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W e exhibit a m athem atical fram ework to represent the neural dynam ics at cortical level. The
description of neuraldynam ics w ith colum nar m odularity is based both on neuroscience and infor-
m atics, w hereas they correspond w ith the conventional form ulas in statisticalphysics. A swe showed
In visualm ap fom ations [1], neural system s can share the wellkknown properties in other physical
system s. W e Insist that the typical characters of selforganizing m ap is determm ined not by the de—
tailed and com plex interaction rulesbut by the topology of lattice and feature space. T he collective
neural phenom ena can be understood and predicted through som e param eters in a general energy
form with symm etry transform invariance. W e apply our m ethod to already exhibited and veri ed
m odels in cortical m ap formm ations, such as the elastic net m odel and K ohonen’s selforganizing
feature m ap algorithm , in addition out suggestion for the lateral interaction m odel in ref. [1,12].

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

A fter the detailed dynam ics of single neuron are re—
vealed, there are m uch challenge at cellular level to ex—
plain how brainsthink. T hose studies ofphysicalm odels,
such as the netw orks of coupled oscillators [4,14], are fo—
cused on getting biological realisn of the neural com pu—
tation m odels. However the success of the basic neural
network m odels, based on the connectional fram ew ork
between sin ple cells, In the application of am alladaptive
system s, they are inherently problem atic in the appre—
hension of collective neural phenom ena and higher cog—
niive behavior in realbrain. And also there are attem pt
to see through the neural processing at di erent levels,
the functionalm odulariy ofneurons orthe sym bolic pro—
cessing architecture. Before the physiological evidence
of repetitive cortical blocks, there were proposals of the
m odularity within neighbor neurons, called cell assem —
blies (CAs), considering the high din ensional attribute
and faculty of neurons [H]. It is tendency of neurons to
aggregate togetherw ith sim ilar functional specializations
and m ake organizations hierachically. Though di erent
classi cations and nam es for neural clusters, we adopt
the suggestion that neuron —m inicolum n - thypercolum n)
—macrocolim n — cortex area — hem isphere, where m ini-
colum n is a candidate for \the repeating pattem of cir-
cuitry" or \the iterated m odular unit" [@].

In this paper, we will exhbit an originalm athem ati-
cal fram ew ork, noted brie y and nam ed the brebundle
map EBM ) methods in ref. [I], and show how to repre—
sent neuraldynam ics generally w ith fiinctionalm odular-
iy. Obviously there exist another m athem atical fram e—
work to represent the neuraldynam ics In reduced space.
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K ohonen set up the m athem atical prelin inaries, called
the feature m aps, In vector space and led the successive
models n arti cial and physiologic neural netw orkslig].
Sym bolic processing architectures also suggest the de—
scription of neural com putations at the cognitive and
rational bands. The feature vector space or the sym -
bolic sets can be a kind of FBM representations. But the
FBM m ethods have interest In the changes after \exci-
tatory" or \inhibitory" activity rather than the e ective
representation of neural state. Indeed, the properties of
dynam ic progress are determ ined not by the individual
neural state but by the algebraic structure between ac—
tions. The m athem atical fram ework of FBM based on
m anifold theory is related wih inportant conocspts In
statisticaland quantum eld theory, and help to com pre—
hend collective neuralphenom ena ntuiively. W e suggest
the general energy form of neuraldynam ics via two dif-
ferent ways. One is a m ethod through the least action
principle or the gauge theory. T hism ethod is so powerfiil
to predict the general form ula of energy functions in cor—
ticalm ap form ations only using the symm etry between
the feature states (or called gauge sym m etry in quantum
m echanics). Considering the transform invariant prop-—
erties, i is generally assum ed that the energy of m ap
form ations takes the form at a continuum lim it
z v m ? g
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where (r) denotes the feature state at position r. A ar-
bitrary vector A , called the vector potential In physics,
is In portant valie to detem ine the typical spacing in
developed feature m aps. Such energy form can explain
the typical characters of em ergent selforganizing feature
m aps In experin ents and sin ulations, and predict phase
transitions according to the changes In param eters how —
ever the param eters should be determ ined through the
next m ethod. Another way to build the form ula of neu-
raldynam ics is through the detailed description of indi-
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vidual interactions betw een neurons. C om paring to pre—
vious equation fom s, the formulas In FBM s have som e
peculiar characters. The Interactions between neurons
are notated by the inner products rather than their dis—
tance, and classi ed according to the num ber of coupling.
W e assum e that the energy fiinction orneuraldynam ics
can be expanded In a power series, ie.,
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H ow ever, for the statisticalanalysis ofdynam ics, we have

to approxim ate the o in Eq.[d) at a continuum 1im i

and cbtain again the ©om i Eq.[). O ther m odels de—
scribed In feature vector space can be revised into the

energy form in Eq.[), that will show the di erent opin-—
ions about which factor determ ines the typical param e-
ters and causes the phase transitions In selforganizing

m aps.

