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Biological and artificial systems encode information through several complex nonlinear operations,
making their exact study a formidable challenge. These internal mechanisms often take place across
multiple timescales and process external signals to enable functional output responses. In this work,
we focus on two widely implemented paradigms: nonlinear summation, where signals are first pro-
cessed independently and then combined; and nonlinear integration, where they are combined first
and then processed. We study a general model where the input signal is propagated to an output
unit through a processing layer via nonlinear activation functions. We demonstrate that integra-
tion systematically enhances input-output mutual information over a wide range of parameters and
system sizes, while simultaneously enabling tunable input discrimination. Further, we reveal that
high-dimensional embeddings and low-dimensional projections emerge naturally as optimal compet-
ing strategies. Our results uncover the foundational features of nonlinear information processing
with profound implications for both biological and artificial systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The ability to encode and process information from the
external world is essential to maintain robust functioning
in biological systems [1]. These goals are usually achieved
through complex internal machinery that involves nonlin-
ear operations. For example, multi-molecular reactions
drive sensing and adaptation in chemical networks [2–
4], gene regulatory dynamics is controlled by protein-
mediated interactions leading to multi-stable phases cor-
responding to different cell fates [5, 6], phase coexistence
phenomena sustain noise reduction and functional orga-
nization in cellular environments [7, 8], and complex in-
teraction networks underlie the computational capabili-
ties of neural populations [9–11].

As such, extracting information from a given input to
generate a desired output is a fundamental problem that
spans several fields, from signal processing in biochemical
systems [12, 13] to designing and training artificial neural
networks [14, 15]. Many of these systems share the idea
that inputs need to be processed via different types of
nonlinear activation functions to enable non-trivial learn-
ing tasks. Despite remarkable results, understanding the
key determinants of how the resulting architectures un-
derpin information processing, and how the type of non-
linearity shapes its performances, is an active area of
theoretical research [16–19]. Recent works have investi-
gated the performance of computation tasks instantiated
by biological media, making an effort to bridge artificial
and biochemical processing [20]. In particular, they have
highlighted the pivotal computational role of nonlinear
encoding [21–23] and multiple timescales [24–27].

Information theory provides us with tools to quanti-
tatively study information-processing capabilities of var-
ious systems ranging from stochastic processes [28–31]
to biological scenarios [32–35]. While the impact of
timescales on information propagation has been under-
stood independently of the context [36], the role of in-
ternal nonlinear mechanisms remains unclear without fo-
cusing on specific models. One of the main difficulties

resides in the lack of general analytical approaches - only
discrete-state systems that are sufficiently small can be
embedded into an expanded state space that is tractable
enough to solve the resulting master equation [36]. In
fact, most general results obtained for large systems or
phenomenological models rely on Gaussian approxima-
tions of various forms [37–39].

In this work, we overcome these limitations by an-
alytically tackling a generic multiscale and dynami-
cal information-processing system. A possibly high-
dimensional signal is encoded by an input unit, processed
by a processing unit, and finally passed on to an out-
put unit. Interactions among the units form a general
multilayer network structure that supports the propaga-
tion of the input information [36, 40, 41]. Crucially, each
unit may operate on a different timescale and is com-
posed of an arbitrary number of individual degrees of
freedom (dofs), such as neurons in neural networks or
chemical species in a signaling network. Crucially, op-
erations between the units are implemented by different
types of activation (or transfer) functions. We compare
two paradigmatic processing schemes: nonlinear summa-
tion, in which incoming signals are processed and then
summed before affecting the target unit; and nonlinear
integration, in which the signal is first integrated, and
then passed to the next unit through an activation func-
tion. We first find the exact expression for the probabil-
ity distribution (pdf) of the system in different timescale
regimes. Then, we employ this result to show that inte-
gration is associated with a higher mutual information
between input and output units over a wide range of
parameters and system sizes, emerging as the backbone
of accurate processing. Further, we unravel a nontrivial
interplay between the dimensionalities of the input and
processing units, allowing us to define optimal operation
regimes. Finally, we show that nonlinear integration also
leads to the spontaneous emergence of bistability in the
output layer even for Gaussian inputs, suggesting its cru-
cial role in implementing input discrimination that can
be tuned by tinkering with internal parameters.
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II. RESULTS

A. Multiscale information-processing system

To maintain the generality of the approach, we consider
an information-processing system composed of three dif-
ferent stochastic units: input I, processing P , and output
O. Each unit is composed of Mµ degrees of freedom with
a shared timescale τµ, with µ = I, P,O. All dofs within
the same unit are linearly coupled with an interaction
matrix Âµ of size Mµ × Mµ; conversely, the coupling
from unit ν to µ is implemented via a nonlinear activa-

tion function ϕ⃗µν that depends, in principle, on all dofs

within ν and a Mµ × Mν interaction matrix Âµν . The
system’s dynamics is described by the following Langevin
equations:

τµ ˙⃗xµ = −Âµx⃗µ +
∑
ν ̸=µ

gµν ϕ⃗µν(Âµν ; x⃗ν) +
√

2τµσ̂µξ⃗µ ,

where gµν is an interaction strength between unit ν and

µ, D̂µ = σ̂µσ̂
T
µ a diagonal diffusion coefficient, and ξ⃗µ a

vector of Gaussian white noises. The first observation is
that, when all gµν ’s are zero, the units will converge to
independent Gaussian distributions at stationarity. How-
ever, when interactions between units are turned on, in-
formation starts propagating across timescales. Further-
more, we may assume that the input evolves indepen-
dently, as this is the case for a relevant class of biophys-
ical scenarios [39, 42–44]. Then, the input is passed to
the processing unit through a directional coupling, i.e.,
gPI ̸= 0 and gIP = 0. After the processing step, the sig-
nal arrives at the output unit again through a directional
coupling, i.e., gOP ̸= 0 and gPO = 0. Importantly, our
system can be easily extended to include several process-
ing units, as our results are independent of their number.

To investigate how the mechanisms implementing in-
ternal nonlinear processing affect the information content
of the system, we study the mutual information between
input and output units,

IIO =

∫
dx⃗Idx⃗OpIO(x⃗I , x⃗O) log2

pIO(x⃗I , x⃗O)

pI(x⃗I)pO(x⃗O)
= (1)

= HO −
∫

dx⃗IpI(x⃗I)hO|I(x⃗I) = HO − ⟨hO|I⟩I ,

where hO|I = ⟨pO|I log2 pO|I⟩O. Here, pIO(x⃗I , x⃗O) is the
joint pdf of input and output dofs, pI(x⃗I) and pO(x⃗O)
are their respective marginal pdfs, and HO is the Shan-
non entropy [45] of the output unit computed in bits.
IIO quantifies the information shared between I and O,
therefore acting as an unbiased proxy for processing ac-
curacy in this paradigmatic setting [45].

As demonstrated in [36], if the dynamics of the input
unit is the faster at play (τI ≪ τP , τO), no mutual infor-
mation can be generated between I and O. Conversely,
a slow input is a necessary condition to have a non-zero
IIO. We still have the freedom to set the timescales of

FIG. 1. (a-d) Output distribution and stochastic trajecto-
ries of the output in the presence of nonlinear summation
between units, both for a slow (τI ≫ τP ≫ τO) and a fast
(τI ≫ τO ≫ τP ) processing unit. In the model sketch, units
are ordered from the slowest (left) to the fastest (right). In-
teractions are set to gPI = gOP = 5. (e-h) Same, but in the
presence of nonlinear integration between units, where the
activity of the components of each unit is first summed and
then integrated. In panels (a-b) and (e-f), dashed lines are
pdfs obtained by sampling the exact output distribution, and
shaded areas the histograms obtained from Langevin trajec-
tories with a timescale ratio ∆τ = 10−2 between the units.
In this figure, MI = 5, MP = 3, and MO = 1. Interactions
between units are distributed as N (0, 1), whereas intra-unit

interactions follow N (0, 0.9/
√
M) to ensure input stability.

processing and output units, distinguishing two relevant
cases: a fast-processing system (τP ≪ τO) and a slow-
processing one (τP ≫ τO). However, a crucial role is

also played by the specific type of nonlinearity ϕ⃗µν at
hand. We distinguish two widely used but distinct cases,
corresponding to different processing schemes: nonlin-
ear summation (ns) [46–48] and integration (int) [49–53].
They prescribe the following forms of interactions be-
tween units:

(ϕi
µν)

ns =
1

Mν

Mν∑
j=1

Aij
µν tanh

(
xj
ν

)

(ϕi
µν)

int = tanh

 1

Mν

Mν∑
j=1

Aij
µνx

j
ν

 ,

(2)

where all nodes in unit ν contribute to the dynamics of
node i in unit µ through a nonlinear activation function
and a set of weights Aij

µν , with j = 1, . . . ,Mν , medi-
ating the coupling. These two cases represent different
physical processes. For a nonlinear summation, the sig-
nals generated by each dof in unit ν are first nonlinearly
transformed, and then linearly projected by means of the
interaction matrix Âµν . In contrast, for a nonlinear inte-
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gration, the signals from unit ν are first linearly combined
via the weights Aij

µν , and then the resulting integrated
signal is nonlinearly transformed by the activation func-
tion and passed to the i-th dof of unit µ. We set the acti-
vation function as a hyperbolic tangent to mimic custom-
ary modeling choices for neural networks [46]. In Fig. 1,
we show stochastic trajectories and pdfs of the output
unit for slow and fast processing, both in the case of
summation and integration. For simplicity of computa-
tion and visualization, we will consider a one-dimensional
output unit throughout this manuscript. While there is
no striking difference between slow and fast processing
at the dynamical level, nonlinear summation and integra-
tion lead to two very different distributions in the output
node. Integrating incoming signals from one unit to the
other favors the spontaneous emergence of a pronounced
switching behavior that reflects into a bistable distribu-
tion, a signature of input discrimination. The last part of
this manuscript will be dedicated to quantitatively sub-
stantiating this observation.

