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Abstract

Intrinsic within-type neuronal heterogeneity is a ubiquitous feature of biological systems, with
well-documented computational advantages. Recent works in machine learning have incorporated
such diversities by optimizing neuronal parameters alongside synaptic connections and demonstrated
state-of-the-art performance across common benchmarks. However, this performance gain comes at
the cost of significantly higher computational costs, imposed by a larger parameter space. Further-
more, it is unclear how the neuronal parameters, constrained by the biophysics of their surroundings,
are globally orchestrated to minimize top-down errors. To address these challenges, we postulate that
neurons are intrinsically diverse, and investigate the computational capabilities of such heterogeneous
neuronal parameters. Our results show that intrinsic heterogeneity, viewed as a fixed quenched disor-
der, often substantially improves performance across hundreds of temporal tasks. Notably, smaller but
heterogeneous networks outperform larger homogeneous networks, despite consuming less data. We
elucidate the underlying mechanisms driving this performance boost and illustrate its applicability to
both rate and spiking dynamics. Moreover, our findings demonstrate that heterogeneous networks are
highly resilient to severe alterations in their recurrent synaptic hyperparameters, and even recurrent
connections removal does not compromise performance. The remarkable effectiveness of heteroge-
neous networks with small sizes and relaxed connectivity is particularly relevant for the neuromorphic
community, which faces challenges due to device-to-device variability. Furthermore, understanding
the mechanism of robust computation with heterogeneity also benefits neuroscientists and machine
learners.

1 Introduction

The overall dynamical behavior of a neural network is closely related to its parameters. The same
network with different parameters exhibits a distinctly different dynamics and hence results in a different
computational functionality. Yet, biological networks are highly heterogeneous, with remarkably diverse
neuronal and synaptic values. Large-scale studies at various levels [1–9] have revealed the extent of this
variation, which for some parameters can exceed more than two orders of magnitude. How do biological
networks function despite such a large breadth of parameter heterogeneity?

To answer this question, many studies incorporated heterogeneity as some form of diverse tuning
(disorder), and studied its computational implications. [10–14] have uncovered that diverse excitability
can lead to different firing patterns in neuronal networks. Input gain control has been shown to be possible
through external [15, 16] or intrinsic [17] heterogeneities, which respectively result in synchronization
and linear or divisive amplification. Within-type heterogeneity has been shown to enhance population
coding efficiency [18–20] and elevate responsiveness [21, 22] in theoretical settings. Moreover, experimental
studies have shown that intrinsic within-type heterogeneity enhances information content (by decorrelating
neuronal activity) [23] and odor processing [24] in mouse olfactory bulb. Diversities in the granule cells of
electric fish [25] and mouse [26] have also been linked to a superior sensory predictive coding. Similarly,
efficient coding of natural vocalization in mice is shown to be supported by diverse tuning of inferior
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colliculus [27]. Yet, despite the wealth of evidence, it is not clear how intrinsic heterogeneity (quenched
disorder) manifests itself in solving real-world tasks.

In contrast, recent works in the machine learning community, have demonstrated that optimized het-
erogeneity (annealed disorder), enhances networks performance in several commonly used benchmarks
[28–33]. Inspired by the experimentally observed heterogeneity, these works treat the neuronal param-
eters, which traditionally were kept constant and identical across all neurons (or layers), learnable. By
virtue of supervised training, the neural parameters thus become diverse, and in some cases, even re-
semble the experimentally observed heterogeneity profiles. However, despite performances compatible to
the state-of-the-art, these models do not provide much understanding regarding the function of biological
heterogeneity. The reason is twofold: First, in such models, heterogeneity is merely a mathematical trick
to provide an escape route from local minima. Thus, if a good-enough solution can be found without
imposing heterogeneity, from a machine learning perspective, there is no reason to incorporate it. Hence,
the emerged heterogeneity is solely an artifact of optimization (the annealing process) [30, 31] rather than
a biological constraint (quenched disorder). Second, it is not clear how back-propagation and credit as-
signment problem are solved biologically (although see [34–38]). This is particularly true for non-synaptic
parameters, whose value is controlled by the biophysical constraints of the surrounding environment (neu-
ronal tissue and extracellular matrix). Furthermore, due to the expansion of optimization space, models
that optimize for heterogeneity suffer from the curse of dimensionality, and thus are computationally very
demanding (as also noted in [30, 33]). This is in odds with biology, where biological brains, despite having
orders of magnitude more parameters than the current largest artificial models, still support learning and
behaving with much less power consumption. Therefore, while such machine learning studies effectively
demonstrate the benefit of heterogeneity in real world problems, they drastically depart from the path
the biology has taken.

To fill this gap, we construct intrinsically heterogeneous networks (similar to earlier works). But
instead of studying their dynamical properties, we directly benchmark them against a large variety of
“real-world” tasks. The impact of heterogeneity is then assessed by comparing the overall performance
of networks, with various levels of heterogeneity, across all such tasks. We use the reservoir computing
(RC) paradigm –due to its similarity to neural processing in prefrontal cortex– and construct a family
of temporal tasks that mimic working-memory-related computations. Importantly, we design our task
family with two goals in mind: comprehensiveness and the guaranteed failure. While the former allows
us to judge the effect of heterogeneity in a more task-unbiased manner, the latter, ensures that networks
can be well discerned from one another, because the tasks are complex to guarantee that all networks
eventually fail. This task design distinguishes this work from works such as [14, 30], where the benefit
of heterogeneity is demonstrated only for a handful of tasks, with some being overly simple (periodic
functions). Moreover, to gain understanding, we deliberately use the simplest neural dynamic (i.e., leaky-
integrator neuron) to minimize complications that might arise in more complex models, e.g., the ones
proposed [32, 33] (such as opposing effects of multiple parameters).