W e will apply the FBM methods to the visualm ap
form ation m odels. T he corticalm ap form ations in orien—
tation and ocular dom inance colum ns is one of the m ost
studied problem s in brain. A considerable am ount of
di erentm odels for pattem form ations is proposed, and
som e ofwhich are com pared w ith the experin ental nd-
Ings and in com petition [, 9]. The theoretic analysis
of pattem formm ation are reported within a few ofm od—
els. Obem ayer et al. presented a statisticalm echanical
analysis of pattem form ation and com pared predictions
quantitatively w ith experin ental data using the K ocho—
nen’s selforganizing feature map (SOFM ) approaches.
W olf et al. obtained again the conditions for the em er-
gence of colum nar pattems in the SOFM algorithm . The
studies of the elastic netm odelalso show the bifircation
and em ergence of the colum nar pattems [10,[11]. Scherf
et al. investigated pattem form ations in ocular dom i
nance colum ns w ith m ore detailed m odel, which covers
the results of the SOFM algorithm and the elastic net
model [14]. W olfand G eiselpredicted the in uence ofthe
Interactions between ocular dom inance and orientation
colum ns on the pinw heel stability w ithout m odel depen-—
dency and dem onstrated it in the sim ulations using the
elastic net m odel. The lateral (or neighbor) interaction
m odels are also successfiil schem e based on physiology.
R ecently, we predicted the bifiircation of inhom ogeneous
solutions also in Jateral interaction m odels, and derive
the typical properties In observed pattems, such as the
orthogonality and the correlation function [I]. In par-
ticular, we show ed that the pinw heels in ordentation m ap
are equivalent structure w ith the vortex in m agnetian us—
ing the spin-like H am iltonian m odels, w hich com ply w ith
the om i Eq.[d). W e rew rite other m odels described
In feature vectorm aps, such as the elastic net m odeland

the SOFM algorithm , according to the ©om i Eq.[).

These three m odels focus on the di erent but possble
Interactions in vivo; feedforw ard com petitions, lJateral in—
teractions and w Inner take all activity. T he descriptions

ofm odels In such an expansion reveal the typical prop—
erties of interactions per m odels. The e ective dynam —
ics In elastic net m odel equivalent w ith those In lateral
m odels and can be represented by spin-lke H am iltonian

also. M oreover, nding the quadratic interaction termm

D ;y) n Eq.[), becom es the linear analysis of m odel
itself and reveals how the colum nar pattems em ergent.

The dynam ics in SOFM algorithm are related w ih the

quartic Interaction tem . O ur results show that the neu—
raldynam ic procedures from leaming algorithm s can be

expressed and treated through conventional physics the—
ories.

II. REPRESENTATION OF NEURAL STATE
W ITH FUNCTIONALMODULARITY

T he structures and connections in cerebral cortex are
more com plex and m odular than those in the arti cial
neuralnetw orks. N euronstend to be vertically arrayed in
the cortex, orm ing cylinders know n as cortical colum ns.
T raditionally, six vertical lJayers have been distinguished
and classi ed into three di erent fiinctional types. The
layer IV neurons (IN box), st get the long-range in—
put currents, and send them up vertically to layer IT and
IIT INTERNAL box) that are called the true associa—
tion cortex. O utput signals are sent down to the layerV
and VI OQUT box), and sent further to the thalam us or
other deep and distant neuralstructures. Lateralconnec—
tions also occur in the super cial (layer IT and ITI) pyra—
m idal neurons. In colum nar (or horizontal) clustering,
there are m Inicolum ns, w hich are consisted of about 100
neurons and 30 um in diam eter in m onkeys, and m acro—
columns, which are 04 10 mm and contain at most a
few hundred m Inicolum ns. O n the w ider discrin ination,
there are 52 cortex areas in each hum an hem isphere; a
B rodm ann area averages 21 an 2 and 250 m illion neurons
grouped into severalm illion m inicolim ns [E].

