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Abstract— Neuromodulatory receptors in presynaptic position
have the ability to suppress synaptic transmission for secals to
minutes when fully engaged. This effectively alters the syaptic
strength of a connection. Much work on neuromodulation has
rested on the assumption that these effects are uniform at
every neuron. However, there is considerable evidence to ggest
that presynaptic regulation may be in effect synapse-spdit.
This would define a second "weight modulation” matrix, which
reflects presynaptic receptor efficacy at a given site. Here av
explore functional consequences of this hypothesis. By alyaing
and comparing the weight matrices of networks trained on
different aspects of a task, we identify the potential for a dw
complexity "modulation matrix”, which allows to switch bet ween
differently trained subtasks while retaining general performance
characteristics for the task. This means that a given netwdc
can adapt itself to different task demands by regulating its
release of neuromodulators. Specifically, we suggest that)( a
network can provide optimized responses for related clascation
tasks without the need to train entirely separate networks ad
(b) a network can blend a "memory mode” which aims at
reproducing memorized patterns and a "novelty mode” which
aims to facilitate classification of new patterns. We relatethis
work to the known effects of neuromodulators on brain-state
dependent processing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Neuromodulators (NM’s) such as dopamine, serotonin
acetylcholine have the capacity to activate presynaptiepge
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distribution of receptors at a presynaptic site is capalfle o
reflecting experience on a similar time-scale as long-term
potentiation, which influences the strength of glutamaterg
transmission [9].

This paper explores the functional significance of presynap
tic neuromodulatory receptors and their localization.

We choose conventional, fully trained neural networks as
experimental material. Even though work in computational
neuroscience during the past decade has shifted the focus
within its major paradigm towards the investigation of pre-
cision in spike timing and the importance of short-term vari
ability in synaptic transmission, network plasticity isllsor
the most part modelled by long-term potentiation as a way to
set synaptic weights.

Thus the mechanisms for network plasticity are essentially
the same in both artificial and biological networks, even
though tighter constraints on architecture and a limiteg- pr
cision of synaptic weights need to be imposed on biological
models.

We have therefore opted for conventionally trained neural
networks as starting points for an investigation on howyres
naptic modulation of synaptic weights may affect the fuorcti
BF biological networks in a state-dependent way.

Behavioral evidence shows that neuromodulators affeet per

tors, located at axon boutons and involved in the regulatigfymance on recognition and learning tasks in ways that are
of both glutamate and GABA release [1], [2], [3]. For thejearly measurable yet difficult to conceptualize [10], Jj11
most part, these receptors depress synaptic transmissien Weqr instance, dopamine and noradrenaline have been ligked t
they become activated by a strong neuromodulatory signgle ideas of "attention”, "arousal”, "novelty” and "rewdrd
Neuromodulatory signals are generated by phasic incre’ise%/lathematically, they are usually analysed as regulating a

firing of e.g. dopamine or serotonin neurons (located inraiantsing|e global parameter. This may guide reinforcemenniear

brain areas such as the ventral tegmental area or dorsai)rap,qg

and their effects generally last for seconds to minutes[§}],
[6].

The plasticity expressed by NM receptors points to
targeted regulation at specific presynaptic sites [7], T8lis

[12], set thresholds for signal detection [13] or altee t
level of (recurrent) connectivity [14]. Here we propose an
alternative mathematical model, the existence of a second
Ratrix of stored values designed to be subtracted or added
to the primary matrix. Obviously, the computational power

means that the capacity for synaptic depression upon engage,ressed by weight modulation goes considerably beyond
ment of a NM receptor will be different for each synapsgnat of a global parameter. However, we also aim to show
The amount of change in synaptic strength is governed by #igy; the idea of weight modulation, which is synapse-specifi
distribution and efficacy of presynaptic receptors at a @iveyq experience-dependent, is entirely compatible with the
time. Plasticity in the distribution of NM receptors happengeneralized notion of a subtle modulation of task execution
on a similar time-scale as long-term potentiation (hours fQhich |eaves basic performance intact. Thus we provide a
induction, days to weeks at least for retention). Thus thgeoretical basis towards further conceptualizing the raf
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brain state. These modulations become specifically interesting when we
are faced with a task or aspects of task performance, which
[I. FUNCTION OF PRESYNAPTICNM RECEPTORS cannot be solved by a single optimal distribution of weights