Our results suggest that intrinsic (quenched) heterogeneity, even without supervised optimization (an-
nealing), elevates the overall performance across a wide range of temporal tasks. This is due to enrichment
of network’s dynamical state that facilitates function approximation capacity and lowers classification la-
tency by faster separation of dissimilar inputs. In particular, we extend the robustness results reported in
[30] to a larger task family, and network parameters. Moreover, we empirically show that heterogeneity-
induced state enrichment is largely insensitive to the choice of neuronal dynamic, in the sense that both
rate and spiking networks show similar enhancement trend. Thus, intrinsic heterogeneity can be utilized
in both deep learning and neuromorphic computing. Furthermore, we show in heterogeneous networks
synaptic connections play an insignificant role in task execution, and their complete removal does not
reduce the overall accuracy, which can be potentially exploited in hardware design as it removes the need
for distributed wiring. In summary, this study provides a firm evidence for the functional role of intrinsic
biological heterogeneity (quenched disorder), even without top-down optimization.
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2 Results

We construct several networks, distinguished by their level of heterogeneity in their neuronal membrane
time constant, τi. In a homogeneous network, which serves as control, all neurons share the same time
constant τi = τ0, whereas time constants of neurons in other networks are dispersed according to log-
normal distributions with the same mean, E[τ ] = τ0, but distinct variances. We used variance levels
Var[τ ] = {τ0/10, τ0, 10τ0, 100τ0}, which we refer to, respectively, as low, medium, high and very high
heterogeneity. τ0 is (some estimated) characteristic timescale of the stimulus u(t) ∈ RK , serving as a base
timescale that ensures all networks operate on the correct temporal range – networks with much faster
or much slower neurons either fail to maintain the input’s memory or miss its fluctuation. Other than
the time constants, all other conditions are identical across different networks (connectivity matrix, input
weights, noise realization, and initial conditions).

Every network is composed of N inhibitory and excitatory neurons in loose balance [39, 40] that are
connected together randomly and sparsely (with connection probability p) according to Dale’s law. A
fraction f of the neurons are excitatory. A dense feedforward projection maps the multi-modal stimulus
u(t) ∈ RK to all neurons. The feedforward weights are drawn from a normal distribution, so that (on
average) no net inhibition or excitation is exerted on each neuron. Recurrent and feedforward weights are
suitably scaled to ensure that the variance of the corresponding input is independence from the network
size N or input dimensionality K. Furthermore, a global gain J is applied to the recurrent connections
to ensure that all networks operate in the input-driven regime (as opposed to state-driven autonomous
regime). Moreover, Each neuron receives an additive i.i.d. white noise with a variance equal to 10% of
that of the stimulus.

Both leaky-integrator (rate-) and leaky-integrator and fire (spike-based) dynamics are considered. In
either case, the membrane voltage of all networks is integrated via forward Euler method and the same
time step ∆t =≪ min{ τ} (where minimum runs over all networks). Network state, X(t), is constructed
by passing the voltages (of rate neurons) through a sigmoidal nonlinearity and convolving the spikes trains
(of spiking neurons) with a causal exponential kernel. A windowed subset of X(t) (training set) is used to
linearly approximate some arbitrary target function y(t), while the remaining interval (test set) is used to
measure the generalizability of the estimated linear decoder, β ∈ RN+1 (intercept included). Performance
is quantified on the test set by the coefficient of determination, a normalized scalar score s ∈ (∞, 1) that
determines how close the network prediction, ŷ = β ·X is to the ground truth y, with 1 denoting a perfect
match and 0 being the chance level. For visualization purposes, however, we monotonically transform this
score, via s′ = exp(s− 1), to the (0, 1) range. This helps us to spot all cases where heterogeneity moves
the performance above or below chance level.

In this work, the tasks y are limited to a generic form of working-memory computation, an input-
output mapping y(t) = Fθ[u(t)], characterized by the family Fθ and task parameters θ. In particular,
to incorporate a wide range of behaviorally pertinent tasks we consider y(t) = Fθ[u(t)] = uk(t + ∆)d,
where the parameters θ = (k,∆, d) respectively select the input modality to be extracted (mirroring signal
extraction), control the temporal shift to the past (memory recall) or future (prediction), and determine
the extent of nonlinearity applied to the time-shifted stimulus (non-linear input processing). In working
memory tasks, task complexity, in addition to the functional form of the family F , also relates to the
specifics of the stimulus. In reality, different sensory modalities have different temporal characteristics,
and moreover, are only partially predictable. Therefore, to replicate these “real-world” conditions, we feed
all networks with a multi-dimensional chaotic stimulus. The chaotic nature of our stimulus, in conjunction
with the functional form of F , ensures that our task is complex enough to guarantee failure, which is
necessary to discern networks from one another. As such, chaotic timeseries processing, serves as an ideal
benchmark to assess the computational capacities of dynamical systems like multi-timescale recurrent
networks.
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Figure 1: Method summary. (A) Several topologically identical recurrent networks are constructed, which
differ only in their neuronal time constant variance. The homogeneous network contains identical neurons (and
the small dispersion in the corresponding distribution on the right is visualization possesses only). (B). The
same multi-dimensional chaotic timeseries, resembling multimodal, partially predictable sensory stimuli, derives all
networks (left). The resultant state, X(t) (middle), is then used to linearly approximate a family of tasks Fθ, that
mimic working-memory-related computation (memory recall, forecasting, and nonlinear processing). A few of such
tasks are plotted on the right. (C) The approximation accuracy of each network is quantified by the coefficient of
determination on the test interval, which measures the (normalized) mismatch between the ground truth and the
predicted value.

2.1 Nonlinear processing of chaotic timeseries

In our first experiment, we constructed networks of N = 1000 neurons, with E/I ratio 4:1 and connection
probability p = 0.1. Networks were driven by the solution of Lorenz systems (c.f. section 6.4), which is
a well-known 3-dimensional chaotic timeseries. The stimulus, after component-wise standardization, was
densely projected to all neurons in the network, resulting in a time-dependent state X(t). Subsequently,
we used the state of each network to decode 465 tasks corresponding to distinct parameters within the
range k = {1, 2, 3}, d = {1, ..., 5}, and ∆ = [−2τ0, 2τ0] (c.f. figure 2A). A summary of performance is
depicted in figure 2B-D.
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Figure 2: Intrinsically heterogeneous networks process chaotic timeseries more accurately than
homogeneous ones. (A) The schematic of our task space. The highlighted orange and magenta bands on the
frontal slice correspond to panels (B) and (C), respectively. (B) Score profile of different networks for linear
(d = 1) processing of first input component (k = 1) for various temporal shifts (∆). More heterogeneous networks
outperform the homogeneous networks for nearly all shifts. All scores are exponentially transformed into the (0,1)
range before visualization. The dashed line at ≈ 0.4 delineates the chance-level score. (C) Same as (B) but
for a nonlinear processing (d = 2) of the same component. (D) Score comparison between the homogeneous (x-
axis) and multiple heterogeneous (y-axis) networks, for all tasks. Each distinct task parametrization θ = (k,∆, d)
corresponds to one dot. Colors indicate the level of networks’ heterogeneity. The diagonal, dotted line, indicates
equal performance. For the majority of tasks, heterogeneous networks outperform the homogeneous ones.