B. Exact solution for fast and slow processing units

The first contribution of this Letter is to provide an ana-
lytical solution for the joint distribution of the whole sys-
tem, pIPO, that can be exploited to evaluate the input-
output mutual information IIO, and the output station-
ary pdf pstO. While IIO informs us on the processing per-
formance of the system, pO contains information on the
ability to perform input discrimination. pIPO satisfies
the following Fokker-Planck equation:

∂

∂t
pIPO =

(
LI

τI
+

LP

τP
+

LO

τO

)
pIPO

where Lµ is the Fokker-Planck operator associated with
the unit µ = I, P,O, as detailed in the Supplemental
Material (SM) [54]. Although general exact expressions
are out of reach without approximations, the limits of
fast and slow processing can provide useful insights into
system operations, provided the presence of a slow input
unit. From [36, 55], we know that in these two limiting
regimes the joint pdf of input, processing, and output
units is the product of conditional distributions. As we
show in the SM [54], at stationarity we have:

pfpIOP = pstI p
st
P |Ip

eff,st
O|I fast processing (3)

pspIOP = pstI p
st
P |Ip

st
O|P slow processing , (4)

where the superscript “st” (omitted on the l.h.s.) stands
for stationarity, and “eff” indicates a pdf that solves an
effective operator obtained from the ensemble average
over dofs faster than its corresponding unit. We use the
superscript “fp” and “sp” to indicate that these quanti-
ties are evaluated respectively for fast and slow process-
ing. Let us inspect all these terms one by one. pstI is
the multivariate Gaussian distribution of the input with

mean m⃗I and covariance matrix Σ̂I that solves the Lya-
punov equation ÂIΣ̂I + Σ̂IÂ

T
I = 2D̂I . By exploiting the

fact that intra-unit interactions are linear, all the condi-
tional distributions may be written as:

pstµ|ν = N
(
m⃗µ|ν(x⃗ν), Σ̂ν

)
µ, ν = I, P,O (5)

with Σ̂ν satisfying its corresponding Lyapunov equation,
and the average containing the dependence on the con-
ditional variable as follows:

m⃗µ|ν(x⃗ν) = gµνÂ
−1
µ ϕ⃗µν(Âµν ; x⃗ν) (6)

Notice that the functional form of Eq. (6) depends on the
nonlinear processing mechanism considered in Eq. (2).
However, when an effective operator is involved, calcula-
tions become harder. By using a convergent expansion
of the hyperbolic tangent, we show that:

peff,st
O|I = N

(
m⃗eff

O|I(x⃗I), Σ̂O

)
(7)

with again ÂOΣ̂O + Σ̂OÂ
T
O = 2D̂O and

ns : m⃗eff
O|I = gOP Â

−1
O

(
ÂOP

MP
F⃗(m⃗P |I ,diag(Σ̂P ))

)
int : m⃗eff

O|I = gOP Â
−1
O F⃗(m⃗int, v⃗int)

(8)

where we employed the shorthand notation F i(x⃗, y⃗) =
F(xi, yi). In particular, F is a nontrivial nonlinear func-
tion defined in the SM [54], and we introduced the fol-
lowing integrated quantities:

m⃗int =
1

MP
ÂOP m⃗P |I , v⃗int =

1

M2
P

ÂOP Σ̂P Â
T
OP .

From Eq. (8), we notice that the dependence on x⃗I en-
ters solely through m⃗O|P , defined in Eq. (6). The main
difference resides in the fact that, in the case of summa-

tion, the nonlinear function F⃗ has to be averaged with
processing weights ÂOP , while in the case of integration,

F⃗ must be directly evaluated on integrated quantities.

Putting all these results together, we obtain an analyti-
cal expression for the joint pdf of the whole system, pIPO.
We stress that pIPO is a highly nonlinear distribution.
However, our factorization into conditional Gaussian dis-
tributions incorporates the nonlinearities only into their
means, allowing in particular for efficient sampling. In
Figs. 1a-b and 1e-f, dashed curves indicate the output
pdf obtained by sampling the exact joint distribution
(details of the calculations are presented in the SM [54]).
Furthermore, the structure of the resulting conditional
dependencies is crucially different between fast and slow
processing units, with fundamental implications for the
mutual information between the input and the output.
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FIG. 2. (a-c) Mutual information between input and output IIO in a system with a slow processing unit as a function of the
coupling strengths gPI and gOP . Nonlinear integration (superscript “int”, orange) produces higher information than nonlinear
summation (superscript “ns”, teal). (d-f) Same, but for a fast processing unit. In the model sketch, the units are ordered from
the fastest (top or right) to the slowest (bottom or left). (g-h) Furthermore, IIO is systematically higher with a fast processing
unit (Eq. (9)). This effect is particularly relevant for an activation function implementing nonlinear integration. In these panels,
σPI = σOP = 1, σI = σP = 0.9, and MI = MP = 50. In this figure, results are obtained by averaging over 103 realization of the
random interaction matrices. (i-k) Here, we focus on the fast processing scenario. (i-j) The advantage of nonlinear integration

depends on the interplay between the dimensionality of the processing unit, MP , and the variance of ÂOP , σ2
OP . For small

variances (σOP = 0.1), we always find I intIO > InsIO. However, at large variances (σOP = 10), such advantage is achieved only
for large enough MP . (k) In the nonlinear integration case, for a given input dimension MI there exists an optimal processing
dimensionality M∗

P that maximizes the input-output information (dashed lines). As MI increases, MP decreases.

C. Enhanced information by nonlinear integration

We can now exploit the exact factorization of the joint
pdf of the system to evaluate the accuracy of process-
ing the stochastic input and encoding it into the one-
dimensional output, by means of the mutual information
IIO in Eq. (1). In the case of fast processing, the joint
distribution of input and output is obtained from Eq. (3)

by integrating over x⃗P , i.e., p
fp
IO = pstI p

eff,st
O|I . Thus, since

peff,st
O|I is a Gaussian distribution with a variance indepen-

dent of x⃗I (Eq. (7)), hfp
O|I does not depend on x⃗I and is

equal to:

hfp
O|I =

1

2

[
MO(1 + log2(2π)) + log2 det

(
Σ̂O

)]
so that the mutual information reads:

I fpIO = H fp
O − hfp

O|I . (9)

To evaluate this quantity is sufficient to compute the out-
put pdf and evaluate its Shannon entropy using standard
estimators [56, 57] (see SM [54] for details). In the pres-
ence of a slow processing unit, instead, from Eq. (4) we
have:

pspIO = pstI

∫
dx⃗P p

st
O|P p

st
P |I = pstI p

st
O|I . (10)

Although an expression for hsp
O|I cannot be easily ob-

tained, we can efficiently sample pstO|I by using Eq. (10),

as detailed in the SM [54], to compute the mutual infor-
mation IspIO.

In Fig. 2, for both slow and fast processing, we com-
pare the mutual information between input and output
for the case of nonlinear summation, InsIO, and integra-
tion, I intIO. We omit the superscripts referring to the pro-
cessing timescale whenever it is already clear from the
picture. Interactions within the same unit µ are dis-
tributed as N (0, σµ/

√
Mµ), with σµ < 1 to ensure sta-

bility without inter-unit couplings. The dependence of
the mutual information on input stability is studied in
the SM [54] and resembles the findings of [55]. Interac-
tion between units µ and ν are distributed as N (0, σµν).
All results are obtained by averaging over realizations of
these random matrices. Figs. 2a-c and 2d-f respectively
show that, independently of the internal timescale order-
ing, nonlinear integration always leads to higher mutual
information with respect to summation. Interestingly,
this discrepancy seems to be systematically more pro-
nounced in the presence of a fast processing unit (see
Fig. 2g-h). This fundamental result suggests that inte-
gration, possibly coupled with proper timescale ordering,
may serve as a foundational scheme to support accurate
processing in both biological and artificial systems.

Additionally, the computational advantage of nonlin-
ear integration holds for any processing dimensions and
coupling strength when interactions between the process-
ing and output units have small variance, σ2

OP . For
larger σ2

OP , increasing the dimensionality of the pro-
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cessing unit appears beneficial for processing accuracy
(see Fig. (2)i-j), while at small MP we find a limited
strong-coupling regime where nonlinear summation pro-
vides larger mutual information. Intuitively, this hap-
pens since, for small processing sizes, the elements of
ÂOP are not evenly sampled from their Gaussian distri-
bution. This effect becomes less and less prominent, and
eventually disappears, as MP increases. Furthermore, by
inspecting the interplay between input and processing di-
mensionality, we find that at a given MI , there exists an
optimal value of MP that maximizes I intIO, as shown in
Fig. 2k (see also SM [54]). Remarkably, the optimal pro-
cessing size decreases by increasing the input size, sug-
gesting that a nonlinear embedding of a low-dimensional
input in a higher-dimensional processing space favors in-
formation encoding. On the contrary, I intIO is maximal
at small MP for large MI , so that information process-
ing is favored by a nonlinear compression of the input in
a lower-dimensional processing space. This behavior re-
veals quantitative insights into optimal operation regimes
and diverse strategies to encode information.