- ) o For instance, a set of weights that classifies one set of
Synapse-specific modulation of neural transmission meghsiterns well may be less well adapted for another set of

that a given weight matrix may be switched to a differerfatems. In this case, rather than choosing a weight matrix
but related one upon engagement of presynaptic receptqfs; covers both patterns in a suboptimal way, or learnirdy an
More precisely, this "switch” will be often gradual, leadin \5intaining two separate networks for each set of patterns,
to a blending of stored weight values in at least two matricege prain’s solution may have been to combine different
(Since there are a number of different presynaptic receptafeight sets within a single network, and provide stimulus-
each targeted by a different substance, the brain may @egecific switching between them. Rather than training cfe
with several modulation matrices. Alternatively, we mightatvorks from scratch, the brain may thus reduce training
define a single matrix for the extreme values when all re“ept(?:omplexity on highly related tasks. This will work when a
are engaged, and the look at the various intermediate stajesi. performance on each aspect of the task is guaranteed
This question is not further addressed in this paper, raier it ejther weight distribution. Furthermore, if the wetgh
experiments are carried out with a single modulation mptrix, e similar and derived from each other, incomplete switche

Since these effects are global on a short time scale throu%‘l’ends) will produce intermediate results without diging
out the brain, much work on neuromodulation has rested ggsic task performance. In a similar vein, the brain’s amswe
the assumption that these effects are also uniform at egghne problem of how to store patterns precisely for mem-
neuron or synapse. But recently, experimental evidence R ation but also in a more generalized, noisy fashion to
emerged to the effect that NM receptors may indeed kgjjitate classification of novel patterns may have been to
individually regulated by a host of intracellular pathway®l  5ccommodate both: a set of weights that closely represents a
gene expression mechanisms [7], [8], overlapping with thgecific pattern set, and modifications to this weight matrix
mechanisms that guide glutamatergic strength (such as AMBftain a looser fit, and promote generalization. In this page
receptor regulation). present two specific examples for task modification that @n b

The activation of presynaptic NM receptors may be concegsalized by synaptic switching between two weight sets each
tualized as fast switching of synaptic weights - where "aspptimized for a specific aspect of the task. The application
refers to the time required to produce a strong neuromodujg-taken from the realm of face identification and recognitio
tory signal in response to a specific stimulus (approxiryatebf emotional expressions of faces. The examples presented
100 ms) (Figurél1). are very simple and designed to exemplify the principle of
weight modulation rather than present a technical solution
They are primarily meant to illustrate the computationakpo

d/ of presynaptic receptors, once we accept the notion that the

g — localization of NM receptors may be functionally regulated

- - Wu// rather than uniformly distributed.

W/ w al I1l. M ODULATION OF TASK PERFORMANCE

w In the first example, we classify a set of patterns in a
combined task (face identification and recognition of emo-
Fig. 1. Synaptic Switching tional expression) by supervised learning. We show that the
performance of the network for each of the subtasks searate
The change will usually last for several seconds to minutesan be improved beyond the maximum performance for the
with termination of the effect being tightly regulated by avhole task. Even though this means that performance for
number of complex factors such as re-uptake mechanisii® other subtask goes down and the combined error level
continuing firing of NM neurons and excitation levels of theemains constant, we have identified a situation, wherecbasi
neuron (e.g. calcium and cAMP-levels). task performance is guaranteed and synaptic switchinaallo
Synaptic switching can be realized by introducing a sean allocation of precision in memory to one rather than the
ond matrix that can be used to reset specific weights ather task. Thus a network can adapt itself towards a focus
a primary matrix. Physiologically, this corresponds to then face identification or a focus on emotional recognition
capacity of local regulation of NM receptor activation bypy engaging a neuromodulatory signal that subtly alters the
both transporter and receptor placement and efficacy. & thveight distribution.
way, both depression and release from depression of fasiWe created a network based on an input representation
glutamatergic/GABAergic signalling can be realized by thfor a face image and trained on both face identification and
neural system. recognition of emotional expression.
Fast synaptic switching allows specific modulations of task The data were taken from a publicly accessible database
performance in trained neural networks. [15]. 53 different persons were used, and three differerdg-em




tions (neutral, smiling, crying) were contained in the 9 o | | | @)
different patterns). Images were scaled and normalized to a =
size of 20x20 pixels which comprised the input of the network I . Q

For task A (identification), the output consisted in 6 bitdiog

for 53 classes, for task B (emotional recognition), the autp
consisted in 3 bits coding for each emotional expression. A
general backpropagation algorithm was used to obtain weigh
matrices for a network with architecture 400x80x9 trained o
both tasks simultaneously. After 4000 iterations of thatray
set we receive a fairly constant result of approximately 73% = ER. o s
(face ID) and 86% (emotional recognition) correctnesse (se