Figures 2B and C depict the decoding score profiles of different networks for, respectively, linear (d = 1)
and nonlinear (quadratic, d = 2) processing of first input component (k = 1) and various temporal shifts,
∆. For nearly all values of ∆, the more heterogeneous networks outperform the homogeneous control,
suggesting the benefit of heterogeneity for the temporal task processing. However, such superiority may
have been biased by our choice of (k,∆, d). Thus, to reduce such bias and gain a more holistic view,
in figure 2C we visualized the scores of heterogeneous networks against their homogeneous analog for all
tasks, as a scatter plot. Every dot in this figure represents a distinct task parameter (k,∆, d), while the
colors indicate networks’ heterogeneity level. For the majority of tasks (dots), scores lie above the identity
line, with some squashed to the perfect score of 1. This, implies that, overall, nonlinear processing can
be more accurately performed via heterogeneous networks.

Note that, as figures 2D and A.1D show, not all tasks profit from a higher diversity. This indicates
that whether biological heterogeneity is beneficial, as expected, is highly task-dependent. Therefore,
benchmarking networks against only a handful of tasks must be avoided, due to its potentially high bias.
Instead, a more pragmatic approach is to constrain ourselves to a certain class of tasks (e.g., working-
memory, navigation, decision-making, motor movement, etc.), and investigate if a particular biological
feature (like intrinsic heterogeneity) overall provides any computational leverage. For instance, here,
although we cannot claim that heterogeneity is always advantages, we can argue that, overall, it enhances
function approximation capabilities for temporal tasks.

We also tested for chaotic inputs, which, unlike the Lorenzian stimulus, have dynamically independent
components. However, we observed no qualitative difference (c.f. supplementary section A). Therefore,
in the following sections, we only focus on the Lorenzian stimulus.
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2.2 Enhancing computation by repertoire enrichment

Why does neuronal heterogeneity, despite not being tuned to any of members of F , elevates performance
for a large fraction of tasks? Note that, for a specific network, the state X(t) is being used to decode
multiple tasks. Thus, if a network performs overly better or worse than the other, the fundamental
difference lies under their distinct dynamical structure (or repertoire).

It is long-known that a linear readout of any dynamical system, has a bounded information processing
capacity, which is controlled by the rank of the (observable) dynamical state X (or the activity matrix)
[41, 42]. A system with high redundancy in its activity (low-rank), can only generate a few (linearly) in-
dependent temporal modes, whereas a complex activity (high-rank) can support several. Thus, one might
expect that, networks with a higher neuronal diversity, encode their input into a more diverse dynamical
repertoire. To assess this hypothesis, we computed the relative prominence of (linearly) independent
modes of different network through singular value decomposition1. As expected, figure 3 shows that more
diverse networks exhibit a flatter singular value profile, indicating the more similar contribution of modes
in the overall activity. Simply put, the state of more heterogeneous networks is more high-dimensional,
which is synonymous with a more enriched dynamical repertoire.

This implies that independent of the underlying dynamic, as long as the network maintains a diverse
set of input traces, that support formation of a richer dynamical repertoire, higher function approximation
capability can be achieved. Thus, in principle, heterogeneity can be exploited by a wide range of physical
reservoirs, including a spiking one, which underpins communications in biological brains. Hence, to assert
this conjecture, we adapted our neuronal dynamics from rate to spike, while keeping all network and
time constants configurations intact. As shown in the supplementary section B, we indeed observed a
very similar behavior, with heterogeneous networks generally outperform their homogeneous counterparts.
Thus, heterogeneity-induced enrichment offers an opportunity for neuromorphic chip manufacturers to
first, utilize the intrinsic heterogeneity, and second, to explore other “neuronal architectures” in their
devices.

Figure 3: Heterogeneity enriches the dynamical state In both rate- (left) and spike-based dynamics (right)
higher heterogeneity enlarges the prominence of (linearly) independent modes, resulting in a repertoire with higher
dimensionality. Prominence is defined as the ratio between each singular value to their sum.

1Due to numerical issues, direct computation of the rank does not yield a reliable result. Please consult supplementary
notes of [41] for more details.
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2.3 Robustness to hyperparameters

Does the benefit of heterogeneity vanish if we use another set of hyperparameters? To answer this question,
we altered all our hyperparameters, namely the mean neuronal time constant E[τ ], global recurrent gain
J , network size N , fraction of excitatory neurons f , sparsity p, and populations weight dispersion σ0
(which progressively relaxes Dale’s law). As before, for each configuration, a series of networks with
different heterogeneity levels were generated, and for each network, the decoding scores of all members
of the task family F were quantified. For brevity, here we only discuss the sensitivity to E[τ ], J , and N .
The effect of variation of other parameters (or spiking dynamics) are presented in the supplementary C.
Unless otherwise stated, a network of size N = 250 is used.

We start by allowing the average time constant E[τ ] to take values (half an order of magnitude) smaller
or greater than the base timescale τ0. The subsequent networks are collectively referred to as fast and
slow, due to their input integration rate in relation to the medium networks with E[τ ] = τ0. As before,
for all average levels, the linear decoding score for tasks in F is quantified. Figure 4 shows a breakdown
of such score distribution by E[τ ], heterogeneity, and task complexity tier (which is largely dominated by
the shift values |∆|). Also, look at figure C.2 for the spiking equivalent.

