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W e exhibit a m athem aticalfram ework to represent the neuraldynam ics at corticallevel. The

description ofneuraldynam icswith colum narm odularity isbased both on neuroscience and infor-

m atics,whereasthey correspond with theconventionalform ulasin statisticalphysics.Asweshowed

in visualm ap form ations [1],neuralsystem scan share the well-known propertiesin otherphysical

system s. W e insist thatthe typicalcharacters ofself-organizing m ap isdeterm ined notby the de-

tailed and com plex interaction rulesbutby thetopology oflatticeand featurespace.Thecollective

neuralphenom ena can be understood and predicted through som e param eters in a generalenergy

form with sym m etry transform invariance.W e apply ourm ethod to already exhibited and veri�ed

m odels in corticalm ap form ations, such as the elastic net m odeland K ohonen’s self-organizing

feature m ap algorithm ,in addition outsuggestion forthe lateralinteraction m odelin ref.[1,2].

PACS num bers:

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

After the detailed dynam ics ofsingle neuron are re-

vealed,there are m uch challenge atcellular levelto ex-

plain how brainsthink.Thosestudiesofphysicalm odels,

such asthe networksofcoupled oscillators[3,4],are fo-

cused on getting biologicalrealism ofthe neuralcom pu-

tation m odels. Howeverthe success ofthe basic neural

network m odels, based on the connectionalfram ework

between sim plecells,in theapplication ofsm alladaptive

system s,they are inherently problem atic in the appre-

hension ofcollective neuralphenom ena and higher cog-

nitivebehaviorin realbrain.And also thereareattem pt

to see through the neuralprocessing at di� erent levels,

thefunctionalm odularityofneuronsorthesym bolicpro-

cessing architecture. Before the physiologicalevidence

ofrepetitive corticalblocks,there were proposalsofthe

m odularity within neighbor neurons,called cellassem -

blies (CAs),considering the high dim ensionalattribute

and faculty ofneurons[5]. Itis tendency ofneuronsto

aggregatetogetherwith sim ilarfunctionalspecializations

and m ake organizationshierachically. Though di� erent

classi� cations and nam es for neuralclusters,we adopt

thesuggestion thatneuron -m inicolum n -(hypercolum n)

-m acrocolum n -cortex area -hem isphere,where m ini-

colum n isa candidate for\the repeating pattern ofcir-

cuitry" or\theiterated m odularunit" [6].

In this paper,we willexhibit an originalm athem ati-

calfram ework,noted brie
 y and nam ed the� brebundle

m ap (FBM )m ethodsin ref.[1],and show how to repre-

sentneuraldynam icsgenerally with functionalm odular-

ity. O bviously there existanotherm athem aticalfram e-

work to representtheneuraldynam icsin reduced space.
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K ohonen set up the m athem aticalprelim inaries,called

the feature m aps,in vectorspace and led the successive

m odels in arti� cialand physiologic neuralnetworks[7].

Sym bolic processing architectures also suggest the de-

scription of neural com putations at the cognitive and

rationalbands. The feature vector space or the sym -

bolicsetscan bea kind ofFBM representations.Butthe

FBM m ethods have interest in the changes after \exci-

tatory" or\inhibitory" activity ratherthan thee� ective

representation ofneuralstate. Indeed,the propertiesof

dynam ic progress are determ ined not by the individual

neuralstate but by the algebraic structure between ac-

tions. The m athem aticalfram ework ofFBM based on

m anifold theory is related with im portant concepts in

statisticaland quantum � eld theory,and help tocom pre-

hend collectiveneuralphenom enaintuitively.W esuggest

the generalenergy form ofneuraldynam icsvia two dif-

ferent ways. O ne is a m ethod through the least action

principleorthegaugetheory.Thism ethod issopowerful

to predictthegeneralform ula ofenergy functionsin cor-

ticalm ap form ations only using the sym m etry between

thefeaturestates(orcalled gauge sym m etry in quantum

m echanics). Considering the transform invariant prop-

erties,it is generally assum ed that the energy ofm ap

form ationstakesthe form ata continuum lim it

E [ ]=

Z

dr

�

v

2
j(r � iA ) j2 +

m 2

2
j j2 +

g

4!
j j4

�

(1)

where (r)denotesthefeaturestateatposition r.A ar-

bitrary vectorA ,called the vectorpotentialin physics,

is im portant value to determ ine the typicalspacing in

developed feature m aps. Such energy form can explain

thetypicalcharactersofem ergentself-organizing feature

m apsin experim entsand sim ulations,and predictphase

transitionsaccording to the changesin param etershow-

ever the param eters should be determ ined through the

nextm ethod.Anotherway to build the form ula ofneu-

raldynam icsisthrough the detailed description ofindi-
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vidualinteractionsbetween neurons.Com paring to pre-

vious equation form s,the form ulasin FBM s have som e

peculiar characters. The interactions between neurons

are notated by the innerproductsratherthan theirdis-

tance,and classi� ed accordingtothenum berofcoupling.

W eassum ethattheenergy function forneuraldynam ics

can be expanded in a powerseries,i.e.,

E [ ] = E
(0)�

X

x

B (x) (x)�
1

2!

