: ν̄ = 14.5 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms, N = 3, K = 1, r = 1, 10 , 25).

Figure 42. Two-dimensional sections through phase space for different values of spike onset rapidness r for
N = 200: Surface of the phases of neuron 2 and 3 whenever neuron 1 spikes for low rapidness (r = 1). The relative density of
points is represented using a heat map, where hot colors indicate high densities. b) Same as a for r = 25. c) Same as a for
r = 250 (parameters: ν̄ = 14.5 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms, N = 3, K = 1, r = 1, 25 , 250).

custom code written in Julia and C++ making use of the Automatically Tuned Linear Algebra Software (ATLAS)
for matrix multiplications in the Gram–Schmidt procedure and the Message Passing Interface (MPI) for the parallel
implementation of the simulations. For the reorthonormalization, we chose a parallel recursive blocked version of the
Gram–Schmidt procedure [5]. Constant external input currents were adapted to obtain a desired global firing rate,
for a fair comparison across different values of AP onset rapidness r. The convergence of the Lyapunov spectrum
across different initial conditions is shown in Fig. 45. The shaded lines correspond to different initial conditions,
dashed lines indicate standard error of the mean. Even for such large networks, the numerically precise event-based
implementation fully converges. The neutral Lyapunov exponent converges to zero across multiple orders of magnitude
(Fig. 45b). The dynamical entropy rate per spike of the multilayered network is considerably smaller than in random
networks. A reason for that might be the occurrence of very high firing rate in some neurons with low firing rates in
other neurons, possibly because the balance inequality (Eq. 68) is not satisfied. The dynamical entropy rate per spike
is known to decrease for high firing rates (See Fig. 26).

Figure 4 f, g of main paper: We also studied the dynamics of networks with a structured microscopic architecture
to corroborate our main results. We used second order networks (SONETS), which are random networks where
two synapse motifs and connection probabilities are varied, while keeping higher order structures random [9]. This
is achieved by using dichotomized Gaussian random variables with a desired covariance structure to generate the
topology [10]. In an Erdős–Rényi graph only the connection probability p = K/(N − 1) = P (Aij = 1) is fixed, hence
for any two synapses, the joint probability of being connected is P (Aij = 1, Akl = 1) = p2. In SONETS, also the joint
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Figure 43. Local Lyapunov exponent reveal stable and unstable phase space regions of chaotic attractor in small
networks N = 3, r = 1: a) Poincaré section of the phases of neuron 2 and 3 whenever neuron 1 spikes. The first local
Lyapunov exponents (LLE) at each point is color-coded, red colors indicate local instability, blue indicates local stability. b)
Same as a for third LLE. The second LLE is trivially zero (neutral direction, not shown). The associated density of states is
depicted in Fig. 40a (parameters: ν̄ = 14.5 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms, K = 1, r = 1).

Figure 44. Local Lyapunov exponent reveal stable and unstable phase space regions of chaotic attractor in small
networks N = 3, r = 4: Poincaré section of the phases of neuron 2 and 3 whenever neuron 1 spikes. The first local Lyapunov
exponents (LLE) at each point is color-coded, red colors indicate local instability, blue indicates local stability. b) Same as a
for third LLE. The second LLE is trivially zero (neutral direction, not shown). The associated density of states is depicted in
Fig. 40b (parameters: ν̄ = 14.5 Hz, J0 = 1, τm = 10 ms, N = 3, K = 1, r = 4).