For nearly all complexity tiers, more heterogeneous networks exhibit better performance. However,
there is a systematic score gradient across E[τ ], with faster networks outperforming slower ones. This
gradient is largely due to the fast autocorrelation decay of our target functions (inherited from the one
of the Lorenzian timeseries). In general, for a faithful representation, autocorrelation of the state X(t)
must be similar to that of the target. While, fast network with only short memory are suitable to
represent rapidly changing inputs, targets with long-term (temporal) dependencies can be represented
accurately only if the networks preserves such long-term input traces. In reality, however, the rate of

Figure 4: More heterogeneous networks outper-
form independent of the average network time
constant. The letter-value plots representing the dis-
tribution of all 465 tasks in family F , broken down into
three complexity tiers, delineated by the background color
matching the categories defined in figure 2A: easy (top),
medium (middle) and difficult (bottom). In all panels,
heterogeneity either elevates the performance of the bulk
of tasks or leaves it nearly intact.
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input fluctuations is unknown, a priori. Hence, having multiple timescales is a simple strategy to ensure
that for any arbitrary set of temporal timescales in the input, some neurons are capable to tune in,
with good-enough accuracy. This can be most easily observed, for instance, in figure 4A3, where higher
heterogeneity increases the fraction of fast neurons –what needed to better tune to the fast input–, which
indeed results in higher performance.

Yet, the above argument holds only input-driven reservoirs, in which the initial state gradually fades
away, leading to a state that follows the input. Consequently, this operational regime (also known as
fading-memory property [43, 44], echo-state property [45], or more generally contractive [46] or dissipative
dynamics [47]) is best to form input-output associations. In contrast, in autonomous or state-driven
regime, the strong synaptic ties between neurons can maintain (or even amplify) the initial state, giving
raise to either attractors [48, 49] or chaotic orbits [50–52] that are very sensitive to the initial state, as
well as noise.

Therefore, a natural question is how well homogeneous and heterogeneous networks perform when
initialized close to or in the autonomous regime. To answer this question, we altered the recurrent gain
J from its nominal value of 1– representing the case where the endogenous (recurrent) and exogenous
(feedforward) equally influence a typical neuron– to more input-driven (J < 1) or state-driven (J > 1)
conditions. Figure 5 (c.f. C.2 for spiking dynamic) summarizes the decoding score distribution breakdown
as J is varied.

Figure 5 shows that, as expected, the overall performance of networks progressively decreases as J
increases. Moreover, this rate is the fastest for homogeneous networks (whose performance quickly drops
to below chance-level), and slowest for highly heterogeneous networks, which consistently perform well
in nearly all values of synaptic gains. A particularly interesting observation is the effectiveness of a

Figure 5: Heterogeneous network are resilient against synaptic gain change. As in figure 4 but for
various levels of synaptic gain J . J = 1 marks the configuration where the endogenous and exogenous inputs
equally influence a typical neuron. J > 1 is biased towards autonomy. Note that even for J = 0, which is
equivalent to removing all recurrent connections, heterogeneous networks maintain their high performance.
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heterogeneous network with zero synaptic gain. This case corresponds to an ensemble of isolated neurons
that integrate the input without communication, effectively forming a filter bank. As figure 5 illustrates,
such ensembles, if heterogeneous enough, are capable of forming a rich state that performs as well as
interconnected systems. This indicates that, for certain tasks (like those temporal tasks represented
in the family F), the synaptic interconnection is not vital, and computation can be carried out by
ensuring the diversity of neurons alone. In other words, it is possible to remove all synaptic connections,
without compromising the performance. This is particularly useful for analog or neuromorphic device
manufacturers, since it indicates that simpler devices, with minimal internal wiring (thus lower fabrication
cost), are as effective.

We next investigated the effect of system size and summarized the results in figure 6. As expected,
larger system size enhances performance across all tasks complexities and all heterogeneity levels. How-
ever, the performance gap between heterogeneous and homogeneous networks is never filled. Although for
a large enough system this disparity might vanish, such up-scaling is unnecessary. For instance, as figure
6 illustrates, a small (N = 100) but highly heterogeneous network performs equally (or even better) than
a much larger (N = 1000) but entirely homogeneous network, even though the heterogeneous system is
one order of magnitude smaller, and is trained with 10 times fewer samples (while evaluated on the same
test set). Thus, it seems clear that utilizing heterogeneity is not only enhances performance, but also is
an effective strategy to do so with minimal resources and shorter training.

3 The importance of outliers

We conclude the results by remarking that not all heterogeneity profiles are equivalent. While we used
log-normal distribution to sample time constants in the previous sections, using a normal or uniform
distributions with identical empirical statistics (mean and variance) do not result in any performance
boost. On the contrary, sampling from gamma, another long-tail distribution, does display similar score

Figure 6: Heterogeneity helps ro-
bust and fast learning in small size.
As in figure 4 but for various system size.
The training window is expanded pro-
portional to the size of each network so
that the number of samples per param-
eter stays the same. All networks are
evaluated on a test interval of the same
size. Smaller heterogeneous networks,
despite having fewer training samples,
perform as well as much larger homo-
geneous ones in all complexity tiers.
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enhancement (c.f figure C.1A). The commonality between gamma and log-normal profiles is that they
both can give raise to “outlier” neurons, i.e., those with time constants much larger than the mass of
neurons. Hence, our results suggest that outliers are vital for accurate temporal processing. This is
congruent with observations in both experimental [7] and artificial [30] system, that also report highly
skewed time constant profiles.

4 Discussion

Real neurons are highly heterogeneous. Inspired by this neuron specificity, recent works in machine
learning treated neuronal parameters trainable and showed state-of-the art performances across a series
of conventional benchmarks. These works, however, heavily rely on supervised back-propagation, which,
apart from their susceptibility to catastrophic forgetting, do not answer how credit assignment problem is
solved biophysically, what is the function of the intrinsic heterogeneity, and how does the brain overcome
the curse of dimensionality.

In this work, we diverged from this approach by postulating that biological organisms do not optimize
(anneal) heterogeneity in their lifetime, but rather function on top of this intrinsic (quenched) diversity,
which may have formed during evolution. Hence, we aimed to investigate whether or not such intrinsic
heterogeneity have any utility for robust computation. While this problem has been posed previously
(c.f [14, 30]), to the best of our knowledge, it has never been demonstrated if intrinsic heterogeneity is of
utility for large classes of tasks. In this work, we addressed this gap by constructing a comprehensive and
complex task family encompasses working-memory-related computations, and showed that heterogeneity
is generally but not always beneficial in temporal sensory processing. Moreover, we showed that the
robustness of heterogeneous networks to hyperparameters goes far beyond the ones previously reported
in [30].