Table [, combined network). s g s 0 o5 :

hidden unit
2
3
(o

Fig. 2. Differences between Tasks A and B are localized

network A B combined
face identification 93% | 62% | 73%
emotional recognition| 75% | 96% | 86%

TABLE |
OPTIMIZATION FOR DIFFERENT ASPECTS OF A TASK

The weight matrix is then stored and copied twice. One copy
is further trained on only subtask A, the other on subtask B.
This improves performance considerably for either task A or
B, and results in small losses in the task not trained (s.eTabl
M network A and network B).
The reduction of training complexity compared to training
and storing two different netv.vorks '.“ay not seem significant ig. 3. Source Units for Strongest Weight Difference betw@asks A and
the case of a back-propagation trained neural network. @ut
a living neural system which takes hours to days to change
individual synaptic weights, the issue of training time t(no
storage area) is a huge problem. Furthermore the advantagé/e may also compare the hidden representations for se-
of having a coarse, roughly correct system which undergdested patterns.
subtle modulation as needed in contrast to a set of highly
specialized modules cannot be overestimated.
In a technical sense, whenever we are dealing with a
situation, where a sequential focus on subtasks occurs, b
a basic level of performance needs to be maintained at al
times, this technique of "weight splitting” into two diffent,
but similar sets of weights will optimize performance begon
the level of a single set of weights and a generalized conabine
ability.
We may analyze the complexity of the mechanism by a
weight difference map for networks A and B (Figlile 2). Very

small differences in weight< 0.03) are not shown. Fig. 4. Hidden Representations for subtasks and trainesonies: left panel:
This results in a picture with significant differences Omy i"smllmg" faces , right panel: face no 23, upper: network Awer: network
B

certain columns rather than others (the figure shows a cutout

from the complete network). Figure[3, left panel shows the representations that result
We can see that the differences involve selected synapfigeen superimposing all patterns with "smiling” face expres
and are fairly local, clustering in certain regions of theuh sion, the right panel shows the representations for alepatt
space. The source units, connected to these sites of sstongsr face id #23. In both cases, we see that the represeniation
discrepancy are are shown in Figliie 3, on a 20x20 layout. dfimilar, but not identical for networks A and B. This creates
particular, weights encoding features for the eye and mouihsituation, where blending of two networks can be applied
region are affected by changes in the task setting. without losing basic performance [S11V). In contrast, tifere
This means that the given example has a low complexity involved in training two different networks independentlith
the additional training needed for the switching mechanismessentially highly similar outcomes would not be justified.



Another reason for applying synaptic switching rather thadifferent networks that are highly similar but differentoeigh
continued training of a combinatory task consists in the selected synaptic weights to subtly alter task perforrean
assumption that we cannot substitute panel 1, B (optim#d) in The comparison of the difference in weights between the
panel 2, B (suboptimal) without affecting panel 2 A (optinaltwo networks is shown in Figurgl 5. There is no clearly
as well. A mathematical analysis of the "restriction of eptidiscernible structure to the weight difference diagranusth
mality” will help to establish this empirical observatiofhis we would expect complexity to be higher in this case.
should show that certain feature nodes are specificallgtaife

and cannot exist in a single "best” position independenhef t 0 \/ v D

task that they are used for. R
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IV. M ODULATION OF GENERALIZATION PERFORMANCE
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Another modulation that can be implemented with the help
of synaptic switching concerns the trade-off between patte

hidden unit

storage and generalization. Generally, training a netwatk “

optimization for the error level for storing a pattern may ¥ @ VARY

lead to "overfitting”, i.e. a decrease in generalizationfqer ’r I %

mance, when the learned discriminant becomes too irregular Y a0 e we  ms a0 e o ww

input unit

A number of techniques have been proposed to influence the T ‘ ‘ |
degree of generalization vs. the storage of patterns (eagly’ 2 s o 05 o o0s 1 15 2

stopping”, "weight decay” [16]). This trade-off is gendyal
regarded to be resolved at the discretion of the modeller in

acaordance V\tltlth ta:l: re?]wremert'ltfﬁ brai h ol An interesting possibility that is supported by the physio-
ere we attempt to show that the brain may have imp ?dgical evidence is partial weight modulation. There argees

mented t.his. design decision with th? help of neuromodutatiq[i Ily two different mechanisms for that, some combinatidn
The basic idea that neuromodulation may regulate tradeﬂ%ich probably occurs in the brain. One mechanism assumes

bgtween dpgtte;'n stolrage 1a7nd r;]ovel tﬁlassn;:ccatmn _haf b%e artial activation of receptor sites by a limited increase
pioneered by Hasselmo [17], where the seli-organization 8f neuromodulator availability. This would result in a lare

feedfqrward connections was (_Jles_cril_aed as ben.efiting frgm Sltfhange of weight values. The other mechanism assumes that
pression of strongly modified intrinsic connections assiac anly a percentage of receptor sites are activated fully emoth

with specific ;I)ngrtlearntmtg. ;’he m(;echtanlsrg ?r?posefdlherer'éceptors being decoupled or desensitized. This wouldtresu
more general, but a state-dependent modulation ot learniy potentially skewed change in weight values.