probability of two connections P (Aij = 1, Akl = 1) = p2(1 + αx) is fixed, where αx is the respective motif frequency
αx = {αreciprocal, αconverging, αdiverging, αchain}. αconverging is proportional to the variance of the indegree Kin, αdiverging
is proportional to the variance of the outdegree Kout and αchain is proportional to the covariance of the indegree Kin
and the outdegree Kout. Using this approach, we interpolated excitatory-excitatory connectivity from a random graph
to a graph with the second order motif structure found experimentally in superficial cortical layers [8]. Again we fixed
the average network firing rate by adapting the external current Iext. We used excitatory-inhibitory networks with
NI = 2000, NE = 8000, η = 0.9, ε = 0.3. The excitatory-excitatory adjacency matrix was interpolated between
a directed Erdős–Rényi graph and a SONET with the experimentally found motif structure. While varying second
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Probability from

to

L2/3e L2/3i L4e L4i L5e L5i L6e L6i
L2/3e 0.101 0.169 0.044 0.082 0.032 0 0.008 0
L2/3i 0.135 0.137 0.032 0.052 0.075 0 0.004 0
L4e 0.008 0.006 0.050 0.135 0.007 0.0003 0.045 0
L4i 0.069 0.003 0.079 0.160 0.003 0 0.106 0
L5e 0.10 0.062 0.051 0.006 0.083 0.373 0.020 0
L5i 0.055 0.027 0.026 0.002 0.060 0.316 0.009 0
L6e 0.016 0.007 0.021 0.017 0.057 0.020 0.040 0.225
L6i 0.036 0.001 0.003 0.001 0.028 0.008 0.066 0.144

number of neurons external input
L2/3e 20683 3.6923
L2/3i 5834 12.272
L4e 21915 4.5737 94.0675
L4i 5479 16.5517 106.0455
L5e 4850 19.6825
L5i 1065 85.1521
L6e 14395 9.6156 99.1084
L6i 2948 34.0002 123.491

Table I. Wiring probabilities and number of neurons per population in cortical column model.
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Figure 45. Lyapunov exponents for cortical column model convergence over orders of magnitude: a) gray lines:
some Lyapunov exponents for ten different initial conditions, solid color lines: averages, dotted color lines: averages ± double
standard errors. r = 10, where the largest Lyapunov exponent is maximal. b) Convergence of the neutral Lyapunov exponent.
Grey lines: absolute value of neutral Lyapunov exponent for three initial conditions, black line: average of absolute values of
neutral Lyapunov exponents across initial conditions, red line: power law fit using the Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm with
exponent −0.7.

order motifs can generally change the largest Lyapunov exponent, dynamical entropy and the attractor dimensionality
by a factor of ≈ 3, we demonstrate that the importance of action potential onset rapidness prevails.

XXII. EXPERIMENTALLY MEASURED ACTION POTENTIAL (AP) ONSET RAPIDNESS IN
CORTICAL CIRCUITS

Action potential initiation is an important bottleneck for cortical information transmission. Only the information
a neuron encodes in its spike train can be used by its local network, by subsequent processing stages and, ultimately,
to guide behavior. Experimental studies estimated that the spiking output of a cortical neuron contains twenty- to
one hundred fold less information about the synaptic input than its membrane potential [42]. This might not come as
a surprise because the membrane potential carries more information about the dense stream of incoming postsynaptic
potentials than the temporally sparse sequence of outgoing action potentials. However, the finding highlights the
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gatekeeping function of the action potential generation mechanism for the information transmission: it decides which
aspects of the membrane potential are reflected in the outgoing spike train.

In this paragraph, we want to relate the rapidness in the idealized mathemtically tractable rapid theta model with
realistic values of spike onset rapidness based on effective neurons models fitted to experimental data.

Experimental findings revealed a surprisingly broad encoding bandwidth of cortical neurons: high-frequency input
components of a stimulus immersed in noise are reliably encoded in the outgoing spike trains up to frequencies of
several hundred Hertz. This has been first reported in acute slice preparations of regular-spiking layer 5 pyramidal
cells of the rat somatosensory cortex for mean-modulated fluctuations [43] and was also later found for variance-
modulated fluctuations later [44]. Independent studies confirmed the broad bandwidth using a protocol with weaker
stimulation strength both in the time and frequency domain [45–48].