In particular, by considering hundreds of distinct tasks, we found that small but heterogeneous net-
works perform equally well or better than a homogeneous network 10 times larger trained on 10 times
more data (c.f. figure 6). Moreover, performance of heterogeneous networks was the least sensitive to
the recurrent connectivity, to the extent that removing all connections did not alter performance dis-
tribution, despite effectively transforming the network topology to a simple filter bank (c.f. figure 5).
These results, alongside its applicability to spiking dynamics (c.f. section B), constitute heterogeneity of
substantial relevance for the neuromorphic community. Chip manufacturers constantly face the inevitable
device-to-device variability (intrinsic heterogeneity), the challenge of fabricating complex wiring across
units (arbitrary connectivity), and ensuring high performance despite few resources (small size). This
work demonstrates that by embracing such unavoidable variability, it is possible to reach higher perfor-
mances in small sized network, and simultaneously reduce the fabrication complexity due to insignificance
of recurrent connection.

The intuition behind the observed performance boost is as follows. Each neuron in a typical (input-
driven) reservoir maintains some history of its input, which ultimately depends on its tuning. In a
homogeneous reservoir, all neurons tune to the input similarly, forming a dynamical repertoire that is more
or less redundant. In contrast, in heterogeneous reservoirs, the input is embedded in a more diverse set of
neural traces, forming a relatively richer dynamical repertoire that can approximate more intricate target
functions. While one can also promote this richness by altering connectivity (i.e., synaptic properties),
in this work enrichment was predominantly neuronal, since for a fixed (non-zero) heterogeneity level,
removing all recurrent connections (c.f. figure 5), changing sparsity or altering E/I ratio (c.f. figure C.1B
and C) did not lead to systematic change in the score distribution.

We also noticed that the success of heterogeneous networks to outperform temporal tasks is intimately
related to the existence of a few “outlier” neurons that enable networks to preserve long-term input
fluctuations (c.f. section 3 and figure C.1A). A heterogeneity profile, devoid of such outliers, does not
yield any noticeable performance gain over homogeneous systems. Interestingly, supervised training of
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reservoirs on entirely different temporal tasks also gives raise to skewed distribution [30], suggesting that
long-tail distribution are somehow related to the generic structure of temporal tasks, rather than specifics
of each task or training process. However, it is not clear why that is the case, or whether such skewed
distribution are universally optimal, i.e., for all temporal tasks, and/or other classes of tasks (decision-
making, motor control, navigation, etc.). Further theoretical investigations are needed to answer these
questions.

From a practical point of view, incorporating heterogeneity in a model necessitates answering one key
question: For a given computation, diversity of which parameter matters the most? Indeed, The task
family we devised was anchored to working-memory-like computations, which (by definition) unfolds in
time. Consequently, it is not hard to guess that temporal parameters play a crucial role (also look at [32]
who showed that optimizing synaptic delays and neuronal time constants – both temporal parameters
– have similar effects in solving temporal tasks). Yet, if the desired computation entail, e.g., spatial or
hierarchical structures, a heterogeneous tuning supporting such spatial or hierarchical structure is likely
to be more integral to task execution than, for instance, diverse time constants. A classic example in this
regard is the diversity of orientation selective cells in mammalian visual cortex [53, 54]: Animals are able
to identify all orientations because V1 cells support such diverse representation. The main takeaway is
that the diverse parameter should, in some sense, suit the type of task at hand. Hence, identifying the
correct parameter requires as much understanding of the underlying biology as of the task type itself.

While we only considered regression in this work, the aforementioned intuition can be readily gener-
alized to other computational problems. For instance, our preliminary work suggests that heterogeneous
networks classify inputs faster than homogeneous ones (data not shown). In a reinforcement learning
setting, experiments support the possibility of flexible prioritization between long- and short-term task
demands through reward traces of different timescales [55]. Given the well-documented hierarchical struc-
tural of timescales in the brain [56, 57], it is not unlikely that the brain uses a similar principle for various
forms of computations.

Although here we mainly focused on input-driven reservoirs, autonomous systems have been also pro-
posed to be play a role in neural computation. For instance, attractor dynamics with invariant sets are
linked to long-term memory [48, 58], autonomous periodic patterns are suggested to act as an internal
clock [59, 60], and general transient behavior-specific sequences (such as those observed in [61–63]) have
suggested serving as a backbone for generating other sequential activities [64, 65]. While it is not difficult
to envision how heterogeneity can potentially enhance computations in these cases (e.g., increasing at-
tractors’ capacity by reducing memory overlaps, constructing a spectrum of internal clocks, and tunable
sequence generation), this is not the case for the other class of autonomous which entails irregular and
chaotic activity. Despite being identified for long time [66, 67], and even mechanistic models that explain
emergence of such chaotic activity [39, 40], the computational advantage of such irregular patterns is not
very well know. Consequently, it is not clear how parameter heterogeneity can be of use in such chaotic
state-driven systems.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we demonstrated that intrinsic (quenched) neuronal heterogeneity, even without top-down
optimization, can substantially enhance networks’ performance and its resilience to hyperparameter mis-
tuning. Embracing this often-neglected biological feature provides valuable insights into how the brain
functions with diverse resources, and also opens a potent avenue to engineer more efficient neuromorphic
devices.
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6 Method

6.1 Reservoir Setup

Each network (reservoir) is composed of N rate-based leaky integrator neurons, with a fraction f being
excitatory (E) and the remaining 1−f inhibitory (I). As in reservoir computing (RC) framework, neurons
are connected randomly yet sparsely with connection probability p. Note that the synaptic in-degree
is not fixed. Thus, some neurons may have slightly more or slightly fewer synapses than the expected
value Np. The element wij of the (sparse) recurrent weight matrix W ∈ RN×N delineates the synaptic
weight from neuron j to i, and is drawn from a population-specific Gaussian distribution with mean
and variance µx, σ

2
x (x ∈ {I, E}). We assumed that afferent inputs to each neuron were balanced, i.e.:

fµE + (1 − f)µI = 0, and both populations had the same synaptic weight dispersion σ2. Note that the
sign of wij determines if it is excitatory or inhibitory. Thus, σ2 can be thought as a parameter that
gradually relaxes Dale’s law (c.f. figure 7). Unlike [68], we did not impose the tight-balance condition, as
it seems too strict to be true in biological settings. The feed-forward weights W u ∈ RN×K are densely
initialized with values drawn from a standard normal distribution N (0, 1). To ensure that the variance of
recurrent and feedforward inputs are independent of the number of afferents, recurrent and feedforward
projections are scaled by 1/

√
Np and 1/

√
K.