The colum nar m odules can be regarded as a kind of
m ultiayered neural networks and would have com plex
functional attrbutes. M ost neurons in brain have the
attrbute of selective response to a received activity, and
their preferred pattems becom e usefiil representation of
the functionalattributes of sm allnetw orks. A traditional
and usefiil representation of single cell state isthe pattem
vector notation 2 V,where ; 2 R is corresoond w ith
the activity of the i~th neuron. If neurons at position r
regoond selctively to a input pattem vector and m ake
output pattem vectors per each Input signal, we can
represent their fiinctional attribute com pactly as,

w () = T @)
where is a nonlinear response or posterior probability
function. If is ignored, this leads to a sim ple pattem



FIG.1l: A network with colim nar m odules. T he fiinctional
attributes ofeach m odulesw * is represented as sin ple Iinear
associator ifthere isno hidden layers. Input signals are driven
by feedforw ard synapses w ith weights W , and outputs inter—
connected by recurrent synapses w ith weights J. Infom ation
(or the functional attribbutes of neurons) are encoded in the
neighbor synaptic weight w ithin colum narm odules w @ (-
trinsic type) or in the feedforw ard synapticweight W (extrin—
sic type) .

associator called the linear associator. T he experin ents
ofthe response properties to the external stim ulithrough
electrode penetration can be understood as the m easure—
m ent ofthe product betw een the associatorw (r) and the
input signal °,
e o 9=33 9 @)
w here the activity of the output j jis correspond w ith
the m easurem ent of the number of action potential or
the frequency of spikes. R egarding the physiologic exper—
In ents, such as com plex cells in prin ary visualcortex [13]
or ob Fct perception in Inferotem poral (IT ) cortex [14],
the response properties of neurons arem ore com plex and
becom e the com bination of sim ple pattems, and then
the functional attribute of the colum nar m odule is rep—
resented by the summ ation of the associators in Eq.[).
If the output signal is considered to be comm on w ith

the input (or w (r) is diagonalized), a vector notation
can replay the finctional representation of the colum nar
module. The signal vectors with the high-dim ensional
com ponents, that the am ount of receptor cells, used to
be represented m ore e ciently. T he feature vector codes
are, so to say, a reduced dim ensional representation w ith
the m ost prom inent com ponents on other basis. For ex—
am ple, given pattem vector, we can extract the feature
com ponents, that are the center of the pattem (x;y) and
the m axim al vardance vector (vx;vy). W ith the ocular
dom nance z, the feature vector w ith 5 com ponents,

XiYivkivy;iz) 5)

isa usualrepresentation ofthe orientation and the ocular
dom Inance colum ns In visual cortex. E xtraction of the
signi cant features in the nput data is the purpose of

an unsupervised laming rule and also expected to be

a principle character of arti cial and physiologic neural
networks. In the studies of the statistical structure of
naturalin ages, the response properties of visualneurons,

the spatially localized and oriented, are considered to be

due to the e cient coding of natural in ages [14].

Som etin es single neurons can have high dim ensional
attrbutes. If the m eaning of activity is characterized
from where the current are, the attribute of neurons is
determm ined by the strength of connections w ith the ex—
temal cells. For exam ple, the ocular dom inance in the
prim ary visual cortex are determ ined whether it is dom —
nated by kft or right eyes (or LGN ). W e call this the
extrinsic inform ation coding type, which is realized by
the connectivity with far aparted neurons cross cortex
areas, w hereas the intrinsic type is realized by the synap-—
tic plasticity between close neurons w thin a colum nar
module. W e don’t distinguish the coding types in the
representations ofneural finctional states. But there are
som e considerable di erent between them in the detailed
m echanian s of synaptic plasticity and inform ation trans-
m ission. One of them is the nomm alization of a erent
signalsw ith neighborsorthe w nnertakeall W TA ) pro—
cess if hard com petitions. In the intrinsic coding type,
netw orks cannot know which neuronsm atch m ostly w ith
the input signalsbefore their response. T he w inner have
to be determ ined after the lateral inhbitory activity (the
lateralfeedback control) . W hereas in the extrinsic coding
type, the correspondencew ith Input signals isdeterm ined
by the connection strength w ith the incentive cells, and
the total response activiy cross networks to the a er—
ent current can be nom alized before Jateral interactions.
T he com petitive H ebbian m odels, such as the elastic net
m odeland the SOFM algorithm , require the feedforward
control of response nom alization (or com petition w ith
neighbors) and depict the feature vectors In the visual
cortex through the connectivity between the cortex and
retinas (crLGN s) [14]. W ew illshow in seclZ] that the ef-
fect ofthe Jateral inhbiory activity and the feedforward
com petition ofa erent signals are equivalent and can be
described w ith com m on interaction fomm . H owever, the
extrinsic encoding type is problem atic In huge netw orks
or out of sensory area In brain for inform ation transm is—
sions. W e consider that the Intrinsic type, encoding infor-
m ation in spatial or tem poral correlated signals, would
be the prom inent strategy at neocortex except for the
prim ary sensory area.