Theoretical predictions Theoretical studies predict that a rapid spike onset is necessary for the ultra-fast response
in a feedforward architecture. Ensembles of neurons with instantaneous spike onset, such as leaky integrate-and-fire
neurons [21], can transmit signals in the variance channel unattenuated for arbitrarily high frequencies [22, 49]. For
the mean-modulation channel, however, the output amplitude declines ∝ 1√

f
[49]. More generally, high spike onset

rapidness increases the population encoding bandwidth. This relationship between broad encoding bandwidth and
high action potential (AP) onset rapidness was first directly demonstrated in the exponential integrate-and-fire model,
whose AP onset rapidness is changeable [16]. A strong influence of spike onset on high-frequency encoding was also
predicted by Naundorf and colleagues [18, 19]. Wei and Wolf confirmed this analytically using a mathematically
tractable piecewise linear neuron model, which allows an analytical calculation of the frequency response for different
AP onset rapidness [20]. In numerical simulations of multi-compartment conductance-based models, which reproduce
the initiation of spikes in the axon initial segment, fast AP onset at the initiation site was necessary for encoding high
frequencies [48].

Experimental confirmations These theoretical predictions on the importance of rapid AP onset for high-frequency
encoding were confirmed in several experiments. In a recent study, different ways of decreasing the AP onset rapidness
all impaired the ability to encode high-frequency stimulus components into the spike train [48]. In this experiment, the
AP onset rapidness was decreased in slices of rat visual cortex first by decreasing extracellular sodium concentration by
partially substituting NaCl by choline chloride in the extracellular solution. Secondly, the effective density of voltage-
gated sodium channels (NaV ) was reduced by blocking voltage-gated sodium channels using small concentrations
of tetrodotoxin (TTX) locally at the site of the axon initial segment (AIS). Both manipulations had the effect of
impairing the high-frequency encoding. A similar impaired high-frequency encoding was observed in neurons from
juvenile animals (P9 - P13), which naturally have a slower AP onset [48]. However, the underlying mechanism of
the rapid spike onset is still a largely open question of interest for both biophysical modeling and electrophysiological
experiments.

Experimentally measured AP onset rapidness While it is experimentally challenging to measure the trans-
membrane potential at the axon initial segment, somatic measurements of the membrane potential are routinely
performed. Mathematical neuron models of different complexity have been fitted to the membrane potential for a
time-varying input stimulus. A univariate integrate-and-fire type model, that has been fitted to experimental data
with surprisingly accurate results is the exponential integrate-and-fire neuron [16].

dV

dt
= 1

τm

(
E − V + △T exp

(
V − VT

△T

))
, (83)

△T is a paramter to vary the instability at the spike onset which is called spike slope factor. Small △T corresponds
to large values of spike onset rapidness.

Various experiments fitted recorded voltage traces based on time-varying injected currents [50–56] (see table II). We
used two methods to convert the experimentally measured values of spike onset rapidness of theses fitted exponential
integrate-and-fire models into spike onset rapidness of the rapid theta model. In the first method, EIF and rapid
theta model have the same slope dV̇

dV at the unstable fixed point (in case of no external input). In order to do so, we
calculated the slope of the V̇ − V −curve of the fitted EIF neuron for V̇ = 0 and converted to dimensionless variables
by multiplying by τm:

rV̇ =0 = dV̇

dV
(V̇ = 0) · τm

In the second method, the EIF model and rapid theta model have the same curvature at the vertex, where V̇ takes
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∆T (mV) VT −E (mV) rVG
rV̇ =0 neurons species cell type/location Reference

1.2 ± 0.4 12.6 10.5 12.1 n = 14 mouse layer 5 pyramidal neurons (pn) [50]
1.34 ± 0.550 29.8 22.2 24.5 n = 31

male Wistar rats

layer 2/3 pn [52]
1.28 ± 0.394 23.2 18.2 20.2 n = 29 layer 4 pn [52]
1.35 ± 0.523 20.1 14.9 16.8 n = 29 slender-tufted layer 5 pn [52]
1.16 ± 0.479 15.7 13.5 14.8 n = 47 thick-tufted layer 5 pn [52]
1.00±0.35 20.4 20.4 22.6 n = 5 male B6CBF1 mice thick-tufted layer 5 pn [53]
only histogram n = 10 male C57Bl/6J mouse layer 5 pn [55]
only histogram n = 6 GABAergic cortical interneurons [51]