D. Emergent output bistability

Nonlinear integration is also advantageous from a dy-
namical perspective. In Fig. 3a, we consider the case of
a fast processing unit and compare the bistability of the
output pdf obtained for nonlinear summation and inte-
gration by means of the Staple’s bimodality coefficient
(see SM [54]), respectively denoted by bnsO and bintO . We
show that integration is associated with higher bistable
coefficients, i.e., more pronounced bistability, thus en-
abling more accurate input discrimination in the output
distribution. The presence of a stochastic Gaussian in-
put and random interaction matrices makes it particu-
larly hard to pinpoint the input features that the system
is discriminating. However, the robustness of our finding
for such a general scenario hints at an intrinsic advantage
of integration in favoring input discrimination.

Crucially, however, this emergent bistability may be
tuned by introducing suitable processing biases in how
the signal of certain nodes is encoded. We can add this
ingredient in Eq. (2) by applying the substitution xj

ν →
xj
ν − θjν , where the bias is introduced as:

(ϕi
µν)

ns,b =
1

Mν

Mν∑
j=1

Aij
µν tanh

(
xj
ν − θjν

)

(ϕi
µν)

int,b = tanh

 1

Mν

Mν∑
j=1

Aij
µν(x

j
ν − θjν)

 ,

(11)

where the superscript “b” indicates the presence of the

bias. Note that θ⃗ν can be in principle different for each
unit. In Fig. (3)b-e, we consider a system in the presence
of a fast processing unit and include the presence of a

random bias θ⃗ν whose elements are drawn from N (0, 1)

FIG. 3. (a) Bimodality coefficient of output pdf, bO, as a func-
tion of input and processing dimensions in a system with a
fast processing unit. Here, gPI = gOP = 10, σOP = σPI = 1,
and σI = σP = 0.9. Results are averaged over 103 realization
of random matrices. Both activation functions, implement-
ing nonlinear summation (“ns”, teal) or nonlinear integration
(“int”, orange), may lead to a bistable output distribution,
particularly for smaller dimensions. Notwithstanding, on av-
erage nonlinear integration enhances bimodality in all param-
eter ranges explored. (b-c) Output distributions for MI = 5
and MP = 10. (d-e) Same random matrix realization as in
panels (b-c), but after introducing a random bias in the pro-
cessing nonlinearity. The bias allows for tuning the emergent
output bistability, allowing the system to select one of the
modes. Importantly, due to its randomness, the bias may have
opposite effects depending on the type of activation function.

for each ν. By comparing the same realization of ran-
dom interaction matrices Âµ and Âµν (as discussed for

Fig. 2) without (Fig. 3b-c) and with (Fig. 3d-e) θ⃗ν , we
find that the presence of a bias triggers an unbalance in
the output bistability. Notice that this emergent unbal-
ance can be different between summation and integration
due to the intrinsic randomness of all system’s compo-
nents, as shown in Fig. 3. Thus, nonlinear integration
enables more pronounced tunable output bistability, al-
lowing the system to statistically select one of the two
emerging modes.

III. DISCUSSION

In this work, we studied nonlinear processing through
different activation functions in a paradigmatic three-
unit system. By leveraging the presence of multiple
timescales, we analytically obtained the joint distribu-
tion of the system and computed the input-output mu-
tual information. We compared two nonlinear process-
ing schemes, summation and integration, employed in
multiple contexts. In systems implementing nonlinear
summation, inputs are first processed and then averaged,
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while inputs are first averaged and then processed in sys-
tems supporting nonlinear integration. We showed that
integration generally leads to higher input-output mu-
tual information, allowing for increased processing ac-
curacy. At the same time, this internal scheme enables
tunable input discrimination. Finally, we highlighted a
nontrivial competing behavior between high-dimensional
embedding and low-dimensional projection in the pro-
cessing space, depending on the input dimensionality.
Overall, our paradigmatic approach allowed us to quan-
titatively investigate the emergence of accurate encod-
ing in information-processing architectures encompass-
ing key ingredients common to both biological and artifi-
cial systems. In doing so, we highlighted the unforeseen
advantages of nonlinear integration under very general
conditions, uncovering its role in shaping information in
multiscale systems. Our results might inspire the design
of efficient artificial processing schemes and the discovery
of the principles guiding biological computation.

Extensions are manifold. Future works may systemati-
cally investigate other types of activation functions, eval-
uating their performances in terms of input-output in-
formation and the relative timescales between the units.
Furthermore, it will be interesting to consider systems
where different units implement different activation func-

tions, allowing for more heterogeneity in terms of com-
putational capabilities. Along this line, architectures
with several processing units, possibly acting on a di-
verse range of timescales, may be necessary to deal with
bio-inspired models and more structured inputs. This
setting will also enable a natural implementation of the
existence of multiple tasks whose presence might dramat-
ically change the definition of processing performance.
Our work will stand as a foundational step for these ex-
plorations, unraveling how different types of dynamical
nonlinearities underlie information and computation in
real-world systems.
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Supplemental Material: “Multiscale nonlinear integration drives accurate encoding of
input information”

SI. MULTILAYER MODEL WITH NONLINEAR INTERACTIONS BETWEEN UNITS

We consider a stochastic system whose degrees of freedom (dofs) can be partitioned into N components (or units for
now on), each containing Mµ variables that evolve with a shared timescale τµ, for µ = 1, . . . , N . These partitions
can be viewed as different units or layers in a multilayer network, so that the i-th node in the µ-th layer describes a
continuous stochastic variable xi

µ, with i = 1, . . . ,Mµ. Thus, the dimensionality of unit µ corresponds to the number
of nodes Mµ in the corresponding layer, with nodes representing its interacting internal degrees of freedom. We will
often refer to xi

µ as the activity of the node, in reminiscence of models for the dynamics of neural networks, even if
this framework is amenable to describe a vast variety of biological and artificial systems, as discussed in the main
text. The multilayer network is described by an adjacency tensor Aij

µν , which measures the strength of the interaction

going from the node xj
ν to the node xi

µ. Hence, the matrix Âµµ describes the interactions between the nodes of the

µ-th unit, and Âµν describes the interactions between unit ν and µ. For stability, we take the self-interactions to be
Aii

µµ = 1.
In full generality, we can describe the dynamical evolution of the system by the set of Langevin equations

τµẋ
i
µ = −

Mµ∑
j=1

Aij
µµfµ

(
xj
µ

)
+
∑
ν ̸=µ

gµνϕµν

(
Ai,1

µν , . . . , A
i,Mν
µν ;x1

ν , . . . , x
Mν
ν

)
+
√
2Di

µτµξ
i
µ (S1)

where fµ is a generic activation function characterizing the intra-unit interactions between nodes, ϕµν is another
activation function dictating the inter-unit interactions from nodes in unit ν to the node xi

µ, gµν is the corresponding

interaction strength, Di
µ a constant noise strength, and ξiµ are independent white noises. In the main text, we

introduced ϕ⃗µν , defined as ϕ⃗µν(Âµν ; x⃗ν) ≡ ϕ(Ai,1
µν , . . . , A

i,Mν
µν ;x1

ν , . . . , x
Mν
ν ). In other words, the dependence on the

node is reflected in the dependence on matrix elements and components of x⃗ν , while the functional form of the
activation function stays unchanged. In this work, we set fµ(z) = z, so that, in the absence of inter-unit interactions,
the local dynamics of a unit corresponds to an analytically solvable Gaussian process. Notice also that, in this picture,
inter-unit interactions can link the dynamics of multiple nodes belonging to different units and, therefore, evolving
on different timescales.

We focus on two different kinds of activation functions between the units. In the first case, we consider the coupling
between the units to be implemented as a nonlinear summation, i.e.,

ϕns
µν

(
Ai,1

µν , . . . , A
i,Mν
µν ;x1

ν , . . . , x
Mν
ν

)
=

1

Mν

Mν∑
j=1

Aij
µν tanhx

j
ν (S2)

where tanh plays the role of a nonlinear activation function. In this case, the activities of the nodes of the ν-th unit
are first nonlinearly transformed and then linearly averaged to obtain the overall interaction with xi

µ. In the second
case, instead, we consider an activation function implementing a nonlinear integration of the whole unit activity, i.e.,

ϕint
µν

(
Ai,1

µν , . . . , A
i,Mν
µν ;x1

ν , . . . , x
Mν
ν

)
= tanh

 1

Mν

Mν∑
j=1

Aij
µνx

j
ν

 . (S3)

In Eq. (S3), the overall activity of unit ν, defined as the average activity weighted on the corresponding interactions
with xi

µ, is nonlinearly integrated, i.e., it enters in the activation function as a whole. These two choices have been
employed in several contexts, particularly in reservoir computing [49] and more in general in random recurrent neural
networks [46–48, 50, 51]. However, they lead to qualitatively different dynamics and deeply affect dependencies
between the units.