III. FIBRE BUNDLE M AP AND
DIFFERENTIAL GEOMETRIC CONCEPTS

The brebundlemap FBM ) methods represent the
neural attrbutes in a further developed m athem ati-
cal framework — called bre bundke In manifold the-
ory [L€, [17]. W hen trivial bundl, a total space E is
com posed of a base (or lattice) space B and a breF.
In our Interests, a code (or feature, m odel) space becom e



the Dbre, where the cortex area becom e the base space.
T he signal vector or feature vector space de ned by the
C artesian com ponents orthe sym bolic set in the sym bolic
com putational architecture also become bre. A typical
de nition n  bre bundle is the transition function (or
symm etry) group G ofhom eom orphisn of breF . Some-
tin es the transition group replacesthe bre, G = F (ie.
principal bre bundk), and the neural attributes would
be represented by the group elem ents. The principal -
bre bundles are in portant in physics because they adm it
connections (or vector potential) A and are related w ith
the YangM ills gauge theories.

The selforganizing feature m ap achieved by locally
gathering sin ilar interests m eans there are an ooth vari
ance of features w ith neighbor neurons. In other words,
the properties of \organized" and \optim ized" feature
m aps is related w ith those of \continuous" and \ oat"
functions in m anifold. If G is a continuous group, the
feature m aps are described by a set of vardables, called a

ed, (r)or
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where ; (r) are arbitrary Intemalphase ofneuron at po—
sition r and 2 are the basis of the Lie group. If there is
no di erence of features w ith neighbors at an all region
nearposition r,wecan denoter (r)= 0 (orr (r)= 0).
If there exists an all tilting of phase angle at position r
and a vector A (r) denote the di erence between phase
angles, the revised derivative, called the covariant deriva—
tive, is (r iA ) @®) = 0 (orr (r) A = 0). If
the covariant derivative vanishes (said to be at or par-
allel translated in m anifold theory) forallr, the elds
would them Inimum solutions of the Integral
Z
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which m enas the em ergent selforganizing feature m aps
is a kind of solutions in the least action principle.

T he sym m etry property also help to guess the energy
function ofm ap form ations. For exam ple, the features
of ordentation colum ns in the visual cortex has U (1) (or
0 (2)) symmetry ( = j ® Mrtheanglk ofthe preferred
pattem =2). However we perform a rotation in all the
preferred angles =2 through sameangle =2 ( ! +
—called Ylobal gauge transfom ), the energy functions
should rem ain Invariant. Som etin es the rotation angle

can have a dependency on position r, called the Yocal
gauge transform , and the energy fiinctionsm ay take the
form in Eq.[) whereA = r (r).

T he m ost typical properties of orientation m aps in ex—
perin ents and sin ulations can be predicted through the
energy form

Z
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W hen v > 0, there would be the topological excia—
tion states w ith the singularity, called pinw heels in the
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FIG.2: A simnulation results of ordentation m ap form ation.
T he orientation m apshave U (1) (oxrO (2)) symm etry and the
m apr characters of developed m ap can be predicted only us—
ing the sym m etry properties.

ordentation m ap such as vortices in m agnetisn , where
the change in energy due to form ation of a pinwheel is

E = (vj §)h@L=a). The vectorA , called the vector
potential in physics and the connection in m anifold, oc—
curs due to the com petitive behavior betw een neurons or
the inhibitory lateral interactions and causes the phase
transition to inhom ogeneous states. If A j§ 0, colum —
nar pattems, called the linear zones in ordentation m aps,
would be em ergent w ith the wavelength = 2 = jand
the autocorrelation function is m easured as the zeroth
bessel fiinction Jg (A ¥). T he orthogonal property w ith
the contour lines and the area boundary is due to the
properties of continuous elds. From the equilbrim
condition E= 0 or ? 0, the nom al com —
ponent of r vanishes at the area boundary since the
integral algng a narrow rectangular loop over the area
boundary . r dnt vanishes due to the divergence the—
oram . Such perpendicularity wih the area boundary
is also m anifested in other static eld solutions, such
as the magnetic eld. W e derived the energy termn in
Eq.[B) at a continuum lin it from the spin-like Ham ilto—
nian m odel ]. O ther orientation developm ent m odels
should be satisfy the energy form in spite ofeach di er—
ent interaction rules. These results say that the mapr
features of selforganizing m ap are universaland can be
understood through the experience in other physical sys—
tem s.