Figure 7: Weight dispersion relaxes Dale’s law Connectivity matrix (top) and the weight distribution for
networks with weight dispersion of (A) σ = 1 and (B) σ = 5.

The membrane voltage of neuron i, vi, evolves according to leaky-integrator dynamic:

τi
dvi(t)

dt
= −vi(t) +

J√
Np

N∑
j=1

wijr(vj(t)) +
Ju√
K

K∑
k=1

wu
ikuk(t) +D

√
∆tξi(t) (1)

in which τi is the (neuron-specific) integration time constant, σ(.) is a static non-linearity (not to be
mistaken by the weight dispersion), uk(t) denotes the kth component of the feedforward stimulus, ξi(t) ∼
N (0, 1) is the neuron-specific white noise whose strength is controlled by diffusion factor D, and J and
Ju are respectively the global recurrent and feedforward gains that shift the reservoir toward input- or
state-driven regimes. Throughout this work we used Ju = 1 and (positive only) sigmoidal activation
function

r(x) = [1 + exp(−x)]−1 (2)

Unless otherwise stated, we set J = 1, where neither recurrent and feedforward inputs dominates the
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other. Furthermore, we set D = 0.1, which is analogous to a signal-to-noise ratio of 10, since the stimulus
is standardized (c.f. subsequent section).

The dynamic of spiking neurons is similar. We employed the leaky-integrator and fire dynamic:

Ci
dvi(t)

dt
= g(E − vi(t)) + I0Ibg + I0

[ J√
Np

N∑
j=1

wijκ(t) ∗ sj(t) +
Ju√
K

K∑
k=1

wu
ikuk(t) +D

√
∆tξi(t)

]
or equivalently

τi
dvi(t)

dt
= −vi(t) + (E + I0Ibg/g) + I0/g

[ J√
Np

N∑
j=1

wijκ(t) ∗ sj(t) +
Ju√
K

K∑
k=1

wu
ikuk(t) +D

√
∆tξi(t)

]
(3)

with neuron-specific capacitance Ci, input conductance g, and the reversal potential E, whose effect is
canceled by introducing a constant background current Ibg. For convenience, we introduced the unitful
quantity I0, that allows us to use unitless quantities in the square bracket. The neuron specific membrane
time constant is defined as τi = Ci/g. All quantities match their rate-based analog. In particular, similar
to equation 1, the stimulus is feed to the neurons as (unitless) continuous current (as opposed to spike).
The main difference between the two formulations is the presynaptic spike train sj(t) =

∑
tfj
δ(t − tfj )

(firings at times tjf ) and the postsynaptic potential (PSP) kernel κ(t), as opposed to the nonlinearity
r(.). We implemented several PSP kernels, including delta, exponential, and alpha. Yet, we observed no
qualitative difference between the generated spike trains. Thus, we ultimately used the delta kernel, as
it is computationally more efficient to implement. To fully equate the two cases, we set I0/g = 1V , and
Ibg = −E(g/I0), which simplifies equation 3 to:

τi
dvi(t)

dt
= −vi(t) +

J√
Np

N∑
j=1

wijκ(t) ∗ sj(t) +
Ju√
K

K∑
k=1

wu
ikuk(t) +D

√
∆tξi(t) (4)

∀tf | vi(t
f ) = θ (5)

si(t)← si(t) + δ(t− tf ) (6)

vi(t
f
i,+)← vreset (7)

At t = tfi , when the voltage of the neuron i surpasses the threshold level θ (equation 5), a spike is added
to its spike train (equation 6), and then voltage is reset at to vreset (equation 7). We do not include any
refractory period for simplicity.

To homogenize both formulations also in decoder training phase, all spikes are convolved with a static
(causal) kernel ϕ(t) = exp(−t/τc). We used τc = 10∆t. although other reasonable choices (between 5 to
100 ∆t) also result in qualitatively similar performance.

6.2 Integration details

Both dynamics were integrated by forward Euler method with a timestep of ∆t = τ0/
√
10

500 , which is small
enough to handle even the stiffest problems (we did not notice any difference compared to Runge-Kutta-45
solver). Note that, it is crucial to sample the integrated solution of all network with the same frequency.
Otherwise, the temporal difference between two consecutive data points for different networks might
differ, especially if the chosen solver has adaptive time-stepping. For this work, we used ∆t for sampling
solutions as well.

Integration interval is determined by both network size and the tasks (c.f., subsequent section). All
networks start from the same initial condition, which is computed by warming up a homogeneous network
for one-tenth of the total integration time in a stimulus-free but noise-full condition.
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To save disk space, results are saved as float16 type, but are converted back to float64 upon loading.
This inevitably causes some information loss due to round-off error. However, since a robust neural system
should also operate in (numerically) inexact scenarios, we accepted this loss. It is worth nothing that
when systems becomes chaotic, (e.g., large J values), such errors are likely not negligible anymore.

6.3 Training and Score Quantification

To train the decoders, we integrated dynamics for L, whose value is chosen such that it satisfies the
following conditions:

1. For all networks, it contains a testing interval of size ltst(τ0/∆t), where ltst can be interpreted as
the number of times the base harmonic of stimulus oscillates during the testing window.

2. For a network af size N , it contains a training window of size kltrn(N + 1), where ltrn can be seen
as the number of samples used for training a decoder of size (N + 1), and k controls the number
of non-overlapping cross-validation folds (or trials), i.e., the number of independent decoders to be
found, which informs us about the performance uncertainty.

Since our tasks entail recall the past and forecasting the future, the integration time must be expanded
in accord to the a maximum horizon of ∆m := max |∆|. Thus, the total integration time amounts to
L = 2∆m + ltrnk(N + 1)∆t + ltstτ0 (c.f. figure 8). Throughout this work, we used ltrn = 100, k = 3,
and ltst = 10. The design matrix X ∈ RL×(N+1) of each network is constructed by sampling the state
at time tn = n∆t, and appending a bias term to each it. The dependent variable Y ∈ RL×|F| is formed
similarly, by evaluating all target function yθ(t) ∈ F (i.e., all combinations of θ = {k,∆, d}) at t = tn,
i.e., yθ(tn) = yθ,n = uk(tn +∆)d. The train and test datasets are then constructed by limiting the time
indices to associated intervals. The rows of training design matrix (different samples) are shuffled before
computing the decoder.