X

x;y

D (x;y) (x) (y)

�
1

3!

X

x;y;z

F (x;y;z) (z) (y) (z) (2)

�
1

4!

X

x;y;z;w

G (x;y;z;w ) (z) (y) (z) (w )+ � � � :

However,forthestatisticalanalysisofdynam ics,wehave

to approxim ate the form in Eq.(2)ata continuum lim it

and obtain again the form in Eq.(1). O therm odels de-

scribed in feature vector space can be revised into the

energy form in Eq.(2),thatwillshow the di� erentopin-

ionsaboutwhich factordeterm inesthe typicalparam e-

ters and causes the phase transitions in self-organizing

m aps.

W e willapply the FBM m ethods to the visualm ap

form ation m odels.Thecorticalm ap form ationsin orien-

tation and oculardom inancecolum nsisoneofthe m ost

studied problem s in brain. A considerable am ount of

di� erentm odelsforpattern form ationsisproposed,and

som eofwhich arecom pared with theexperim ental� nd-

ings and in com petition [8,9]. The theoretic analysis

ofpattern form ation are reported within a few ofm od-

els. O berm ayeretal. presented a statistical-m echanical

analysisofpattern form ation and com pared predictions

quantitatively with experim entaldata using the K oho-

nen’s self-organizing feature m ap (SO FM ) approaches.

W olfetal. obtained again the conditionsfor the em er-

genceofcolum narpatternsin theSO FM algorithm .The

studiesofthe elastic netm odelalso show thebifurcation

and em ergenceofthe colum narpatterns[10,11].Scherf

et al. investigated pattern form ations in ocular dom i-

nance colum ns with m ore detailed m odel,which covers

the results ofthe SO FM algorithm and the elastic net

m odel[12].W olfand G eiselpredicted thein
 uenceofthe

interactions between ocular dom inance and orientation

colum nson the pinwheelstability withoutm odeldepen-

dency and dem onstrated itin the sim ulationsusing the

elastic net m odel. The lateral(orneighbor)interaction

m odels are also successfulschem e based on physiology.

Recently,wepredicted thebifurcation ofinhom ogeneous

solutions also in lateralinteraction m odels,and derive

the typicalproperties in observed patterns,such as the

orthogonality and the correlation function [1]. In par-

ticular,weshowed thatthepinwheelsin orientation m ap

areequivalentstructurewith thevortexin m agnetism us-

ingthespin-likeHam iltonian m odels,which com ply with

the form in Eq.(2). W e rewrite other m odels described

in featurevectorm aps,such astheelasticnetm odeland

the SO FM algorithm ,according to the form in Eq.(2).

These three m odels focus on the di� erent but possible

interactionsin vivo;feedforward com petitions,lateralin-

teractionsand winnertakeallactivity.The descriptions

ofm odelsin such an expansion revealthe typicalprop-

erties ofinteractions per m odels. The e� ective dynam -

ics in elastic net m odelequivalent with those in lateral

m odelsand can be represented by spin-likeHam iltonian

also. M oreover,� nding the quadratic interaction term

D (x;y) in Eq.(2),becom esthe linearanalysisofm odel

itselfand reveals how the colum nar patterns em ergent.

The dynam ics in SO FM algorithm are related with the

quarticinteraction term .O urresultsshow thattheneu-

raldynam icproceduresfrom learning algorithm scan be

expressed and treated through conventionalphysicsthe-

ories.

II. R EP R ESEN TA T IO N O F N EU R A L STA T E

W IT H FU N C T IO N A L M O D U LA R IT Y

The structuresand connectionsin cerebralcortex are

m ore com plex and m odular than those in the arti� cial

neuralnetworks.Neuronstend tobeverticallyarrayedin

thecortex,form ing cylindersknown ascorticalcolum ns.

Traditionally,six verticallayershave been distinguished

and classi� ed into three di� erentfunctionaltypes. The

layer IV neurons (IN box),� rst get the long-range in-

putcurrents,and send them up vertically to layerIIand

III (INTERNAL box) that are called the true associa-

tion cortex.O utputsignalsaresentdown to thelayerV

and VI(OUT box),and sentfurtherto the thalam usor

otherdeep and distantneuralstructures.Lateralconnec-

tionsalso occurin thesuper� cial(layerIIand III)pyra-

m idalneurons. In colum nar (or horizontal) clustering,

therearem inicolum ns,which areconsisted ofabout100

neuronsand 30 um in diam eterin m onkeys,and m acro-

colum ns,which are 0.4� 1.0 m m and contain atm osta

few hundred m inicolum ns.O n the widerdiscrim ination,

there are 52 cortex areas in each hum an hem isphere;a

Brodm ann areaaverages21cm 2 and 250m illion neurons

grouped into severalm illion m inicolum ns[6].