T he structure of transition group between features can
be presum ed wih several algebraic descriptions : (1)
In the prin ary sensory areas, the transition functions
can be Inferred from the symm etry in extemal activities
or pattems. The symm etry group corresponding w ith
the feature space is clear and com plkte. () If two dif-
ferent features, 1 (r) and (), are occupied at com —
m on cortex, the In posed restriction for nomm alization is
j1@F+ 73, @F = const orallposition r. Forexam plk,
the sym m etry group of the ordentation and ocular dom
nance colum ns in prim ary visualcortex isnotO 2) O (1)
but O 3). A typical character of two com bined feature



m aps isthat the contour linesofthem m eet at right angle,
becaussofr | r, 0 w ith the equilbbriim conditions
E= 0 orr? 0 or = 1, 2. The orthogonal
property between the orientation and ocular dom nance
m aps is reported also In anim al experim ents [18]. (3)
L ike the prin ary auditory cortex, the transition fiinctions
corresponding w ith the features are not consist com plete
group but be ordered sequentially. In this cases the ex—
tram e (them axin alorm Inim al) features tend to exist at
the boundary of feature map. (4) Som e m easurem ents
In biologic experin ents, such as the correlation between
activity, give Infom ation about the di erence between
codes. However there are no experin ental evidence, we
can guess the relative distance betw een codes and classify
them according to their category, such as hum an faces,
m onkey faces or shapes In inferotem poral cortex. Such
hom om orphic representation of group structure is use—
fl for the problem s of functionalarea di erentiations at
m acroscopic level. (5) At high cognitive area, i is not
easy to infer the transition function group because the
code space is em bedded on very large and high dim en-
sionalm anifold. If we cannot guess any m ore sym m etry
or relative distance between codes, sym bolic sets w ill be
available, w here they are com plete groups also.

Iv. DESCRIPTION OF DETAILED NEURAL

INTERACTIONS

T he description of neural dynam ic at high level also
should be based both on neuroscience and inform atics.
O ne Im portant principle isthe H ebbian rul [B] : roughly
speaking, if there are two sin ultaneously active neurons
on either side ofa connection then the weight ofthat con—
nection is increased. It is believed that neurons discover
signi cantpattemsor features in the input data, which is
the purpose of the unsupervised or selforganizing leam-—
ng, from the Hebbian rule. A series ofexperin entsprove
the Hebbian rule in biology, and show that the synaptic
plasticity is a redistrdbution of the available synaptic ef-

cacy and not an increase n the e cacy 19, 24]. In
other words, the neuralplasticity at network level is un-
derstood to increase the probability of the reactivity for
given environm ental experience w ith the bounded total
synaptic strength. So it is reasonable that the neural
dynam icsw ith fiinctionalm odularity is descrbed by the
slight m ovem ent of the intermmal phase to the input pat-
tem per activity.

A s reduced dynam ic m ethods, the formulas in FBM
have som e di erent character w ith those In the feature
vector space. In the feature vector representation, the
change in the feature state at position r, , would be
described asthe di erence vectorw ith the stin ulivector

Y, suchas@ ,/ (° +), and the energy functions
areconsisted ofj , ¥ (oritspowertem s). W hereas,
the energy finctions in the FBM s are consisted ofthe in-—
ner products, such as (r) 9(). If there are autom atic
nom alization ofthe synaptic weightsor thea erent sig—

nalsw ithin a colum narm odule, that 7 j= const, the en—
ergy form ofboth types works equivalently. T he energy
functions with the tem s of inner products o er more
m eaning in physiology as shown in Eq.[). Sometines
the inner product is adjisted to be nonnegative value
considering the physiologic circum stances.