vs. storage o_ptimization seems to be one of the tasks OfFigure[B shows the effects of both techniques on per-
neuromodulaﬂon: . . ... _..formance measures for the generalization-storage trfide-o
We select a training and a test set from the face |dent|f|nat|%n

problem. The training set consists of 100 patterns (2 fohea, dpoints of the trajectories for storage and generatizatre
: jven by the values in Tabld Il. Interestingly, shutting afber-
face) and the test set of 50 patterns (1 for each face rando \ y e vares | e ingly, shutting af

tage of the receptors leads to fluctuations in performanc
selected). %d

. ioht-d back , lorith 6 ashed line), while the linear interpolation approxinsate
Using a weight-decay backpropagation algorithm, we fir Brresponding linear change in performance (continumes.li

obtain a network which performs well on the training set and
minimizes the error in generalization (see Tahble Il, nekwor

A, 1500 iterations, architecture of the network is 400-10-3

Fig. 5. Weight difference diagram for networks A and B.

< @
network training | generalization E E
A (trained for generalization)|| 71% 72% 2 TR 2
B (trained for memorization)|| 98% 68% ol N
TABLE I * '
OVERFITTING: % OF CORRECT PATTERNS FOR MORE OR LESS HIGHLY “r .
TRAINED NETWORKS 3or e

—— linear interpolation
— — % of modulated weights
. . .

Then, we perform additional training (without weight deray
to improve the network’s capability to recall the trainingtal
(network B, additional 4000 iterations). This training uks Fig. 6. Partial Weight Modulation: Effects on performance
in 98% correct identification of the faces in the training
set, but slightly decreases the generalization perforeanc Finally, another way to compare the weight matrices that
By this method, as in the previous example, we obtain twesult from training for storage versus training for gehera

L L L L L L
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100



ization is to look at the distribution of actual weight vaduelevels of related tasks individually. We have applied this t
(FigurelI). classification of faces according to identity versus redomm

of an emotional expression and to the memorization of face
images versus the ability to classify novel images.

The basic idea of fast synaptic switching is not novel.
A related form of synaptic switching within a neural pro-
cessing network has been explored in the context of the
"dynamic link architecture” [21], [22], [23]. The dynamic
link architecture has been mostly used for the extractiah an
storage of invariants in perceptual processing. Its ptessib
link to the physiological substrate of neuromodulation has

Fig. 7. Weight distribution for networks A (left) and B (righ been explicitly explored. But the dynamic link architeetur

, . incorporates techniques for learning not only the primary

~ We can see that the variance for the generalizing netwqflgight matrix, but also a secondary matrix which stores
is lower (1.2) than for the storing network (2.0). This is ifytormation on the target weights that undergo switchingr O
accordance with the observation that weight decay helps, ik has not addressed the question of a "learning rule’Her t
achieving better generalization. Physiologically, weigiod- weight modulation matrix, i.e. the placement of presyrapti

ulation may have the side effect of decreasing the range @tentors. Rather we have explicitly constructed complete
synaptic strengths. Here we can see that this feature ma& h@)y trained weight matrices by conventional means, and
been applied in a functionally useful way by the brain. explored the consequences of being able to blend or switch

Similarly, we may compare the firing rate distribution fOfe 1y neuromodulatory signals. We have however made the
both networks (Figurgl8). observation that the complexity of learning can be exprbsse
by the number of receptors that have to be placed.

We have taken care to ensure that the results are compatible
with the forms of state-dependent processing which have
been documented as behavioral modifications due to neuro-
modulatory function. Subtle alterations in task perforoean
due to engagement of neuromodulator receptors provide a
form of adaptivity that ensures basic performance but alow
task-specific optimization. We feel that this descriptioh o
neuromodulatory function provides a framework for further
experimental and theoretical studies.

This shows that the network optimized for storage has”cknowledgments:We want to thank Pramod Gupta, Tony
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