The colum nar m odules can be regarded as a kind of

m ulti-layered neuralnetworks and would have com plex

functionalattributes. M ost neurons in brain have the

attribute ofselective response to a received activity,and

theirpreferred patternsbecom e usefulrepresentation of

thefunctionalattributesofsm allnetworks.A traditional

and usefulrepresentationofsinglecellstateisthepattern

vectornotation � 2 V ,where �i 2 R iscorrespond with

the activity ofthe i-th neuron. Ifneuronsatposition r

respond selectively to a inputpattern vector� and m ake

output pattern vectors � per each input signal,we can

representtheirfunctionalattribute com pactly as,

w(r)= � � � � �
T
; (3)

where � isa nonlinearresponse orposteriorprobability

function. If� isignored,this leadsto a sim ple pattern
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FIG .1: A network with colum nar m odules. The functional

attributesofeach m odulesw (I) isrepresented assim plelinear

associatorifthereisnohidden layers.Inputsignalsaredriven

by feedforward synapseswith weightsW ,and outputsinter-

connected by recurrentsynapseswith weightsJ.Inform ation

(or the functionalattributes ofneurons) are encoded in the

neighborsynaptic weightwithin colum narm odulesw
(I)

(in-

trinsictype)orin thefeedforward synapticweightW (extrin-

sic type).

associatorcalled the linear associator. The experim ents

oftheresponsepropertiestotheexternalstim ulithrough

electrodepenetration can beunderstood asthem easure-

m entoftheproductbetween theassociatorw(r)and the

inputsignal�0,

jw(r)� �
0j= j�j� (�T �0) (4)

where the activity ofthe output j�jis correspond with

the m easurem ent ofthe num ber ofaction potentialor

thefrequency ofspikes.Regardingthephysiologicexper-

im ents,such ascom plexcellsin prim aryvisualcortex[13]

or object perception in inferotem poral(IT) cortex [14],

theresponsepropertiesofneuronsarem orecom plex and

becom e the com bination of sim ple patterns, and then

the functionalattribute ofthe colum narm odule is rep-

resented by the sum m ation ofthe associatorsin Eq.(3).

Ifthe outputsignalisconsidered to be com m on with

the input (or w(r) is diagonalized), a vector notation

can replay thefunctionalrepresentation ofthecolum nar

m odule. The signalvectors with the high-dim ensional

com ponents,that the am ount ofreceptor cells,used to

berepresented m oree� ciently.Thefeaturevectorcodes

are,so to say,a reduced dim ensionalrepresentation with

the m ostprom inentcom ponentson otherbasis.Forex-

am ple,given pattern vector,we can extractthe feature

com ponents,thatarethecenterofthepattern (x;y)and

the m axim alvariance vector (vx;vy). W ith the ocular

dom inancez,the featurevectorwith 5 com ponents,

� = (x;y;vx;vy;z) (5)

isausualrepresentation oftheorientation and theocular

dom inance colum ns in visualcortex. Extraction ofthe

signi� cant features in the input data is the purpose of

an unsupervised learning rule and also expected to be

a principle characterofarti� cialand physiologic neural

networks. In the studies ofthe statisticalstructure of

naturalim ages,theresponsepropertiesofvisualneurons,

thespatially localized and oriented,areconsidered to be

due to the e� cientcoding ofnaturalim ages[15].

Som etim es single neurons can have high dim ensional

attributes. If the m eaning of activity is characterized

from where the current are,the attribute ofneurons is

determ ined by the strength ofconnections with the ex-

ternalcells. For exam ple,the ocular dom inance in the

prim ary visualcortex aredeterm ined whetheritisdom -

inated by left or right eyes (or LG N).W e callthis the

extrinsic inform ation coding type,which is realized by

the connectivity with far aparted neurons cross cortex

areas,whereastheintrinsictypeisrealized by thesynap-

tic plasticity between close neurons within a colum nar

m odule. W e don’t distinguish the coding types in the

representationsofneuralfunctionalstates.Butthereare

som econsiderabledi� erentbetween them in thedetailed

m echanism sofsynapticplasticity and inform ation trans-

m ission. O ne ofthem is the norm alization ofa� erent

signalswith neighborsorthewinner-take-all(W TA)pro-

cess ifhard com petitions. In the intrinsic coding type,

networkscannotknow which neuronsm atch m ostly with

theinputsignalsbeforetheirresponse.Thewinnerhave

tobedeterm ined afterthelateralinhibitory activity (the

lateralfeedbackcontrol).W hereasin theextrinsiccoding

type,thecorrespondencewith inputsignalsisdeterm ined

by the connection strength with the incentive cells,and

the totalresponse activity cross networks to the a� er-

entcurrentcan benorm alized beforelateralinteractions.

Thecom petitiveHebbian m odels,such astheelasticnet

m odeland theSO FM algorithm ,requirethefeedforward

controlofresponse norm alization (or com petition with

neighbors) and depict the feature vectors in the visual

cortex through the connectivity between the cortex and

retinas(orLG Ns)[12].W ewillshow in sec.V thattheef-

fectofthelateralinhibitory activity and thefeedforward

com petition ofa� erentsignalsareequivalentand can be

described with com m on interaction form . However,the

extrinsic encoding type isproblem atic in huge networks

oroutofsensory area in brain forinform ation transm is-

sions.W econsiderthattheintrinsictype,encodinginfor-

m ation in spatialor tem poralcorrelated signals,would

be the prom inent strategy at neocortex except for the

prim ary sensory area.