Hereafter we w ill denote the extemal stin uli beyond
cortex area as j. The lkelihood to experience certain
stin uli from extemalenvironm ent (or other cortex areas)
is stochastic and the potential fiinction ofextemalstin uli
is de ned as the probabilistic distrdbbution of the input
signals :
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whereP (3P ) istheprobability to experience a signalj in
the nputdata setD = £j(a); k) g. In statistics
tations, P (D ) is the prior probability’ that the signal j
is observed, and (j ) is correspond w ith the posterior
probability’ P ( ). Ik is naturalthat the states of neu—
rons are determ ined according to the density of driven
extemal stim uli. Som e anin al experin ents of synaptic
plasticity show the cortical rearrangem ent affer di eren—
tialstim ulation. In the experin ent ofam onkey, repeated
use of the tips of certain ngers cause the population
Increm ent of the corresponding neurons in the prin ary
som atosensory cortex [R3]. However, if the neural dy—
nam ics is descrdbed by only E = V ( ), the solutions
Indicate only the collapse of whole neurons to single fea—
ture state corresponding to the m axim alprobable activ—
ity. W e can expect that the ocbserved cortex m aps in
vivo are far from the equilbbrium state because the relax-—
ation process In neuron system s is very slow, and they
w ill reach to single state nally. But in the view ofthe
laming rules, neurons have to tendency to avoid occup—
Ing comm on state w ith others. It is expected that neu—
rons represent features responding to hm any’ inputs (the
ooarse coding principle) . O n the otherhand, i ise cient
for neural netw orks when an ob ct is coded by a sm all
population that is active for an event (the sparse coding
principle). W e expect that neural netw orks achieve the
sparseness ow Ing to (1) com petition or mhbiory inter—
actions between neighbors and (2) dynam ic or themm al
uctuations.
T he neighborhood function J (x;y), the connectivity
between neurons (or colum nar m odules) at position x
and y w ithin a cortex area, hastw o typesaccording to the
control m echanian s. In lateral feedback control what
K ohonen called activity-to-activity kemel), the neighbor-
hood fiinction J is regarded to be exciatory for closer
distance and inhibitory for longer distance — so called
M exican hat type. W hereas in lateralcontrolofplasticiy
(or activiy-to-plasticity kemel), the lateral Interactions
is nonnegative and m ay take on the G aussian form R24].
The temm ofneighbor interactions in FBM m ethods takes
the exchange energy fom
E®= J&y) ®)
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Indeed the m athem atical fram ekw orks and formulas In
FBM m ethods resem ble those in statisticalquantum  eld
theory. Ifwe assum e "Y and " are creation and annhi-
lation operators, the tem A(y)J 2;v) Y x) means the
phenom ena that a created activity (or a pakage of spikes)
at position x is translated w ith kemelJ and annihilated
at position y . W e consider interactions w ith higher pow —
ers are possble and assum e the general energy form in
Eq ), where the quadratic interaction term D (x;y) need
not to be alw ays agreed w ith the neighborhood fiinction
J (x;y). The interaction function of powers will be in-
ferred depending on each m echanian s.

In neural architecture, the notation of entropy or free
energy is iIntroduced ahead in the lreaming rulesbased on
the probability theory. Them inin um description kength
MDL) principle RI] explainswell the ain of the leam-—
Ing algorithm , that nd a method of coding each Input
data that m Inin izes the total cost of com m unicating the
nput data to a receiver. Usually the cost functions In
the unsupervised leaming algorithm s have sin ilar form
of the Helm holz free energy that

F=E TS 12)

w here the param eter T is a positive constant that deter—
m Ines the in portance of the second term relative to the

rst rather than a tem perature notation yet. The st
term m easures the expected energy of describing the in—
putdata using their stochasticaldistribution. Ifwede ne
it using the notation in Eq.[3),

X X X
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2F

for Jattice space L and code space F . P ( ) is the proba-
bility of feature state  In cortex area or the prior prob—
abiltty ofm odel . The second tem in Eq.[IJ) assesses
the entropy or sparseness of the code by assigning a cost
depending on how activity is distribbuted am ong the code
sets. There are severalde nition forS and a generalform
is

X

S = N

P ()IogP () 14)

2F

where IogP ( ) isthe code cost, the num ber ofbits re—
quires to com m unicate the code according to Shannon’s
coding theorem . W e expect that the themal uctua—
tions in neural dynam ics are caused due to the pertur-
bations in extemal activity and the nonlinearity in dy—
nam ics. However, there are som e hardship to adapt the

fundam ental assum ption or de nition of tem perature in
them al physics into the cortical dynam ics because the
real neural networks are not exactly closed, conserved
nor them alequilbrated system s, in soite of the sugges—
tions for the probabilistic decision neural netw orks such
as Bolzm ann m achines R€]. W e think the neural net-
works should be treated as far from but in relaxation to
the equilbrium state.

V. APPLICATION TO VISUAL MAP
FORMATION M ODELS

T he coding in the prim ary visual cortex has som e pe—
culiar characters. The m ost probable activity, oriented
bar or grid pattems In natural in ages, is Yegenerated’,
so the m a pr deviations of featiire m aps happen on the
reduced m anifold from the whole pattem space. The
conventional spin vector (S*;SY;S?) can serve as a use—
ful representation of the feature statesw ith the preferred
orfentation = (1=2)tan ! (Sx=S,) and the ocular dom i
nance S, , w here the phenom ena in visualm ap form ations
has analogy w ith wellknown properties in m agnetian .