In general, solving Eq. (S1) amounts to solving the corresponding Fokker-Planck equation

∂

∂t
p1,...,N (x⃗1, . . . , x⃗N , t) =

N∑
µ=1

1

τµ
Lµp1,...,N (x⃗1, . . . , x⃗N , t) (S4)
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where x⃗µ = (x1
µ, . . . , x

Mµ
µ ), p1,...,N (x⃗1, . . . , x⃗N , t) is the multilayer joint probability - with each layer representing a

specific unit µ - describing the probability of the activity of all nodes at time t, and Lµ is the Fokker-Planck operator
of unit µ:

Lµ =

Mµ∑
i=1

∂

∂xi
µ

Mµ∑
j=1

Aij
µµx

j
µ −

∑
ν ̸=µ

gµνϕµν

(
Ai,1

µν , . . . , A
i,Mν
µν ;x1

ν , . . . , x
Mν
ν

)
+Di

µ

∂

∂xi
µ

 . (S5)

Eq. (S4) is a highly nonlinear equation in x⃗µ and thus solving it exactly is a formidably challenging task. However,
we will exploit the fact that interactions within a unit are linear to obtain an analytically tractable factorization of
the nonlinear joint probability p1,...,N in a timescale-separation limit.

SII. INPUT-OUTPUT SYSTEMS AND MUTUAL INFORMATION

A relevant class of systems (see main text for references) is characterized by the presence of an input unit I which
evolves independently on the rest of the system - so that AIν = 0 for all ν - and an output unit O, whose nodes are
not a source of any interactions to other units - AνO = 0 for all ν. These systems exhibit a hierarchical structure
allowing for an clear identification of the signal to be read (the input) and the variables that encode it (the output).
In particular, we are interested in computing the mutual information between the input and the output, namely

IIO =

∫
dx⃗Idx⃗O pIO(x⃗I , x⃗O) log2

pIO(x⃗I , x⃗O)

pI(x⃗I)pO(x⃗O)

= HO −HO|I (S6)

where HO is the differential entropy of the output and HO|I the conditional entropy,

HO = −
∫

dx⃗O pO(x⃗O) log2 pO(x⃗O), HO|I = −
∫

dx⃗Idx⃗O pIO(x⃗I , x⃗O) log2 pO|I(x⃗O|x⃗I) .

The mutual information quantifies the dependencies between the output and the input units in terms of how much
information they share, Specifically, it captures the reduction of the uncertainty in the output, quantified by its
entropy, once the input is known. Notice that the expression in Eq. (S6) holds for any system even without a
hierarchical structure, however the identification of inputs and outputs might become more complex, eventually
leading to ambiguity in the interpretation of the results.

For what follows, it will be useful to rewrite the mutual information in terms of the function

hO|I(x⃗I) = −
∫

dx⃗O pO|I(x⃗O|x⃗I) log2 pO|I(x⃗O|x⃗I) (S7)

which is nothing but the entropy of the conditional distribution pO|I , and whose expectation value over the input
distribution is exactly the conditional entropy. Thus, we have

IIO = HO −
〈
hO|I

〉
I
= HO −

∫
dx⃗I pI(x⃗I)hO|I(x⃗I) (S8)

which, as we will see, will allow us to evaluate the mutual information directly from samples of the joint distribution.

SIII. DIRECT INPUT-OUTPUT CONNECTIONS

Within the hierarchical scheme highlighted above, we first consider the instructive example of a system with only two
units before considering the full three-unit system of the main text: an input unit, x⃗I , with MI nodes, and an output
unit, x⃗O, with MO nodes. The adjacency tensor is given by

Â =

(
ÂI 0

ÂOI ÂO

)
(S9)

where ÂI and ÂO are MI×MI and MO×MO matrices, respectively, and ÂOI describes the connections from the input
to the output unit. This model contains two timescales and any processing mechanism converting input into output is
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effectively taken into account by the nonlinear inter-unit activation functions, as presented above. In order to obtain
analytical solutions for the joint probability pIO(x⃗I , x⃗O, t), we focus on the limiting case of a slow input, τI ≫ τO.
Indeed, the other limit, albeit interesting from a mathematical perspective, will not give rise to any information
between the units, as proven in [36]. We also focus on the steady-state solution, so we will neglect time dependencies.

In this limit we can rescale time by the slowest timescale, i.e., t → t/τI , and seek a solution of the form

pIO(x⃗I , x⃗O, t) = p
(0)
IO(x⃗I , x⃗O, t) +

τO
τI

p
(1)
IO(x⃗I , x⃗O, t) +O

((
τO
τI

)2
)

where the superscript denotes the order of the expansion in the small parameter, τO/τI ≪ 1. Up to the first order,
i.e., with O(τO/τI) corrections, the Fokker-Planck equation becomes

∂

∂t
p
(0)
IO =

τI
τO

LOp
(0)
IO + LIp

(0)
IO + LOp

(1)
IO +O

(
τO
τI

)
where we suppressed the dependencies of pIO for brevity. Proceeding order-by-order, as outlined in [55], we obtain a

solution for p
(0)
IO := pstIO of the form

pstIO(x⃗I , x⃗O) = pstI (x⃗I) p
st
O|I(x⃗O|x⃗I) (S10)

where the probabilities are the stationary solutions of the operators

LI(x⃗I) p
st
I (x⃗I) = 0, LO|I(x⃗I , x⃗O) p

st
O|I(x⃗O|x⃗I) = 0 (S11)

with

LO|I(x⃗I , x⃗O) =

MO∑
i=1

∂

∂xi
O

MO∑
j=1

Aij
O

(
xj
O −

MO∑
k=1

gOI

(
A−1

O

)jk
ϕOI

(
Ak,1

OI , . . . , A
k,MI

OI ; x⃗I

))
+Di

O

∂

∂xi
O

 . (S12)

Crucially, both these operators admit a stationary multivariate Gaussian distribution N (m⃗, Σ̂), where m⃗ is the mean

and Σ̂ the covariance matrix. Indeed, the input evolves independently of the output and, as such, it is governed by a
Fokker-Planck equation without inter-unit interactions. On the other hand, the conditional probability of the output
given the input, pstO|I , evolves according to an operator where interactions between the units only depend on the value

of x⃗I , which has to be considered quenched. Specifically, we have that

pI(x⃗I)
st = N

(
0⃗, Σ̂I

)
, pstO|I(x⃗O|x⃗I) = N

(
m⃗O|I(x⃗I), Σ̂O

)
(S13)

where

mi
O|I(x⃗I) = gOI

MO∑
k=1

(
A−1

O

)ik
ϕOI

(
Ak,1

OI , . . . , A
k,MI

OI ; x⃗I

)
, i = 1, . . . ,MO (S14)

and the covariance matrices obey the Lyapunov equations ÂIΣ̂I +Σ̂IÂ
T
I = 2D̂I , with D̂I = diag

(
D1

I , . . . , D
MI

I

)
, and

similarly for the output unit. The fundamental advantage of the factorization in Eq. (S10) is that both its components
are Gaussian. We also note that the structure of the solution remains identical independently on the form of the
nonlinearity, so it is valid for both Eq. (S2) and Eq. (S3).

Yet, since the mean of pstO|I explicitly depends on x⃗I , the output distribution, pstO =
∫
dx⃗I pstO|I pstI , obtained by

marginalizing over x⃗I , will not be Gaussian due to the nonlinearity of ϕOI . Therefore, the output entropy appearing
in the mutual information in Eq. (S8) cannot be evaluated analytically. However, the second term is given by

hO|I(x⃗I) =
1

2

[
MO (1 + log2(2π)) + log2 det Σ̂O

]
≡ hO|I (S15)

which does not depend on x⃗I . As a consequence, we just need to evaluate HO numerically. In particular, we can
easily sample the joint distribution pstIO, and thus obtain samples from the output that can be used to estimate its
distribution and entropy. We employ both a classic Vasicek estimator [56] and the standard Kozachenko-Leonenko
kNN estimator [57], as we focus on the case of one-dimensional outputs. Due to the curse of dimensionality, in higher
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FIG. S1. Effect of the input stability in an input-output system, both with an activation function following a nonlinear
summation and a nonlinear integration. In this figure, MI = 50, MO = 1, gOI = 5, σOI = 5. (a-b) Output distributions for
two different values of σII . As the input is closer to the edge of stability σc

II = 1, the distribution with nonlinear integration
becomes bistable. (c) The mutual information between the input and the output, IIO, increases as the input approaches the
edge of linear stability, regardless of the type of activation function at hand. The increase is more marked for the nonlinear
integration case.

dimensions more refined strategies would be needed [58]. With an estimate H̃O of the output entropy at hand, the
mutual information between the output and input unit simply reads

IIO = H̃O − 1

2

[
MO (1 + log2(2π)) + log2 det Σ̂O

]
. (S16)

Although the joint probability in Eq. (S10) is nonlinear, the factorization into Gaussian conditional probabilities
allows for an efficient sampling scheme. Indeed, we can obtain a sample {x⃗I , x⃗O} by sampling first the Gaussian
input, and then the output from pstO|I , whose mean depend on x⃗I .