For each fold we perform training by finding the best linear readout β∗ ∈ RN+1 that minimizes the
following (ridge) objective function

L(β) = ||Ytrn − βTXtrn||2 + λ||β||2 (8)

which has the following analytical solution:

β∗ = argmin
β
L(β) = (XT

trnXtrn + λI)−1XT
trnYtrn (9)

We used the regularization factor λ = 6× 10−8, which matches the numerical resolution of float16 data
type. The generalization score is then quantified by comparing the networks prediction Ŷtst(t) = βTXtst

and the ground truth Ytst. The coefficient of determination was used to quantify this normalized mismatch
between the two:

s = 1− ||Ytst − Ŷtst||2

||Ytst − Ȳtst||2
(10)

s ∈ (−∞, 1) is a normalized score that attains its maximal value of 1 for perfect generalization, 0 for
chance-level prediction, and negative values performances poorer than chance.

The generalization scores are first averaged across folds and then transformed by the exponential
function s′ = exp(s − 1) to the (0,1) range. Due to the large size of our training and testing set, score
variances across folds, i.e., generalization uncertainty, was often extremely small, specifically when the
network successfully carried out a task.
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6.4 Stimuli Synthesis

Inputs were synthesized by integrating chaotic dynamical systems via the Runge-Kutta 45 method. In
particular, we adapted the source code of ReservoirPy package [69] for our purpose. After synthesis,
each component was independently standardized, and the value of input time-series u(t) for arbitrary t
was found by linear interpolation.

We used two main dynamical systems: Lorenz [70] and Mackey-Glass [71]. The Lorenz system is
characterized by the following coupled equations

ẋ = σ(y − x) (11)
ẏ = x(ρ− z)− y (12)
ż = xy − βz (13)

where the common parameters ρ = 28, σ = 10 and β = 8/3 yield a chaotic orbit. To minimize transient
behaviors we chose r0 = [−1.96582031,−1.08886719, 2.17578125], a point near the stable manifold, as our
initial condition. The Mackey-Glass process is a 1D system with the following evolution rule

ẋ =
ax(t− δ)

1 + x(t− δ)n
− bx(t) (14)

with δ representing the delay parameter. For the common values a = 0.2 and b = 0.1, a δ ≲ 16.5 results
in a periodic orbit and whereas δ ≳ 17 generates a chaotic orbit[72].

6.5 τ0 Estimation

To estimate the time scale of the input, we first computed the power spectral density of all input compo-
nents individually, and defined the base timescale of that component as the inverse of the frequency with

Figure 8: Schematic of the time-aligned dataset. Each square in each block represents one time point.
The stimulus u(t) (purple block) is fed to the network for a time duration L to generate a state X(t) (gray
block), which is long enough to support a size-dependent training window of length Ltrn = kltrn(N + 1) and a
network-independent test window Ltst = ltstτ0 for all tasks (green blocks). The training set is further partitioned to
non-overlapping folds or trials (here 2), to computed independent decoders. The performance of these independent
decoders on the test window, specifies the performance uncertainty. Note that, depending on the maximum horizon,
∆m := max |∆|, the integration length should be extended.
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the maximum power. Then, the input’s overall base timescale τ0 was defined as the geometric average of
all components’ base timescale. Note that the goal is to identify the suitable temporal range to ensure
neurons are not integrating inputs too quickly (resulting a high sensitivity to the noise and no long-
term memory) and not too slowly (to miss a prominent event in the stimulus). Thus, other estimations
techniques, for instance, using autocorrelation, would also be valid.

7 Other Software Resources

Throughout this work, we used free and open-source libraries. Our networks were implemented in Python.
We also extensively used Matplotlib [73], Seaborn [74], and SciencePlots [75] for visualization, and
Numpy [76] and Scipy [77] for numerical manipulations, and Joblib [78] to parallelize our code. Brian
simulator [79] was used for spiking networks.
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Supplementary Materials

A Dynamically-independent chaotic input

The components of Lorenzian timeseries are not dynamically independent, as they all lie on a low-
dimensional (strange) attractor. Meaning that knowing one component, conveys a significant amount
of information about other components. Fortunately, this can be readily relaxed either by (linearly)
orthogonalizing components, or even better, by constructing components from completely independent
processes. We followed the second approach and constructed a 3-dimensional input by concatenating 3
independent Mackey-Glass (MG) processes. MG is a 1D dynamical process with a delay parameter, whose
value can render the resultant timeseries periodic or chaotic [71]. In particular, the process is periodic
for delay values below 16, whereas it behaves chaotically as the delay parameter exceeds ∼17 [72]. We
synthesized a stimulus by concatenating precesses of delay parameters 10 (periodic), 50 (chaotic), and 80
(chaotic), and proceeded as before by quantifying the score of all tasks in the family F .

Figure A.1: Heterogeneity-induced performance gain is insensitive to the input type. (A) Components
of a Lorenzian input (left) shows much higher structure than the concatenated MG process (right). Insets show
cross-correlation between components. (B-D) Same as the ones in figure 2 but for concatenated MG processes.
Note that the first input component is periodic. Thus, even a small amount of heterogeneity results in near perfect
performance.

As figure A.1A shows, this construction effectively eliminated high cross-correlation between compo-
nents and the low-dimensional manifold that exist in the case of Lorenzian input. Still, similar to the
Lorenzian stimulus case, heterogeneous networks outperform homogeneous ones, both at the slice level
(A.1B, A.1C), and holistically (A.1D). In particular, when the target function is predictable (as in figures
A.1B-C, due to periodicity of the first component), even small degrees of heterogeneity tend to result in
near perfect score.
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B Applicability to spiking dynamics

Biological brains communicates with spikes. Is neuronal heterogeneity also effective under spiking dynam-
ics? To answer this question, we carried out the same experiment with spiking neurons under identical
configuration (c.f. section 6 for details). As figure B.1 shows, spiking dynamic shows a striking similarity
to the rate-based one, with the more heterogeneous networks generally outperform their homogeneous
analog.