III. FIB R E B U N D LE M A P A N D

D IFFER EN T IA L G EO M ET R IC C O N C EP T S

The � bre bundle m ap (FBM ) m ethods represent the

neural attributes in a further developed m athem ati-

cal fram ework - called �bre bundle in m anifold the-

ory [16, 17]. W hen trivialbundle, a totalspace E is

com posed ofa base (or lattice) space B and a � bre F .

In ourinterests,a code(orfeature,m odel)spacebecom e
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the � bre,where the cortex area becom e the base space.

The signalvectororfeature vectorspace de� ned by the

Cartesiancom ponentsorthesym bolicsetin thesym bolic

com putationalarchitecture also becom e � bre. A typical

de� nition in � bre bundle is the transition function (or

sym m etry)group G ofhom eom orphism of� breF .Som e-

tim esthetransition group replacesthe� bre,G = F (i.e.

principal�bre bundle),and the neuralattributes would

be represented by the group elem ents. The principal� -

brebundlesareim portantin physicsbecausethey adm it

connections(orvectorpotential)A and arerelated with

the Yang-M illsgaugetheories.

The self-organizing feature m ap achieved by locally

gathering sim ilarinterestsm eansthere are sm ooth vari-

ance offeatureswith neighborneurons. In otherwords,

the properties of \organized" and \optim ized" feature

m aps is related with those of\continuous" and \
 oat"

functions in m anifold. IfG is a continuous group,the

featurem apsaredescribed by a setofvariables,called a

� eld, �(r)or

 (r)= j (r)jexp(� i�a(r)�
a)=  a(r)�

a (6)

where�a(r)arearbitrary internalphaseofneuron atpo-

sition r and �a arethebasisoftheLiegroup.Ifthereis

no di� erence offeatures with neighbors at sm allregion

nearposition r,wecan denoter  (r)= 0(orr �(r)= 0).

Ifthere exists sm alltilting ofphase angle atposition r

and a vector A (r) denote the di� erence between phase

angles,therevised derivative,called thecovariantderiva-

tive,is (r � iA (r)) (r)= 0 (orr �(r)� A(r)= 0). If

the covariantderivative vanishes(said to be 
 atorpar-

alleltranslated in m anifold theory)forallr,the� elds 

would the m inim um solutionsofthe integral

S =

Z

dr j(r � iA ) j2; (7)

which m enas the em ergentself-organizing feature m aps

isa kind ofsolutionsin the leastaction principle.

The sym m etry property also help to guessthe energy

function ofm ap form ations. For exam ple,the features

oforientation colum nsin the visualcortex hasU (1)(or

O (2))sym m etry( = j jei� fortheangleofthepreferred

pattern �=2). Howeverwe perform a rotation in allthe

preferred angles�=2 through sam eangle�=2 (� ! �+ �

-called ‘global’gauge transform ),the energy functions

should rem ain invariant. Som etim es the rotation angle

� can havea dependency on position r,called the‘local’

gaugetransform ,and the energy functionsm ay takethe

form in Eq.(1)whereA = r �(r).

Them osttypicalpropertiesoforientation m apsin ex-

perim entsand sim ulationscan be predicted through the

energy form

E [�]= E
0+

v

2
j j2

Z

drjr � � A j2: (8)

W hen v > 0, there would be the topological excita-

tion states with the singularity,called pinwheels in the

FIG .2: A sim ulation results oforientation m ap form ation.

Theorientation m apshaveU (1)(orO (2))sym m etry and the

m ajorcharactersofdeveloped m ap can bepredicted only us-

ing the sym m etry properties.

orientation m ap such as vortices in m agnetism , where

the change in energy due to form ation ofa pinwheelis

� E = (�vj j2)ln(L=a).The vectorA ,called the vector

potentialin physicsand the connection in m anifold,oc-

cursdueto thecom petitivebehaviorbetween neuronsor

the inhibitory lateralinteractions and causes the phase

transition to inhom ogeneous states. IfjA j6= 0,colum -

narpatterns,called thelinearzonesin orientation m aps,

would beem ergentwith thewavelength � = 2�=jA jand

the autocorrelation function is m easured as the zeroth

besselfunction J0(jA jr). The orthogonalproperty with

the contour lines and the area boundary is due to the

properties of continuous � elds. From the equilibrium

condition �E =�� � 0 or r2� � 0, the norm al com -

ponent ofr � vanishes at the area boundary since the

integralalong a narrow rectangular loop over the area

boundary
H

C
r � � dn̂ vanishesdueto thedivergencethe-

orem . Such perpendicularity with the area boundary

is also m anifested in other static � eld solutions, such

as the m agnetic � eld. W e derived the energy term in

Eq.(8)ata continuum lim itfrom the spin-like Ham ilto-

nian m odel[1]. 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 m ajor

featuresofself-organizing m ap are universaland can be

understood through theexperiencein otherphysicalsys-

tem s.