A. Effect of the linear stability of the input

We now study how the linear stability of the input affects the two-unit system described in the previous section. The
input is stable if the spectral radius of ÂI , i.e., the absolute value of its largest eigenvalue, is smaller than Aii

µµ = 1.
We consider an input-output system whose connections are described by the random matrices

Aij
I ∼ N

(
0,

σII√
MI

)
, Aij

OI ∼ N (0, σOI) (S17)

where the usual normalization of the standard deviation of the elements of ÂI ensures a proper scaling of its spectrum
with the input dimensionality. Similarly,

Aij
OI ∼ N (0, σOI) (S18)

and we fix σOI = 1 for simplicity. In Figure S1 we show that σII has a crucial impact on the output probability
and the mutual information between the input and the output. In particular, pO shows an emergent bistability as
σII increases (Figure S1a-b). Furthermore, as expected from previous works [23], IIO increases as σII approaches the
edge of linear stability σc

II (Figure S1c). The increase is more marked for the case of the nonlinear integration case,
suggesting that, as the input becomes more variable in time, an activation function with nonlinear integration is able
to better track the input features.
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SIV. INTERMEDIATE PROCESSING BETWEEN THE INPUT AND THE OUTPUT

Since it is known that timescales play a pivotal role in shaping information propagation [36], we will explore their
interplay with nonlinear interactions by adding an intermediate processing unit to the system that relays information.
Since processing can, in principle, act on a different timescale, this more general system is characterized by three
units: an input unit x⃗I , with MI nodes; a processing unit x⃗P , with MP nodes; and an output unit x⃗O, with MO

nodes. The adjacency tensor is

Â =

 ÂI 0 0

ÂPI ÂP 0

0 ÂOP ÂO

 (S19)

so that the input is given to the processing unit before it is passed on to the output. To retain a clear interpretation
of input and output signals, we also maintain the hierarchical structure of the model. As before, ÂI , ÂP ÂO are
MI × MI , MP × MP and MO × MO matrices, respectively. ÂPI describes the connections from the input to the
processing unit, and ÂOP the connections from the processing to the output unit. In order to study this system
exactly, following [36], we again consider the input to be the slowest dof at play - so that it can generate a non-zero
mutual information - with timescale τI . Then, we distinguish between two cases: slow processing, i.e., τI ≫ τP ≫ τO,
and fast processing, i.e., τI ≫ τO ≫ τP . As in the previous section, we aim to compute the mutual information
between the input and the output, which we take to be one-dimensional for numerical stability.

A. Fast processing

We proceed as in the two-unit case. After rescaling time as t → t/τI , we seek a solution of the form

pIPO(x⃗I , x⃗P , x⃗O, t) = p
(P,0)
IPO (x⃗I , x⃗P , x⃗O, t) + ϵP

[
p
(O,0)
IPO (x⃗I , x⃗P , x⃗O, t) + ϵOp

(I,1)
IPO(x⃗I , x⃗P , x⃗O, t)

]
+O

(
ϵ2P , ϵ

2
O

)
where ϵO = τO/τI ≫ ϵP = τP /τI , and the superscript denotes the order in the corresponding term, distinguishing
also between the variable it refers to, since there are as many zeroth order as the number of variables faster than the
input. At leading order, the Fokker-Planck equation becomes

∂

∂t
p
(P,0)
IPO =

[
LI +

LO

ϵO
+

LP

ϵP

]
p
(P,0)
IPO + LP p

(O,0)
IPO

which can be solved order-by-order. At order O(1/ϵP ), we find that

LP (x⃗I , x⃗P ) p
(P,0)
IPO (x⃗I , x⃗P , x⃗O, t) = 0

and, after a marginalization over the output state, x⃗O, we have:

LP (x⃗I , x⃗P ) p
(P,0)
IP (x⃗I , x⃗P , t) = 0 = p

(P,0)
I (x⃗I , t)LP (x⃗I , x⃗P ) p

st
P |I(x⃗P |x⃗I) =⇒ LP |I(x⃗I , x⃗P ) p

st
P |I(x⃗P |x⃗I) = 0

where we introduced LP |I := LP , to emphasize that its stationary distribution pstP |I is evaluated at fixed input. Thus,

a solution of the form p
(P,0)
IPO = pstP |Ip

(P,0)
IO automatically solves the first order. In particular, as in the previous section,

we have that

pstP |I(x⃗P |x⃗I) = N
(
m⃗P |I(x⃗I), Σ̂P

)
(S20)

is a Gaussian distribution with a mean that depends nonlinearly on the input,

mi
P |I(x⃗I) = gPI

MP∑
k=1

(
A−1

P

)ik
ϕPI

(
Ak,1

PI , . . . , A
k,MI

PI ; x⃗I

)
, i = 1, . . . ,MP , (S21)

and a covariance obeying the Lyapunov equation ÂP Σ̂P + Σ̂P Â
T
P = 2D̂P .

At the next order, O(1/ϵO), we have that

pstP |I(x⃗P |x⃗I)LO(x⃗P , x⃗O) p
(P,0)
IO (x⃗I , x⃗O, t) = 0 = pstP |I(x⃗P |x⃗I)p

(P,0)
I (x⃗I , t)LO(x⃗P , x⃗O) p

(P,0),st
O|I (x⃗O|x⃗I) .
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To solve for p
(P,0),st
O|I , due to the explicit dependence of LO(x⃗P , x⃗O) on the processing state, we integrate over x⃗P to

obtain the following effective Fokker-Planck operator

Leff
O (x⃗I , x⃗O) :=

∫
dx⃗P pstP |I(x⃗P |x⃗I)LO(x⃗P , x⃗O) (S22)

leading to:

p
(P,0)
I (x⃗I , t)Leff

O (x⃗I , x⃗O) p
(P,0),st
O|I (x⃗O|x⃗I) = 0 .

Thus, if we introduce the effective stationary distribution

Leff
O (x⃗I , x⃗O)p

eff,st
O|I (x⃗O|x⃗I) = 0, (S23)

we end up with p
(P,0)
IPO = pstP |Ip

eff,st
O|I p

(P,0)
I . However, to find an explicit form for peff,st

O|I , we need to find an analytic

expression for the Leff
O , and solve for its stationary state. By construction, we have:

Leff
O (x⃗I , x⃗O) =

MO∑
i=1

∂

∂xi
O

MO∑
j=1

Aij
O

(
xj
O − gOP

MO∑
k=1

(
A−1

O

)jk 〈
ϕk
OP

〉
P
(x⃗I)

)
+Di

O

∂

∂xi
O


with 〈

ϕk
OP

〉
P
(x⃗I) =

1√
(2π)MP det Σ̂P

∫
dx⃗P exp

[
−1

2
(x⃗P − m⃗P |I(x⃗I))

T Σ̂−1
P (x⃗P − m⃗P |I(x⃗I))

]
ϕOP

(
A⃗k

OP , x⃗P

)

where we introduced A⃗k
OP = (Ak,1

OP , . . . , A
k,MP

OP ) for brevity.

1. Nonlinear summation

We now need to distinguish the two classes of nonlinear couplings in Eqs. (S2) and (S3), as the integral over x⃗P

explicitly depends on the form employed for activation function implementing interactions between the units. We
first consider the case of a nonlinear summation (indicating it by with the superscript ns), Eq. (S2), so that

〈
ϕi
OP

〉ns
P
(x⃗I) ∝

∫
dx1

P . . . dxj
P . . . dxMP

P exp

[
−1

2
(x⃗P − m⃗P |I(x⃗I))

T Σ̂−1
P (x⃗P − m⃗P |I(x⃗I))

]MP∑
j=1

Aij
OP

MP
tanhxj

P

∝
MP∑
j=1

Aij
OP

MP

∫
dxj

P exp

[
− 1

2Σjj
P

(
xj
P −mj

P |I(x⃗I)
)2]

tanhxj
P

where we neglected the normalization terms for brevity and exploited the fact that the hyperbolic tangent term only
depends on the components of x⃗P separately, so that the marginalization of the Gaussian over the other MP − 1
components is straightforward and amounts to eliminating their corresponding rows and columns of the covariance
matrix. However, finding an exact expression of the Gaussian average of the hyperbolic task is not trivial. To proceed
further, we need first to rewrite the hyperbolic tangent as

tanh z =
sinh z

cosh z
=

1− e−2z

1 + e−2z
= (1− e−2z)

∞∑
n=0

(−1)ne−2nz

=

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n
[
e−2nz − e−2(n+1)z

]
=

∞∑
n=0

(−1)ne−2nz +

∞∑
n=1

(−1)ne−2nz

= 1 + 2

∞∑
n=1

(−1)ne−2nz
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which is convergent if and only if e−2z < 1, i.e., for z > 0. We now need to evaluate its Gaussian average, here also
indicated as ⟨tanh(z)⟩G, namely

1√
2πσ2

∫ +∞

−∞
dz tanh(z)e−

(z−m)2

2σ2 =
1√
2πσ2

[∫ +∞

0

dz tanh(z)e−
(z−m)2

2σ2 +

∫ 0

−∞
dz tanh(z)e−

(z−m)2

2σ2

]
=

1√
2πσ2

[∫ +∞

0

dz tanh(z)e−
(z−m)2

2σ2 −
∫ +∞

0

dz tanh(z)e−
(z+m)2

2σ2

]
=

1√
2πσ2

[∫ +∞

0

dz

(
1 + 2

∞∑
n=1

(−1)ne−2nz

)
e−

(z−m)2

2σ2 − e−
(z+m)2

2σ2

]