A . The lateral interaction m odels

A trivialdescription ofneuraldynam ics is the sum m a—
tion ofthe neighbor interactions and the extemalstim uli
tem s :

X X
J X;y) x y t

x5y X

V(x): 1s)

Ifthe response fiinction in E q.[d) is considered as a linear

function or (x) = x, the energy function is describbed
lke the orm in Eq.[d) that
1X X
E[ 1= > D X;¥) x vy B ) x 16)
Xy x
phere D xjy) = J&jy) and B &) = hkip =

j.2p P (3 P )&k, the probabilistic average of external
stinuli. W hen D (x;y)=D x vy),thedynam ics in the
fourier space is given by
@ ¢/ D@ g+ hlgd: an
In degenerated m ap such as the visual cortex, the exter—
nal stimuli hj;ip is considered to be constant or van-—
ished and D' (g) is expected to determ ne the typical
appearance of developed feature m aps. The approxi-
mated energy at a continuum lim it takes the form In
Eq.B) whereA = g isthem aximum point ofD" () and
v= DP%qg )=a? for the lattice constant a. T he lateral
Interaction m odels take the activation kemel, usually so—
called \M exican hat" function (positive feedback in the
center, negative In the surround). For an example, a
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(@) Lateral feedback control
of activity

(o) Lateral control of
plasticity

FIG .3: The two types of neighbor interaction fiinctions and
control m echanisn s 24]. (@) The lateral interaction m od-—
els adopt lateral activity control and the activation kemel,
usually socalled \M exican hat" finction (positive feedback
for close distance and negative for longer distance). (o) The
plasticity control with nonnegative kemel requires feedfor-
ward com petition (or feedforward nom alization of activity
over networks). The elastic net m odel assum e the nearest
neighbor Interactions (or elastic force), whereas the SOFM
algorithm take the neighbor function on G aussian form w ith
the hard com petition (or w innertake-all activity).

wellkknown M exican hat fiinction, called the di erence
of Gaussians ODOG) Ier, is described as

Jpy)=" e ¥ vIi'2 1 ek vitez] as)
where k is the strength of mhbiory activity. If the
strength of inhibitory activity k is larger than thresh-
old k¢, D' (@) has an non-vanishing m axinum point g
and colum nar pattems such as the band-lke pattems
In ocular dom lnance colum ns or the strip-lke pattems
In orientation colum ns w ill em erge w ith the wavelength

=2 =y jdl

B . The elastic net m odel

The ocom petitive Hebbian m odels require the feed-
forw ard com petition and the nonnegative neighborhood
function (or plasticity control kemel). In the FBM
m ethods, the feedforward com petition and nom aliza-
tion is descrdbed in higher temm s of the nonlnear re—
sponse fiinction in the extemalpotential, Eq.[d). A triv—
ialnonlinear form ofthe response function would be that

()= x+ ¥ .But if considering the nom alization of
activity, the response function is given like that

Gy s et 3 )
N v (l + ]j y )

19)
for the num ber of sitesN . T he energy form in Eq.[I8) is
obtained again with

D kiy)= J Kiy)+ C &;y) (20)

and

C &jy)= (& vy) Dy : @1)

zZ|»

If we consider the stin uli w ith the activity center z is
scattered by the gaussian form

4= e ¥ P32 ©22)

for the feedforw ard cooperation range ¢, we can calcu—
late the correlation between the extemal stin uli at posi-
tion x and vy,

Z

C . 1 . . .
Mpgib = — dzdiP GP)(G)?
e¥ z3?=2 I ¥ z3?=2

(2=a?)e ¥ ¥3 7 infi, - ©3)

T his result m eans that the correlation ofextemal stim uli
C x;y) can act as the inhibitory interaction term how —
ever the neighborhood function J is nonnegative kemel.
For an exam ple, the elastic net m odel is described by an
Terative procedure w ith the update rule:

X
t &) = ( &) v))

X vyFa

w1 )

2
s

e ¥ 3i=2
t+ ®)P

e ¥ w)i=2: @4

where (x) is the feature vector of visual map wih
Cartesian com ponents in Eq.[@) [, 27]. At each iter
ation, a stinulus v is chosen at random according to
given probability distribbution P (v). The st termm 1n
Eq.24) m eans the elastic force or the excitatory interac—
tionsbetw een the nearest-neighbors, and the second tem

In plies the stim uli scattered w ith a activity center and
nom alized. In our notations, the neighborhood fiinction
become J x;y) = (k vy3Jj a)orthe laplacian opera—
torat a continuum lim it. W e can consider = =82 ¢
from the linear term s in Eq.[24), and cbtain

hi?1 a2 2
C &®;jy)= — J 1)k ¥i7=t s @25)

X
N2’ (¢ y)
T here are also Interaction tem s of higher pow er but the
quadratic Interaction term D (x;y) determm inesthem a pr
characters of developed feature m aps. W e transform it
to Pourier space and obtain

hi?
D= g+ 22 1 et ©26)
S
Tt hasm axin um point at
S
1 o
qg=— h —hFH ; @7)

S

w hich is correspond w ith the analytic resultsw ith di er—
ent approaches [L0,[14].