Table II. Experimentally measured values of action potential onset rapidness, where rV̇ =0 = dV̇
dV

(V̇ = 0) · τm and rVG = VT −E
∆T

its minimum value, which is in case of the rapid theta model also the glue point VG. The value rVG
is thus given by:

rVG
= VT −E

∆T

Table II gives both rV̇ =0 and rVG
converted from the EIF model fitted to experimental data recorded in various

cell types.
These experimental findings unanimously indicate high values of spike onset rapidness obtained by both methods

(r ∈ [10.5, 22.6]) - more than one order of magnitude higher than the classical theta model with r = 1 [2]. This
is consistent with earlier reports of high spike onset rapidness [18, 19, 50, 51] and consistent with a strong voltage
dependence of the escape rate in spike response models [55]. The experimentally fitted values of spike onset rapidness
are inside the sparse chaos regime we found in balanced networks of rapid theta neurons (Figure 5 c and d of main
paper). Our scaling analysis shows that the peak rapidness rpeak is independent of network size N for large networks
but depends on membrane time constant, coupling strength, firing rate and the mean number of synapses per neuron.
As these parameters do not vary by orders of magnitude across the cortex, we propose that many cortical circuits
operate in the sparse chaos regime.

How well streams of spikes from one circuit can control spiking dynamics in the subsequent circuit limits its ability
to encode information. It is presumably harder to control very chaotic networks by input spike trains. Therefore, we
conjecture that high spike onset rapidness facilitates network state control and information transmission of subsequent
circuits.

XXIII. MINIMAL EXAMPLE FOR JULIA

The following code for Julia (www.julialang.org) Version 1.0 demonstrates the event-based simulations by cal-
culating the Poincaré sections displayed in Fig. 40a. Performant code for calculating Lyapunov spectra is available
upon request.

using PyPlot
function poincare()
Ncalc = 10^7 # number of spikes in calculation
A = 0 .<[0 0 0;1 0 1;0 1 0] # define connectivity matrix
phi = rand(3) # initialize neurons
pAll = Float64[]

for s = 1:Ncalc
pMax,j = findmax(phi) # find next spiking neuron j
dt = pi/2-pMax # calculate next spike time
phi.+= dt # evolve phases till next spike time
p = A[:,j] # postsynaptic neurons
phi[p] = atan.(tan.(phi[p]).-1) # update postsynaptic neurons
phi[j] = -pi/2 # reset spiking neuron to -π/2

j==1 && append!(pAll,phi[2:3]) # save neuron 2 & 3 whenever neuron 1 spikes
end

www.julialang.org
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plot(2pAll[1:2:end], 2pAll[2:2:end],",k",alpha=0.01); axis("off")
end

XXIV. SCALE INVARIANCES OF THE THETA MODEL

We note that the rapid theta in the parametrization introduced in the main text has several scale-invariances.
This means, certain reparametrizations of pairs of the network parameters τm, J0 and I give rise to exactly the
same network dynamics with identical spike times. We now demonstrate these scale-invariances and describe their
implications for the interpretation of the results. We first consider the QIF model:

τm
dV

dt
= V 2 + Iext

where Iext = I0
√

K = τm
√

KJ0νw. So

τm
dV

dt
= V 2 + τm

√
KJ0νw

A. Scaling J0 and νw by factor α > 0

τm
dV

dt
= V 2 + α2τm

√
KJ0νw

Rescaling voltage and time using V = αV̂ and t̂ = αt, with dt̂ = αdt :

τmα
dV̂

dt̂/α
= α2V̂ 2 + α2τm

√
KJ0νw

After dividing both sides by α2 :