Thestructureoftransition group between featurescan

be presum ed with severalalgebraic descriptions : (1)

In the prim ary sensory areas, the transition functions

can be inferred from the sym m etry in externalactivities

or patterns. The sym m etry group corresponding with

the feature space is clear and com plete. (2) Iftwo dif-

ferent features, 1(r) and  2(r),are occupied at com -

m on cortex,the im posed restriction fornorm alization is

j 1(r)j
2+ j 2(r)j

2 = constforallposition r.Forexam ple,

thesym m etry group oftheorientation and oculardom i-

nancecolum nsin prim aryvisualcortexisnotO (2)� O (1)

but O (3). A typicalcharacter oftwo com bined feature
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m apsisthatthecontourlinesofthem m eetatrightangle,

becauseofr  1� r  2 � 0with theequilibrium conditions

�E =� � � 0 orr2 � � 0 for� = 1,2. The orthogonal

property between the orientation and oculardom inance

m aps is reported also in anim alexperim ents [18]. (3)

Liketheprim aryauditorycortex,thetransitionfunctions

corresponding with thefeaturesarenotconsistcom plete

group butbe ordered sequentially. In thiscasesthe ex-

trem e(them axim alorm inim al)featurestend to existat

the boundary offeature m ap. (4) Som e m easurem ents

in biologic experim ents,such asthe correlation between

activity,give inform ation about the di� erence between

codes. Howeverthere are no experim entalevidence,we

can guesstherelativedistancebetween codesand classify

them according to their category,such as hum an faces,

m onkey faces or shapes in inferotem poralcortex. Such

hom om orphic representation ofgroup structure is use-

fulfortheproblem soffunctionalarea di� erentiationsat

m acroscopic level. (5) At high cognitive area,it 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.Ifwe cannotguessany m ore sym m etry

orrelativedistance between codes,sym bolicsetswillbe

available,wherethey arecom pletegroupsalso.

IV . D ESC R IP T IO N O F D ETA ILED N EU R A L

IN T ER A C T IO N S

The description ofneuraldynam ic at high levelalso

should be based both on neuroscience and inform atics.

O neim portantprincipleistheHebbian rule[5]:roughly

speaking,ifthere are two sim ultaneously active neurons

on eithersideofaconnection then theweightofthatcon-

nection isincreased.Itisbelieved thatneuronsdiscover

signi� cantpatternsorfeaturesin theinputdata,which is

thepurposeoftheunsupervised orself-organizing learn-

ing,from theHebbian rule.A seriesofexperim entsprove

the Hebbian rule in biology,and show thatthe synaptic

plasticity isa redistribution ofthe availablesynaptic ef-

� cacy and not an increase in the e� cacy [19, 20]. In

otherwords,theneuralplasticity atnetwork levelisun-

derstood to increasethe probability ofthe reactivity for

given environm entalexperience with the bounded total

synaptic strength. So it is reasonable that the neural

dynam icswith functionalm odularity isdescribed by the

slightm ovem entofthe internalphase to the inputpat-

tern peractivity.

As reduced dynam ic m ethods,the form ulas in FBM

have som e di� erent character with those in the feature

vector space. In the feature vector representation,the

change in the feature state at position r,�r would be

described asthedi� erencevectorwith thestim ulivector

�0
r
,such as@t�r / (�0

r
� �r),and the energy functions

areconsisted ofj�r� �0
r
j2 (oritspowerterm s).W hereas,

theenergy functionsin theFBM sareconsisted ofthein-

nerproducts,such as (r) 0(r). Ifthere are autom atic

norm alization ofthesynapticweightsorthea� erentsig-

nalswithin a colum narm odule,thatj j= const,theen-

ergy form ofboth typesworksequivalently. The energy

functions with the term s of inner products o� er m ore

m eaning in physiology as shown in Eq.(4). Som etim es

the inner product is adjusted to be nonnegative value

considering the physiologiccircum stances.

Hereafter we willdenote the externalstim ulibeyond

cortex area as j. The likelihood to experience certain

stim ulifrom externalenvironm ent(orothercortexareas)

isstochasticand thepotentialfunction ofexternalstim uli

is de� ned as the probabilistic distribution ofthe input

signals:

V ( )= �
X

j2D

P (jjD )� (j ) (9)

whereP (jjD )istheprobabilitytoexperienceasignaljin

theinputdata setD = fj(t1);j(t2)� � � g.In statisticsno-

tations,P (jjD )is‘thepriorprobability’thatthesignalj

isobserved,and � (j )iscorrespond with ‘the posterior

probability’P ( jj).Itisnaturalthatthe statesofneu-

rons are determ ined according to the density ofdriven

externalstim uli. Som e anim alexperim ents ofsynaptic

plasticity show thecorticalrearrangem entafterdi� eren-

tialstim ulation.In theexperim entofam onkey,repeated

use of the tips of certain � ngers cause the population

increm ent ofthe corresponding neurons in the prim ary

som atosensory cortex [23]. However,ifthe neuraldy-

nam ics is described by only E = V ( ), the solutions

indicateonly thecollapseofwholeneuronsto singlefea-

turestate corresponding to them axim alprobableactiv-

ity. W e can expect that the observed cortex m aps in

vivo arefarfrom theequilibrium statebecausetherelax-

ation process in neuron system s is very slow,and they

willreach to single state � nally. Butin the view ofthe

learning rules,neuronshaveto tendency to avoid occup-

ing com m on state with others. Itisexpected thatneu-

ronsrepresentfeaturesresponding to ‘m any’inputs(the

coarsecodingprinciple).O n theotherhand,itise� cient

forneuralnetworkswhen an objectiscoded by a sm all

population thatisactive foran event(the sparse coding

principle). W e expect that neuralnetworksachieve the

sparsenessowing to (1)com petition orinhibitory inter-

actions between neighbors and (2) dynam ic or therm al


 uctuations.