W e show that the elastic net m odel and the lateral
Interaction m odels can be described by comm on energy
form in Eq.[[8) with D (r) = hy @) h (r) Por positive



functionsh; andh . Thisresultm eansthat twom odels
haveequivalente ective interactionsand share statistical
properties, in spite oftheirdi erent controlm echanisn s.
T he em ergence of colum nar pattems are possible when
h is relatively larger than h; . The lateral interaction
m odels consider h  as the lateral inhibitory interaction
term whereas the elastic net m odel suggest it as the cor-
related external stim uli temm .

C. Kohonen’s SOFM algorithm

Th Eq.[[A), the neighbor interaction term J means
the exchange of spontaneous spikes, created w thout ex—
temal activity. W e can expect the possibility of sponta—
neous ring considering the property ofcoupled nonlinear
oscillators w ith am all dynam ic  uctuations. But several
experin ents have been suggested that the organization
of ffature m aps ispossbl after exposure to the extemal
activity. Thatm eansthe possibility of spontaneous ring
aresnall J j) and the m ost Intracellilar interactions
would be achieved by indirect currents of extermal activ—
ity. Ifwe take the secondhand interactionsasthee ective

enermgy,wehaveE [ ]=V ( )¢ J )or
X 1X 1X
E = B + — C — J : (28
[] > > (28)

IfB (x) = hj ip isconstant, the rsttem (const) J
supports the lateral interaction m odels again. The Ko—
honen’s SOFM algorithm ignores it or considershij, ip to
be vanished, and focus on the lateral currents induced by
feedforw ard nom alized stimuli, ( C ) (J ). More
over, the SOFM algorithm requires the hard com pe-
tition, called the \w nner take all W TA) case. As

s approaches zero in Eq.[2Q), the activity is localized
only around the winning neuron and the correlation of
extermal stinuli n furier space is C (@) = h¥fiy .
T he neighborhood function takes on the gaussian form
Jx;y) = e ¥ Y3 =2 ! Brthe lateral cooperation range

1. Therefore we obtain the e ective Interaction term in
fourier space

C@I@=2 ? hfhp e I @9)
It has the m ininum point at
[

q= 2=y (30)

which agrees w ith previous analytic results [14, 128, 129]
and always positive if ; > 0. Kohonen’s SOFM algo—
rithm is said to be robust in leaming rules because it

always success in achieving an array of di erent feature
detectors.

VI. DISCUSSION

T he physicalm odels of neural netw orks based on neu-
roscience have to target to interpret both the physio—
logic phenom ena and the com putational architectures.
C onsidering the developm ent of functional area In whol
brain, we need m ore adaptable theories than the basic
neural archiecture w ith connectionism . In this paper,
we show the conventionalexpressions in physics can serve
as appropriate and e ective descriptions of neural dy-—
nam ics. Aswe showed In visualm ap form ations [1], the
collective neuraldynam ics can be m uch alike welkknow n
phenom ena in other physics system s. W e expect that the
theoretic experience in physicsw illo er intuitive appre—
ciation of the physiologic phenom ena and sophisticated
m echanisn s in the com putational architectures. The as-
sum ption that m inicolum ns is a candidate for the pro-
cessing elem ents in netw orks is optional but successfil
In explanation ofm ap form ations at cortical level. T he
form ation of structure in m nicolum n is also due to the
functional grouping between neurons w ith sim ilar inter—
ests, and expected to be certi ed w ith m ore fundam ental
Interactions at neuron level.

In the assum ption ofthe colum narm odule, we classify
the synaptic connection types and anticipate di erent
finctional characters in com putationalprocessing. (1) In
the connectivity between close neurons w ithin a colum —
narm odule, the functional attributes of neurons and the
associative m em ory is realized. (2) By the connectivity
between the colum nar m odules, noted by the neighbor-
hood function J, w ithin a cortex area, the netw orks con—
trol laterally the output activity between neighbors (3)
V ia the connection between far aparted neurons cross
cortex areas, neurons get driven-activity from extemal
environm ent or other functionalcortex areas. T he colum —
narm odulesbecom e elem ents (or nodes) again w ith high
din ensionalattributes in netw orks ofneuralnetw orks. If
the neighborhood function J (x;y) is soeci ed depend-
Ing on the positions x and y rather than their distance,
the connectivity between colum nar m odules also work
In inform ation m em orize. The connection strength be-
tween colum nar m odules w ithin or beyond cortex areas
would be strengthened also if there are much commu-
nications between them according to the Hebbian rule.
But we consider that the enhancem ent of connectivity
between colum nar m odules is for the e cient comm uni-
cations rather than inform ation encoding.
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