τm
dV̂

dt̂
= V̂ 2 + τm

√
KJ0νw

Thus, we arrived at identical dynamics for V̂ after rescaling time. Note that when receiving input spikes, the voltage
experiences a jump of − αJ0√

K
(due to the scaling of J0). Given the voltage rescaling V = αV̂ this corresponds to a jump

of − J0√
K

in the rescaled voltage V̂ . This scale invariance arises from the homogeneity of the QIF voltage dynamics,
where all terms scale consistently under the transformations V → αV̂ and t → αt̂. Specifically, if F (V ) = V 2, then
rescaling V by α results in α2V̂ 2, and the dV

dt term also scales by α2 after the time rescaling. Moreover, as for QIF,
reset and threshold are −∞ and ∞ respectively, voltage can be rescaled. This invariance generally does not hold for
neuron models whose dynamics lack this homogeneity or who have a finite reset Vre or threhold Vth. In the case, of
finite Vre or Vth, these also have to be rescaled accordingly to find the identical network dynamics.

B. Scaling τm and J0 by a Factor β > 0

Consider scaling τm to βτm and J0to βJ0:

βτm
dV

dt
= V 2 + β2τm

√
KJ0νw
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Rescaling voltage:V = βV̂ :

β2τm
dV̂

dt
= β2V̂ 2 + β2τm

√
KJ0νw

Dividing by β2 :

τm
dV̂

dt
= V̂ 2 + τm

√
KJ0νw

Note that time is not rescaled.

C. Scaling τm and νw by a Factor γ > 0 and 1
γ

Consider scaling τm to γτm and νwto νw
γ :

γτm
dV

dt
= V 2 + γτm

√
KJ0

νw
γ

Rescaling time: t = γt̂, so dt = γdt̂:

τm
dV

dt̂
= V 2 + τm

√
KJ0νw

Thus, the dynamics of V as a function of the rescaled time t̂are identical to the original dynamics of V as a function
of t.

In conclusion, we find three interrelated scale-invariances of the QIF model. The last scale-invariance is generic and
also exists for other integrate-and-fire type models, as it relies on rescaling the time, related to the arbitrariness in
which units time is measured (τm is the only timescale of the system and could be in milliseconds, seconds or hours).
The other two rely on the homogeneity of the QIF dynamics.

D. Scale invariances of the rapid theta model

The same three scale invariances also hold for the rapid theta model

τm
dV

dt
=
{

aS(V − VG)2 + τm
√

KJ0νw for V ≤ VG

aU(V − VG)2 + τm
√

KJ0νw for V > VG.
(84)

Let’s define center the voltage Ṽ = V − VG. The original equation becomes:

τm
dṼ

dt
=
{

aSṼ 2 + τm
√

KJ0νw for Ṽ ≤ 0
aUṼ 2 + τm

√
KJ0νw for Ṽ > 0.

(85)

We observe that the piecewise equation for Ṽ obeys the same homogeneity.
Now considering multiplying J0 and νw by a factor α:

τm
dṼ

dt
=
{

aSṼ 2 + α2τm
√

KJ0νw for Ṽ ≤ 0
aUṼ 2 + α2τm

√
KJ0νw for Ṽ > 0.

(86)
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Then rescaling voltage Ṽ = αV̂ and rescaling time t̂ = αt, so dt̂ = αdt gives

α2τm
dṼ

dt
=
{

aSα2Ṽ 2 + α2τm
√

KJ0νw for Ṽ ≤ 0
aUα2Ṽ 2 + α2τm

√
KJ0νw for Ṽ > 0.

(87)

which yields the initial dynamics with rescaled time. The other two scale invariances also hold for the rapid theta
model. For the second invariance (scaling τm and J0 by β), the derivation follows analogously to the QIF case, applied
separately to both pieces of the piecewise definition, leveraging the homogeneity on both branches. Similarly, the
third invariance (scaling τm and νw) holds due to the time rescaling argument, which is independent of the specific
form of voltage dynamics.
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