= erf

(
m√
2σ2

)
+ 2

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n
∫ +∞

0

dz√
2πσ2

e−2nz

[
e−

(z−m)2

2σ2 − e−
(z+m)2

2σ2

]
which is a convergent expression since the integral is evaluated for z > 0. Thus,

⟨tanh(z)⟩G = erf

(
m√
2σ2

)
+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n
[
e2n(nσ

2−m)

(
erf

(
m− 2nσ2

√
2σ2

)
+ 1

)
− e2n(nσ

2+m)

(
erf

(
−m− 2nσ2

√
2σ2

)
+ 1

)]

= erf

(
m√
2σ2

)
+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)ne2n
2σ2

[
e−2nm

(
1 + erf

(
m− 2nσ2

√
2σ2

))
− e2nmerfc

(
m+ 2nσ2

√
2σ2

)]
where erfc(z) = 1− erf(z). It is convenient to rewrite this expression as

⟨tanh(z)⟩G = erf

(
m√
2σ2

)
+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)ne2n
2σ2 [

V +
n (m,σ2)− V −

n (m,σ2)
]

(S24)

where we introduced the functions

V +
n (m,σ2) = e−2nmerfc

(
2nσ2 −m√

2σ2

)
V −
n (m,σ2) = e2nmerfc

(
2nσ2 +m√

2σ2

) . (S25)

Eq. (S24) is an exact expression for the Gaussian average of the hyperbolic tangent. In practice, it can be efficiently
evaluated numerically, as convergence with the number of terms in the sum over n is typically quick, depending on
the value of the mean and the variance, as shown in Figure S2.

Therefore, we immediately have that

Lns,eff
O (x⃗I , x⃗O) =

MO∑
i=1

∂

∂xi
O

MO∑
j=1

Aij
O

(
xj
O −mns,j

O|I (x⃗I)
)
+Di

O

∂

∂xi
O

 (S26)

where the mean is given by

mns,i
O|I(x⃗I) =

gOP

MP

MO∑
j=1

MP∑
k=1

(
A−1

O

)ij
Ajk

OP

[
erf

mk
P |I(x⃗I)√
2Σkk

P

+

+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)ne2n
2Σkk

P

[
V +
n

(
mk

P |I(x⃗I),Σ
kk
P

)
− V −

n (mk
P |I(x⃗I),Σ

kk
P )
]]

. (S27)

By comparison with the formulas of the main text, F(xk, vk) is equal to the term in the square brackets with xk → mk
P |I

and vk → Σkk
P in this case. The same will hold for all other similar expressions presented herein. We included the

superscript NS also in the effective operator to emphasize the case here considered. Notice that the mean of the output
inherits a direct dependence on the input x⃗I through the averaging procedure over the fast processing, a phenomenon
typical of minimal propagation paths in timescale-separated multiscale systems. For a detailed discussion beyond the
scope of this work, see [36].
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FIG. S2. Convergence of the series in Eq. (S24) with respect to the numerical integration of ⟨tanh(z)⟩G. The contour plot
shows, for different mean and standard deviation, the number of terms in the series needed to reach an error of 10−3, i.e., an
absolute difference between the truncated series and the numerical integral difference of 10−3.

2. Nonlinear integration

We now switch to the case of nonlinear integration, Eq (S3). Contrary to the previous case, we cannot reduce the
effective operator to a sum of independent one-dimensional integrals. Indeed, we have

Lint,eff
O (x⃗I , x⃗O) =

MO∑
i=1

∂

∂xi
O

MO∑
j=1

Aij
O

(
xj
O − gOP

MO∑
k=1

(
A−1

O

)jk 〈
ϕk
OP

〉int
P

(x⃗I)

)
+Di

O

∂

∂xi
O


where

〈
ϕi
OP

〉int
P

(x⃗I) ∝
∫

dx1
P . . . dxMP

P exp

[
−1

2
(x⃗P − m⃗P |I(x⃗I))

T Σ̂−1
P (x⃗P − m⃗P |I(x⃗I))

]
tanh

MP∑
j=1

Aij
OP

MP
xj
P

 .

Here, we are using the superscript INT to highlight that these quantities only refer to the nonlinear integration case.
In order to exploit the expansion of the hyperbolic tangent, we consider the change of variables z⃗ = Ĉix⃗P , where

Ĉi =

(
IMP−1 0⃗

A⃗i
OP /MP

)
(S28)

is a MP × MP matrix and A⃗i
OP = (Ai1

OP , . . . , A
iMP

OP ). Thus, z⃗ = (z1, . . . , zMP ) = (x1
P , . . . , x

MP−1
P , yi) with yi =

1/MP

∑
j A

ij
OPx

j
P . After applying the change of variables, we end up with〈

ϕi
OP

〉int
P

(x⃗I) ∝
∫

dz1, . . . , dzMP−1dyi exp

[
−1

2
(z⃗ − Ĉim⃗P |I(x⃗I))

T (ĈiΣ̂P Ĉ
T
i )

−1(z⃗ − Ĉim⃗P |I(x⃗I))

]
tanh yi

∝
∫ +∞

−∞
dyi exp

− 1

2viint

yi −
1

MP

MP∑
j=1

Aij
OPm

j
P |I(x⃗I)

2
 tanh yi

after the integration over z1, . . . , zMP−1. Here, we introduced the variance of the resulting marginal distribution

viint =

MP∑
j=1

MP∑
k=1

CMP j
i Σjk

P CMP k
i =

1

M2
P

MP∑
j=1

MP∑
k=1

Aij
OPA

ik
OPΣ

jk
P (S29)

and mean

mi
int(x⃗I) =

1

MP

MP∑
j=1

Aij
OPm

j
P |I(x⃗I) . (S30)
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Therefore, we can now proceed as in the previous case, so that

〈
ϕi
OP

〉int
P

(x⃗I) = erf

(
mi

int(x⃗I)√
2viint

)
+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)ne2n
2vi

int
[
V +
n (mi

int(x⃗I), v
i
int)− V −

n (mi
int(x⃗I), v

i
int)
]

and the effective output operator now reads

Lint,eff
O (x⃗I , x⃗O) =

MO∑
i=1

∂

∂xi
O

MO∑
j=1

Aij
O

(
xj
O −mint,j

O|I (x⃗I)
)
+Di

O

∂

∂xi
O

 (S31)

where the mean is given by

mint,i
O|I (x⃗I) = gOP

MO∑
j=1

(
A−1

O

)ij [
erf

(
mi

int(x⃗I)√
2viint

)
+

+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)ne2n
2vi

int
[
V +
n

(
mi

int(x⃗I), v
i
int

)
− V −

n (mi
int(x⃗I), v

i
int)
]]

. (S32)

Notice that, as before, the mean of the output inherits a direct dependence on the input x⃗I through the averaging over
the fast processing. However, contrary to the case of a nonlinear sum, the integration term makes the dependence on
the inter-unit interactions highly nonlinear, as they appear in both m⃗int and v⃗int.

3. Computing the mutual information

In both scenarios, we have an exact expression for peff,st
O|I which is a Gaussian distribution in the output state x⃗O with

a nonlinear dependence on the input state x⃗I . Therefore, we only need to solve the last order of the Fokker-Planck
equation, which now reads

pstP |Ip
eff,st
O|I

∂

∂t
p
(P,0)
IPO p

(P,0)
I = pstP |Ip

eff,st
O|I LIp

(P,0)
I + LP p

(O,0)
IPO

at order O(1). By integrating over x⃗P and ignoring the vanishing border term, we end up with

∂

∂t
p
(P,0)
I = LIp

(P,0)
I (S33)

which immediately leads to the stationary Gaussian distribution p
(P,0)
I := pstI = N (0, Σ̂I), with ÂIΣ̂I + Σ̂IÂ

T
I = 2D̂I .

This is expected, as the input evolves independently on the other degrees of freedom. Overall, we can write the
leading-order solution of the joint probability distribution as follows:

p
(P,0)
IPO := pfpIPO = pstP |I

(
m⃗P |I(x⃗I)

)
peff,st
O|I

(
m⃗O|I(x⃗I)

)
pstI (S34)

where the superscript stands for “fast processing” and we highlighted that the dependencies of the conditional dis-

tributions enter through their means. As in the case of two units, pfpIPO is a highly nonlinear distribution. However,
our factorization into Gaussian distributions allows for its efficient sampling, as all the nonlinearities appear in the
mean as conditional dependencies. In particular, we can compute the mutual information between the input and the
output. We immediately have that their joint distribution is

pfpIO = peff,st
O|I pstI

so that

hO|I(x⃗I) =
1

2

[
MO (1 + log2(2π)) + log2 det Σ̂O

]
≡ hO|I (S35)

since the nonlinear dependencies of peff,st
O|I on x⃗I do not appear in its covariance matrix. Thus, we only need to evaluate

HO numerically to estimate IIO = HO − hO|I . We can proceed as detailed in Section SIII. We can easily sample the

joint distribution pfpIO by leveraging its Gaussian factorization:
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1. sample {x⃗I}Nsam
i=1 from the independent Gaussian distribution of the input;

2. compute the means m⃗O|I({x⃗I}i) through either Eq. (S27) or Eq. (S32), depending on the nonlinearity, for each
sample i;

3. for all i, sample x⃗O from the multivariate Gaussian with covariance Σ̂O and means m⃗O|I({x⃗I}i).

Then, the entropy HO of the output distribution can be estimated from the samples {x⃗O}i [56, 57]. Since we focus on
one-dimensional outputs, such estimates are especially robust as they do not suffer from the curse of dimensionality.