The neighborhood function J(x;y),the connectivity

between neurons (or colum nar m odules) at position x

andy within acortexarea,hastwotypesaccordingtothe

controlm echanism s. In lateralfeedback control(what

K ohonen called activity-to-activitykernel),theneighbor-

hood function J is regarded to be excitatory for closer

distance and inhibitory for longer distance - so called

M exican hattype.W hereasin lateralcontrolofplasticity

(oractivity-to-plasticity kernel),the lateralinteractions

isnonnegativeand m ay take on the G aussian form [24].

Theterm ofneighborinteractionsin FBM m ethodstakes

the exchangeenergy form

E
(2) = � J(x;y) (x) (y) (10)
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or

E
(2) = �

1

2
J(x;y)

�

 (x)y (y)+  (x) (y)y
�

: (11)

Indeed the m athem aticalfram ekworks and form ulas in

FBM m ethodsresem blethosein statisticalquantum � eld

theory. Ifwe assum e  ̂y and  ̂ are creation and annihi-

lation operators,the term  ̂(y)J(x;y) ̂y(x) m eans the

phenom enathatacreated activity (orapakageofspikes)

atposition x istranslated with kernelJ and annihilated

atposition y.W econsiderinteractionswith higherpow-

ers are possible and assum e the generalenergy form in

Eq(2),wherethequadraticinteractionterm D (x;y)need

notto be alwaysagreed with the neighborhood function

J(x;y). The interaction function ofpowers willbe in-

ferred depending on each m echanism s.

In neuralarchitecture,the notation ofentropy orfree

energy isintroduced ahead in thelearningrulesbased on

the probability theory.The m inim um description length

(M DL)principle [25]explainswellthe aim ofthe learn-

ing algorithm ,that � nd a m ethod ofcoding each input

data thatm inim izesthetotalcostofcom m unicating the

input data to a receiver. Usually the cost functions in

the unsupervised learning algorithm s have sim ilar form

ofthe Helm holtz freeenergy that

F = E � TS (12)

wheretheparam eterT isa positiveconstantthatdeter-

m inesthe im portance ofthe second term relativeto the

� rst rather than a tem perature notation yet. The � rst

term m easuresthe expected energy ofdescribing the in-

putdatausingtheirstochasticaldistribution.Ifwede� ne

itusing the notation in Eq.(9),

E =
X

r2L

V ( r) =
X

r2L

X

jr2D

P ( rjjr)P (jrjD )

=
X

r2L

P ( rjD )

= N
X

 2F

P ( )P ( jD ); (13)

forlatticespaceL and codespaceF .P ( )istheproba-

bility offeaturestate in cortex area orthe priorprob-

ability ofm odel .The second term in Eq.(12)assesses

theentropy orsparsenessofthecodeby assigning a cost

depending on how activity isdistributed am ongthecode

sets.Thereareseveralde� nition forS and ageneralform

is

S = � N
X

 2F

P ( )logP ( ) (14)

where� logP ( )isthecodecost,thenum berofbitsre-

quiresto com m unicate the code according to Shannon’s

coding theorem . W e expect that the therm al
 uctua-

tions in neuraldynam ics are caused due to the pertur-

bations in externalactivity and the nonlinearity in dy-

nam ics. However,there are som e hardship to adaptthe

fundam entalassum ption orde� nition oftem perature in

therm alphysics into the corticaldynam ics because the

realneuralnetworks are not exactly closed, conserved

northerm alequilibrated system s,in spite ofthe sugges-

tionsforthe probabilistic decision neuralnetworkssuch

as Boltzm ann m achines [26]. W e think the neuralnet-

worksshould be treated asfarfrom butin relaxation to

the equilibrium state.

V . A P P LIC A T IO N T O V ISU A L M A P

FO R M A T IO N M O D ELS

The coding in the prim ary visualcortex hassom e pe-

culiar characters. The m ost probable activity,oriented

barorgrid patternsin naturalim ages,is‘degenerated’,

so the m ajordeviations offeature m aps happen on the

reduced m anifold from the whole pattern space. The

conventionalspin vector(Sx;Sy;Sz)can serveasa use-

fulrepresentation ofthefeaturestateswith thepreferred

orientation � = (1=2)tan�1 (Sx=Sy)and theoculardom i-

nanceSz,wherethephenom enain visualm ap form ations

hasanalogy with well-known propertiesin m agnetism .