B. Slow processing

We now focus on the case τI ≫ τP ≫ τO, i.e., of a processing unit that is much slower than the output. As before,
after rescaling time by the slowest timescale t → t/τI , we seek a solution of the form

pIPO(x⃗I , x⃗P , x⃗O, t) = p
(O,0)
IPO (x⃗I , x⃗P , x⃗O, t) + ϵO

[
p
(P,0)
IPO (x⃗I , x⃗P , x⃗O, t) + ϵP p

(I,1)
IPO(x⃗I , x⃗P , x⃗O, t)

]
+O

(
ϵ2O, ϵ

2
P

)
where now ϵO = τO/τI ≪ ϵP = τP /τI . At leading order, the Fokker-Planck equation becomes

∂

∂t
p
(O,0)
IPO =

[
LI +

LO

ϵO
+

LP

ϵP

]
p
(O,0)
IPO + LP p

(P,0)
IPO

and, at order O(1/ϵO), we find that

LO(x⃗P , x⃗O) p
(O,0)
IPO (x⃗I , x⃗P , x⃗O, t) = 0 .

After a marginalization over the input state, x⃗I , we have:

LO(x⃗P , x⃗O) p
(O,0)
PO (x⃗P , x⃗O, t) = 0 = p

(O,0)
P (x⃗P , t)LO(x⃗P , x⃗O) p

st
O|P (x⃗O|x⃗P ) =⇒ LO|P (x⃗P , x⃗O) p

st
O|P (x⃗O|x⃗P ) = 0

where for notational clarity LO|P := LO, denoting that its stationary distribution pstO|P is obtained at a fixed processing

state. Thus, a solution of the form p
(P,0)
IPO = pstO|P p

(O,0)
IP automatically solves the leading order considered above. In

particular, as in the previous section, we have that

pstO|P (x⃗O|x⃗P ) = N
(
m⃗O|P (x⃗P ), Σ̂O

)
(S36)

is a Gaussian distribution with a mean that depends nonlinearly on the processing state,

mi
O|P (x⃗P ) = gOP

MO∑
k=1

(
A−1

O

)ik
ϕOP

(
Ak,1

OP , . . . , A
k,MP

OP ; x⃗P

)
, i = 1, . . . ,MO, (S37)

and a covariance obeying the Lyapunov equation ÂOΣ̂O + Σ̂OÂ
T
O = 2D̂O.

At the next order, O(1/ϵP ), we find

pstO|P (x⃗O|x⃗P )LP (x⃗I , x⃗P ) p
(O,0)
IP (x⃗I , x⃗P , t) = 0 = pstO|P (x⃗O|x⃗P )p

(O,0)
I (x⃗I , t)LP (x⃗I , x⃗P ) p

(O,0),st
P |I (x⃗P |x⃗I) .

Contrarily to the case of the previous section, the integration over x⃗O can now be carried out immediately, since the
operator does not depend on the output state, leading to

LP |I(x⃗I , x⃗P ) p
st
P |I(x⃗P |x⃗I) = 0 (S38)

where, as before, we introduced LP |I := LP to denote that its stationary distribution pstP |I = p
(O,0),st
P |I (x⃗P |x⃗I) is ob-

tained at a fixed input state. In particular, this is once more a Gaussian distribution where the nonlinear dependencies
enter in the form of conditional dependencies of the mean on x⃗I :

pstP |I(x⃗P |x⃗I) = N
(
m⃗P |I(x⃗I), Σ̂P

)
(S39)
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where

mi
P |I(x⃗I) = gPI

MP∑
k=1

(
A−1

P

)ik
ϕPI

(
Ak,1

PI , . . . , A
k,MI

PI ; x⃗I

)
, i = 1, . . . ,MP , (S40)

and the covariance matrix solves ÂP Σ̂P + Σ̂P Â
T
P = 2D̂P . Thus, we end up with p

(O,0)
IPO = pstO|P p

st
P |Ip

(O,0)
I .

At order O(1), finally, we simply have that

∂

∂t
p
(O,0)
I = LIp

(O,0)
I =⇒ p

(O,0)
I := pstI = N (0, Σ̂I) (S41)

with ÂIΣ̂I + Σ̂IÂ
T
I = 2D̂I . Once more, this highlights that the input evolves independently on the other degrees of

freedom. Overall, we find that the Fokker-Planck equation is solved at leading order by

p
(O,0)
IPO := pspIPO = pstO|P

(
m⃗O|P (x⃗P )

)
pstP |I

(
m⃗P |I(x⃗I)

)
pstI (S42)

where the superscript stands for “slow processing” and we highlighted that the dependencies of the conditional
distributions enter through their means. This expression is formally identical for both nonlinear scenarios, even if
they change the internal functional dependencies and, as such, the overall shape of the distribution. Once again, pspIPO
is a highly nonlinear distribution, but the way the conditional dependencies appear is crucially different than the case
of a fast processing unit and only depends on the timescale ordering considered. This is particularly relevant for the
mutual information between the input and the output, since the distribution

pspIO(x⃗I , x⃗O) = pstI (x⃗I)p
st
O|I(x⃗O|x⃗I) = pstI (x⃗I)

∫
dx⃗P p

st
O|P (x⃗O|x⃗P )p

st
P |I(x⃗P |x⃗I) (S43)

cannot be easily computed. Thus, the entropy of the conditional distribution hO|I(x⃗I) is not known analytically.
To address this issue, we exploit the fact that we can efficiently sample pstO|I , allowing us to easily obtain a numerical

estimate of hO|I(x⃗I). Then, we can estimate the conditional entropy

HO|I =

∫
dx⃗Ip

st
I (x⃗I)hO|I(x⃗I) (S44)

with importance sampling. We proceed as follows:

1. sample a fixed input x⃗
(i)
I ∼ N (0, Σ̂I) for i = 1, . . . , Nsam,I ;

2. for each input sample x⃗
(i)
I , compute m⃗P |I

(
x⃗
(i)
I

)
, and extract the samples x⃗

(i,j)
P from N

(
m⃗P |I

(
x⃗
(i)
I

)
, Σ̂P

)
for

j = 1, . . . , Nsam;

3. for each processing sample x⃗
(i,j)
P , compute the mean m⃗O|P

(
x⃗
(i,j)
P

)
and extract the corresponding output x⃗

(i,j)
O

from N
(
m⃗O|P

(
x⃗
(i,j)
P

)
, Σ̂O

)
;

4. for each input sample x⃗
(i)
I , estimate the entropy hO|I

(
x⃗
(i)
I

)
of the conditional distribution pstO|I from the output

samples {x⃗O}i,j , using any numerical estimator (e.g., Vasicek [56] or Kozachenko-Leonenko [57]);

5. estimate the conditional entropy HO|I via importance sampling,

HO|I ≈
Nsam,I∑
i=1

hO|I

(
x⃗
(i)
I

)
(S45)

6. from all the output samples {x⃗O}i,j , estimate the entropy HO via any numerical estimator;

7. compute the mutual information as IIO = HO −HO|I .

Once more, since we focus on one-dimensional outputs, this sampling scheme avoids any issue with the curse of
dimensionality, allowing us to explore large processing (and input) dimensions.
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FIG. S3. Mutual information between the input and the output in the fast processing case, both for an activation function
implementing a nonlinear summation (InsIO, teal) and a nonlinear integration (I intIO, orange), for different size of the processing

unit (MP ) and with different standard deviations σOP of the interaction matrix ÂOP ∼ N (0, σOP ). In this plot, MI = 50,
σII = σPP = 0.9, and σPI = 1. At large variances and in strong coupling regimes, a high-dimensional processing unit is
needed for nonlinear integration to provide more information than nonlinear summation. This is due to the fact that, if Mp is

small and σOP is large, the entries of the interaction matrix ÂOP will be very different, pushing the activation function in the
saturation regime. All information is measured in bits. Results are averaged over 103 realization of the random matrices. For
each realization, Nsam = 104.

C. Effect of the dimensionality of the processing

We now briefly study the interplay between the dimensionality of the processing unit, MP , and the couplings between
the units. In particular, as in the main text, we take the internal couplings of the units to be described by the random
matrices

Aij
I ∼ N

(
0,

σII√
MI

)
, Aij

P ∼ N
(
0,

σII√
MI

)
, AO = 1 (S46)

where the output is one-dimensional, and the usual normalization of the standard deviations of the elements of ÂI

and ÂP ensures a proper scaling of their spectrum with the dimensionality of the units. Similarly, the interactions
between the units are given by the random matrices

Aij
PI ∼ N (0, σPI) , Aij

OP ∼ N (0, σOP ) (S47)

and we fix σOP = 1 for simplicity.
We first consider the case of a fast processing unit. In Figure S3, we show how the mutual information between the

input and the output behaves as a function of the couplings gPI and gOP and at different values of MP and σOP , for
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FIG. S4. Mutual information between the input and the output in the slow processing case, both for an activation function
implementing a nonlinear summation (InsIO, teal) and a nonlinear integration (I intIO, orange), for different size of the processing

unit (MP ) and with different standard deviations σOP of the interaction matrix ÂOP ∼ N (0, σOP ). In this plot, MI = 50,
σII = σPP = 0.9, and σPI = 1. In this slow-processing case, information is typically smaller than in the fast-processing one.
However, information is larger with nonlinear integration rather than nonlinear summation even for large variances σ2

OP and
small processing dimensions MP . All information is measured in bits. Results are averaged over 103 realization of the random
matrices. For each realization, Nsam,I = 2 · 103 and Nsam = ·103.

an activation function implementing both a nonlinear summation and a nonlinear integration. Remarkably, we find
that the dimensionality of the processing unit has a relevant effect at large interaction variances σ2

OP . In particular,
if MP is small enough and in strong coupling regimes, we find that the nonlinear summation may provide a larger
mutual information than the nonlinear integration. Intuitively, this happens due to the highly nonlinear dependencies
of the mean m⃗O|I (Eqs. (S27) and (S32)) on interaction matrix ÂOP and the variance of the specific realization

of its elements. As MP increases, the elements of ÂOP are more uniformly sampled from the underlying Gaussian
distribution, and this effect becomes less and less prominent and eventually disappears. Furthermore, we find that
at small variances (σOP = 0.1) the mutual information IIO tends to be vanishingly small for a nonlinear summation,
whereas it is significantly larger in the nonlinear integration case, especially at low processing dimensionalities.