A . T he lateralinteraction m odels

A trivialdescription ofneuraldynam icsisthesum m a-

tion oftheneighborinteractionsand theexternalstim uli

term s:

E [ ]= �
1

2

X

x;y

J(x;y) x y +
X

x

V ( x): (15)

Iftheresponsefunction in Eq.(9)isconsidered asalinear

function or � (x) = x,the energy function is described

likethe form in Eq.(2)that

E [ ]= �
1

2

X

x;y

D (x;y) x y �
X

x

B (x) x (16)

where D (x;y) = J(x;y) and B (x) = hjxiD =
P

jx 2D
P (jxjD )jx,the probabilistic average ofexternal

stim uli.W hen D (x;y)= D (x � y),the dynam icsin the

fourierspaceisgiven by

@t q / ~D (q) q + hjqiD : (17)

In degenerated m ap such asthevisualcortex,theexter-

nalstim ulihjqiD is considered to be constant or van-

ished and ~D (q) is expected to determ ine the typical

appearance of developed feature m aps. The approxi-

m ated energy at a continuum lim it takes the form in

Eq.(8)whereA = q� isthem axim um pointof ~D (q)and

v = � ~D 00(q�)=a2 forthe lattice constanta. The lateral

interaction m odelstaketheactivation kernel,usually so-

called \M exican hat" function (positive feedback in the

center, negative in the surround). For an exam ple, a
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J(r)

r

(a)Lateralfeedback control

ofactivity

J(r)

r

(b)Lateralcontrolof

plasticity

FIG .3: The two typesofneighborinteraction functionsand

control m echanism s [24]. (a) The lateral interaction m od-

els adopt lateralactivity controland the activation kernel,

usually so-called \M exican hat" function (positive feedback

for close distance and negative forlonger distance). (b)The

plasticity control with nonnegative kernel requires feedfor-

ward com petition (or feedforward norm alization of activity

over networks). The elastic net m odelassum e the nearest

neighbor interactions (or elastic force), whereas the SO FM

algorithm take the neighborfunction on G aussian form with

the hard com petition (orwinner-take-allactivity).

well-known M exican hat function,called the di� erence

ofG aussians(DO G )� lter,isdescribed as

J(x;y)= "

�

e
�jx�yj

2
=2�

2

1 � ke
�jx�yj

2
=2�

2

2

�

(18)

where k is the strength of inhibitory activity. If the

strength ofinhibitory activity k is larger than thresh-

old kc, ~D (q) has an non-vanishing m axim um point q�

and colum nar patterns such as the band-like patterns

in ocular dom inance colum ns or the strip-like patterns

in orientation colum ns willem erge with the wavelength

� = 2�=jq�j[1].

B . T he elastic net m odel

The com petitive Hebbian m odels require the feed-

forward com petition and the nonnegative neighborhood

function (or plasticity control kernel). In the FBM

m ethods, the feedforward com petition and norm aliza-

tion is described in higher term s of the nonlinear re-

sponsefunction in theexternalpotential,Eq.(9).A triv-

ialnonlinearform oftheresponsefunction would bethat

� (x)= x + �x2.Butifconsidering the norm alization of

activity,the responsefunction isgiven likethat

� (jx x)’
jx x(1+ �jx x)
1

N

P

y
(1+ �jy y)

(19)

forthenum berofsitesN .Theenergy form in Eq.(16)is

obtained again with

D (x;y)= J(x;y)+ C (x;y) (20)

and

C (x;y)=
2�

N
(�(x � y)� 1)hjxjyiD : (21)

Ifwe consider the stim uliwith the activity center z is

scattered by the gaussian form

jx = jze
�jx�zj

2
=2�

2

s (22)

forthe feedforward cooperation range �s,we can calcu-

latethecorrelation between theexternalstim uliatposi-

tion x and y,

hjxjyiD =
1

a2

Z

dzdjzP (jzjD )(jz)
2

� e
�jx�zj

2
=2�

2

se
�jy�zj

2
=2�

2

s

= �(�2s=a
2)e�jx�yj

2
=4�

2

shj2iD : (23)

Thisresultm eansthatthecorrelation ofexternalstim uli

C (x;y) can actas the inhibitory interaction term how-

everthe neighborhood function J isnonnegative kernel.

Foran exam ple,theelasticnetm odelisdescribed by an

iterativeprocedurewith the update rule:

�t+ 1(x)� �t(x)= �
X

jx�yj= a

(� (x)� � (y))

+ �(v � � (x))
e�jv�� (x)j

2
=2�

2

s

P

y
e�jv�� (y)j

2=2�2

s

(24)

where � (x) is the feature vector of visual m ap with

Cartesian com ponents in Eq.(5) [8, 27]. At each iter-

ation, a stim ulus v is chosen at random according to

given probability distribution P (v). The � rst term in

Eq.(24)m eanstheelasticforceortheexcitatory interac-

tionsbetween thenearest-neighbors,and thesecond term

im plies the stim uliscattered with a activity center and

norm alized.In ournotations,theneighborhood function

becom eJ(x;y)= ��(jx � yj� a)orthelaplacian opera-

torata continuum lim it.W e can consider� = �=8�2�6s
from the linearterm sin Eq.(24),and obtain

C (x;y)=
�

N

hj2iD

4�a2�4s
(�(x � y)� 1)e�jx�yj

2
=4�

2

s: (25)

Therearealso interaction term sofhigherpowerbutthe

quadraticinteraction term D (x;y)determ inesthem ajor

characters ofdeveloped feature m aps. W e transform it

to fourierspaceand obtain

~D (q)= � �q
2 + �

hj2iD

�2s

�

1� e
�q

2
�
2

s

�

: (26)

Ithasm axim um pointat

q
� =

1

�s

s

ln

�

�

�
hj2iD

�

; (27)

which iscorrespond with theanalyticresultswith di� er-

entapproaches[10,12].