Then, we switch to the case of a slow processing unit in Figure S4. Remarkably, the dimensionality of the processing
is less impactful. In particular, in the coupling regimes we explored, the region where InsIO > I intIO is smaller and becomes
negligible already at MP = 50. Furthermore, we find that the input-output mutual information is consistently smaller
with respect to the fast-processing case, as in the main text, suggesting that the timescales of the different units play
a quantitative role in determining the information-processing capabilities of the system.

Finally, in Figure S5 we show how IIO changes with MI and MP for a fast processing unit. We find that information
typically decreases with MP , regardless of the input dimension, when the activation function implements a nonlinear
summation. However, the picture is markedly different when we switch to nonlinear integration, as reported in the
main text. At small input dimensions, the mutual information between the input and the output is higher for large
processing dimensionalities, suggesting that a nonlinear embedding of a low-dimensional input in a higher-dimensional
space favors information processing. On the contrary, IIO is maximal at small MP for large MI , so that information
processing is favored by a nonlinear compression of the input in a lower-dimensional processing space.
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FIG. S5. Mutual information between the input and the output (first row) and bimodality coefficient of the output distribution
(second row) for a system with a fast processing unit, with gPI = gOP = 10, σOP = σPI = 1, and σII = σPP = 0.9. For nonlinear
integration (orange), information is higher at large MP for small input dimensions, and vice-versa. For nonlinear summation
(teal), instead, information tends to decrease with the processing dimensionality. Both types of activation functions may
display a bistable output distribution, particularly for smaller dimensions, although nonlinear integration enhances bimodality.
All information is measured in bits. Results are averaged over 103 realization of the random matrices. For each realization,
Nsam = 2 · 103.

SV. EMERGENT OUTPUT BISTABILITY

As shown in the main text, the output distribution may be bimodal, depending on the choice of the processing
parameters. We measure this bistability of the underlying Langevin dynamics xO(t) by computing Sarle’s bimodality
coefficient [59], defined as:

b =
s2 + 1

κ+ q(nsamples)
(S48)

where nsamples is the number of samples at hand, q(x) = 3(n− 1)2/[(n− 2)(n− 3)], s is the sample skewness,

s =
1

nsamples

∑
i

[
x
(i)
O − ⟨xO⟩

]3
[
⟨x2

O⟩ − ⟨xO⟩2
]3/2 (S49)

and κ is the excess kurtosis,

κ =
1

nsamples

∑
i

[
x
(i)
O − ⟨xO⟩

]4
[
⟨x2

O⟩ − ⟨xO⟩2
]2 − 3 . (S50)

We note that the bimodality coefficient can take values between 0 and 1, with b = 1 for a perfectly bimodal distribution
such as the sum of two Dirac’s delta functions centered at different points. It is also easy to check that, for a uniform
distribution, we have b = 5/9 ≈ 0.55. Hence, a value significantly higher than this may indicate a high degree of
bistability. In Figure S5, we show how the bimodality coefficient of the output distribution behaves as a function of
MI and MP in a system with a fast processing unit, as in the main text but for a broader parameter range. We
find that both for nonlinear summation and integration smaller dimensions favor the bistability, as the small sizes of
the random matrices at play favor the presence of more diverse elements. Crucially, nonlinear integration typically
features a higher bimodality coefficient, suggesting that the sensitivity of the output distribution is enhanced by
integration.
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A. Tuning the output bistability

So far, we have considered the nonlinearity implemented through a hyperbolic tangent centered in zero, i.e., with a
functional form of the type tanhx, in the two different settings of nonlinear summation and integration. To gain more
insights into the origin of the bistable dynamics observed in the main text, here we add an internal parameter to the
hyperbolic tangent shaping the interaction between the processing and the output unit. That is, we add a parameter
θ tuning the saturation regimes by modulating its argument, i.e., x → x − θ. We detail how to incorporate this
parameter into our calculations, leading to the fact that, as shown in the main text, the net effect of the presence of
this additional parameter is to tune the height of the distribution peaks in the regimes in which the output presents
an emergent bimodal distribution.

The case of slow processing does not require additional analysis, as the structure of the joint distribution is valid
for any nonlinear mechanism (see Eq. (S42)). As such, the presence of additional parameters will not change this
result. On the other hand, the solution in the case of fast processing is sensitive to the form of the nonlinearity under
consideration due to its Gaussian average appearing in the effective distributions. Let us start with the nonlinear
sum. By following the steps highlighted above, obtaining a solution for this scenario amounts to determining the

effective Fokker-Planck operator, LNS,eff
O|I , whose drift depends on

〈
ϕi
OP

〉ns
P
(x⃗I) ∝

∫
dx1

P . . . dxj
P . . . dxMP

P exp

[
−1

2
(x⃗P − m⃗P |I(x⃗I))

T Σ̂−1
P (x⃗P − m⃗P |I(x⃗I))

]MP∑
j=1

Aij
OP

MP
tanh (xj

P − θjP )

∝
MP∑
j=1

Aij
OP

MP

∫
dxj

P exp

[
− 1

2Σjj
P

(
xj
P −mj

P |I(x⃗I)
)2]

tanh (xj
P − θjP )

where we neglected the normalization terms for brevity and, as before, exploited the fact that the hyperbolic tangent
term depends on the components of x⃗P separately. Moreover, we allowed for the presence of as many internal
parameters θjP as the number of processing states, for the sake of generality. For each j, this integral is of the form∫ +∞

−∞
dz tanh(z − θ)e−

(z−m)2

2σ2
ζ=z−θ−−−−→

[∫ +∞

0

dζ tanh(ζ)e−
(ζ−(m−θ))2

2σ2 −
∫ +∞

0

dζ tanh(ζ)e−
(ζ+(m−θ))2

2σ2

]
.

It can be solved following the procedure outlined above and the result in Eq. (S24) will only present an average shifted
by θ. Putting all the elements together, we obtained the following drift of the effective operator:

mns,i
O|I(x⃗I) =

gOP

MP

MI∑
j=1

MP∑
k=1

(
A−1

O

)ij
Ajk

OP

[
erf

mk
P |I(x⃗I)− θkP√

2Σkk
P

+

+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)ne2n
2Σkk

P

[
V +
n

(
mk

P |I(x⃗I)− θkP ,Σ
kk
P

)
− V −

n (mk
P |I(x⃗I)− θkP ,Σ

kk
P )
]]

.

We now move to the case of nonlinear integration. In this scenario, the effective Fokker-Planck operator LINT,eff
O|I

depends on the following integral:

〈
ϕi
OP

〉int
P

(x⃗I) ∝
∫

dx1
P . . . dxMP

P exp

[
−1

2
(x⃗P − m⃗P |I(x⃗I))

T Σ̂−1
P (x⃗P − m⃗P |I(x⃗I))

]
tanh

MP∑
j=1

Aij
OP

MP
(xj

P − θjP )

 .

By performing the same change of variable employed above and determined by the matrix in Eq. (S28), we obtain:

〈
ϕi
OP

〉int
P

(x⃗I) ∝
∫

dz1, . . . , dzMP−1dyi exp

[
−1

2
(z⃗ − Ĉim⃗P |I(x⃗I))

T (ĈiΣ̂P Ĉ
T
i )

−1(z⃗ − Ĉim⃗P |I(x⃗I))

]
tanh (yi −Θi)

∝
∫ +∞

−∞
dyi exp

− 1

2viint

yi −
1

MP

MP∑
j=1

Aij
OPm

j
P |I(x⃗I)

2
 tanh (yi −Θi)
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where Θi =
∑MP

j=1 θ
j
P (A

ij
OP /MP ) is a global tuning parameter that depends on all output-processing interactions. As

above, this integral can be carried out by exploiting the expansion of the hyperbolic tangent leading to:

mint,i
O|I (x⃗I) = gOP

MI∑
j=1

(
A−1

O

)ij [
erf

(
mi

int(x⃗I)−Θi√
2viint

)
+

+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)ne2n
2vi

int
[
V +
n

(
mi

int(x⃗I)−Θi, v
i
int

)
− V −

n (mi
int(x⃗I)−Θi, v

i
int)
]]

where viint and mi
int have been defined in Eqs. (S29) and (S30).
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