W e show that the elastic net m odeland the lateral

interaction m odels can be described by com m on energy

form in Eq.(16)with D (r)= h+ (r)� h� (r)forpositive
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functionsh+ and h� .Thisresultm eansthattwo m odels

haveequivalente� ectiveinteractionsand sharestatistical

properties,in spiteoftheirdi� erentcontrolm echanism s.

The em ergence ofcolum nar patterns are possible when

h� is relatively largerthan h+ . The lateralinteraction

m odels considerh� asthe lateralinhibitory interaction

term whereastheelasticnetm odelsuggestitasthecor-

related externalstim uliterm .

C . K ohonen’s SO FM algorithm

In Eq.(16),the neighborinteraction term  J m eans

the exchangeofspontaneousspikes,created withoutex-

ternalactivity.W e can expectthe possibility ofsponta-

neous� ringconsideringthepropertyofcoupled nonlinear

oscillatorswith sm alldynam ic 
 uctuations. Butseveral

experim ents have been suggested that the organization

offeaturem apsispossibleafterexposureto theexternal

activity.Thatm eansthepossibility ofspontaneous� ring

aresm all(J � j)and them ostintracellularinteractions

would beachieved by indirectcurrentsofexternalactiv-

ity.Ifwetakethesecondhandinteractionsasthee� ective

energy,wehaveE [ ]= V ( )(1
2
 J )or

E [ ]= �

�
X

B  +
1

2

X

 C  

� �
1

2

X

 J 

�

:(28)

IfB (x)= hjxiD isconstant,the� rstterm (const)�  J 

supports the lateralinteraction m odels again. The K o-

honen’sSO FM algorithm ignoresitorconsidershjxiD to

bevanished,and focuson thelateralcurrentsinduced by

feedforward norm alized stim uli,( C  )� ( J ). M ore-

over, the SO FM algorithm requires the hard com pe-

tition, called the \winner take all" (W TA) case. As

�s approaches zero in Eq.(22),the activity is localized

only around the winning neuron and the correlation of

external stim uli in fourier space is ~C (q) = �hj2iD q
2.

The neighborhood function takes on the gaussian form

J(x;y)= e�jx�yj
2
=2�

2

l forthe lateralcooperation range

�l.Thereforeweobtain the e� ective interaction term in

fourierspace

~C (q)~J(q)= 2��2l�hj
2iD q

2
e
�q

2
�
2

l
=2
: (29)

Ithasthe m ininum pointat

q
� =

p
2=�l; (30)

which agrees with previous analytic results [12,28,29]

and always positive if�l > 0. K ohonen’s SO FM algo-

rithm is said to be robust in learning rules because it

alwayssuccessin achieving an array ofdi� erentfeature

detectors.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N

Thephysicalm odelsofneuralnetworksbased on neu-

roscience have to target to interpret both the physio-

logic phenom ena and the com putationalarchitectures.

Considering thedevelopm entoffunctionalarea in whole

brain,we need m ore adaptable theories than the basic

neuralarchitecture with connectionism . In this paper,

weshow theconventionalexpressionsin physicscan serve

as appropriate and e� ective descriptions of neuraldy-

nam ics.Aswe showed in visualm ap form ations[1],the

collectiveneuraldynam icscan bem uch alikewell-known

phenom enain otherphysicssystem s.W eexpectthatthe

theoreticexperience in physicswillo� erintuitive appre-

ciation ofthe physiologic phenom ena and sophisticated

m echanism sin the com putationalarchitectures.Theas-

sum ption that m inicolum ns is a candidate for the pro-

cessing elem ents in networks is optionalbut successful

in explanation ofm ap form ationsatcorticallevel. The

form ation ofstructure in m inicolum n is also due to the

functionalgrouping between neuronswith sim ilarinter-

ests,and expected to becerti� ed with m orefundam ental

interactionsatneuron level.

In theassum ption ofthecolum narm odule,weclassify

the synaptic connection types and anticipate di� erent

functionalcharactersin com putationalprocessing.(1)In

the connectivity between close neuronswithin a colum -

narm odule,thefunctionalattributesofneuronsand the

associative m em ory is realized. (2)By the connectivity

between the colum narm odules,noted by the neighbor-

hood function J,within a cortex area,thenetworkscon-

trollaterally the output activity between neighbors (3)

Via the connection between far aparted neurons cross

cortex areas,neurons get driven-activity from external

environm entorotherfunctionalcortexareas.Thecolum -

narm odulesbecom eelem ents(ornodes)again with high

dim ensionalattributesin networksofneuralnetworks.If

the neighborhood function J(x;y) is speci� ed depend-

ing on the positionsx and y ratherthan theirdistance,

the connectivity between colum nar m odules also work

in inform ation m em orize. The connection strength be-

tween colum narm odules within orbeyond cortex areas

would be strengthened also ifthere are m uch com m u-

nications between them according to the Hebbian rule.

But we consider that the enhancem ent ofconnectivity

between colum narm odulesisforthe e� cientcom m uni-

cationsratherthan inform ation encoding.
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