Although in section 2.2 we argued that heterogeneity can be exploited in different dynamics, the
specifics of each dynamic has crucial impact on the performance of certain tasks. An example, already
visible in our result, is the tendency of spiking networks (heterogeneous or not) to perform better than
chance, independent of the input type or hyperparameter values. We do not have an explanation for
this surprising persistency. Although it is tempting to take interpret “better-than-chance” behavior as an
evidence for superiority of spike communication than rate, this behavior may also very well be an artifact
of our tasks choice. Therefore, further investigation is needed to clarify this tendency.

Figure B.1: Heterogeneity enhances computation with spikes. (A1) The score profiles of function ap-
proximation with spikes for linear (top) and quadratic (bottom) processing of time-shifted k = 1st component of
the Lorenzian input, similar to figure 2B. (B1) A holistic view of score improvement for all tasks and networks
with all degree of heterogeneity, similar to figure 2C. (A2)-(B2) Same as above but for MG-based stimulus.
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C Extended robustness results

C.1 Rate Dynamic

Figure C.1: Robustness of the rate-based networks. By default, we employ networks of size N = 250,
connection probabilty p = 0.1, E/I ratio of g = f/1 − f = 4, weight dispersion σ2

0 = 1, and recurrent gain
J = 1, whose neuronal time constant is sampled from a lognormal distribution with mean of E[τ ] = τ0 and
different variance levels. Each panel shows the distribution networks score across 456 tasks as one of the following
hyperparameter is varied: (A) heterogeneiety profile, (B) E/I ratio, (C) synaptic connection probability, and (D)
weight dispersion. Note that only positively skewed heterogeneity profiles give raise to higher performance.
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C.2 Spiking Dynamic

Figure C.2: Robustness of the spiking networks. same as figure C.1 but with spiking neurons. Hyperpa-
rameters that are varied are (A) recurrent gain, (B) network size, (C) average neuronal time constant, (cont.)
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Figure C.2: (D) heterogeneity profile, (E) E/I ratio, (F) synaptic connection probability, and (G) weight
dispersion.

D Transition to autonomous regime

The transition from input- to state-driven marks the point where the input-output mapping becomes
nearly impossible. Under off-stimulus (or the small feedforward gain) condition, this transition occurs at
the critical value Jc = 1. Yet, for stimulated systems, this condition does not apply anymore, because even
an inherently unstable system can be made stable via a proper input (e.g. inverted pendulum problem). In
general, computing the transition boundary in driven and coupled systems is very challenging. However,
as we outline below, with some very crude assumptions a lower bound for the transition boundary can be
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estimated.
Let us assume that, despite its time-dependent input, the system falls into one of its fixed points

(FP), and only slightly fluctuates around it. In other words, we assume that the system has two main
timescales which are largely separatable, a low-amplitude but fast timescales τf which is driven by the
stimulus, and a large-amplitude by very slow one τs which originates from the dynamical structure. As
such, one can use the linear stability analysis to estimate the critical synaptic gain Jc (on the occupied
FP). The Jacobian of equation 1 reads

Jij =
∂v̇i
∂vj

=
1

τi
(−δij + JWijr

′
j) (D1)

where r′ is the derivative of the activation function and δij is the Kronecker delta. The stability condition
is Re{λk} < 0 for all eigenvalue λk of the Jacobian J . The eigenvalues are predominantly determined
by W , the recurrent connectivity matrix, which fortunately, due to its random structure, has well-known
properties. According to the random matrix theory, [68, 80–82] the bulk of W ’s eigenvalues lie on a disc
with radius R [82], whose value relates to the sparsity level p, fraction of excitatory neurons f , and the
mean mux and standard deviation σx of synaptic strength of the population x ∈ {E, I}. Two analytical
formulas for this radius has been proposed recently [83, 84]. However, only the latter is correct2, which
predicts the R as

R2 = f [(1− p)µ2
E + σ2

E ] + (1− f)[(1− p)µ2
I + σ2

I ] (D2)

from which eigenvalues of J can be deduced by considering the effect of each operation: The left multipli-
cation by 1/τi does not alter the spectrum, δij just shifts it by 1 the to left, and J scales all eigenvalues.
The complication comes from the right (column-wise) multiplication by r′j which has to be evaluated on
the FP of equation 1. In principle, for different neurons, r′j has different values. However, if we further
assume that different components of r′ are i.i.d random variables, which are sampled independent of the
process that has generated W , then the new matrix Z = WD, with D = Diag(r′)., would also be a
random matrix, with a spectrum conforming to the circle law. So, if assume that the underlying process
that generates r′, or at least its statistics are known, then the spectrum of J will also be known. Note that
statistics of r′j , when seen as a random variable, are different from that of r′j(.) when seen as a function.
Indeed, for a given choice of nonlinearity r(.), the statistics of r′(.) is computable (either analytically or
numerically). Yet, as a random variable, the realizations of r′j (or its distribution) depend on the dynamic
of the network. If we additionally assume ergodicity (at least on the occupied FP), then we can estimate
the statistics of r′j with that of its empirical temporal averages. Another approach, outlined in [83], is
to use the central limit theorem, where distribution are known to conform to a normal one. However,
since our networks sizes are much smaller than the thermodynamic limit, we decided to use the empirical
estimates instead.

Following [84] and using the results from random matrix theory, the eigenvalues of Z with zij = wijr
′
j

fall into the disc of radius RZ =
√
N Var[zij ]. In what follows, we use subscripts X(∈ {I, E}) and D on

expectations and variances to denote what underlying distribution is used to for marginalization. Direct
computation yields

Var[zij ] = VarX,D[wijr
′
j ] = f VarE,D[wijr

′
j ] + (1− f)VarI,D[wijr

′
j ] (D3)

in which we used the fact that a fraction f of all entries belong to the excitatory population and the rest
are inhibitory. Now, the variance corresponding to population x ∈ X = {E, I} reads:

Varx[wijr
′
j ] = Ex[w

2
ijr

′2
j ]− Ex[wijr

′
j ]
2 (D4)

= Ex[w
2
ij ]ED[r

′2
j ]− Ex[wij ]

2 ED[r
′
j ]
2 (independence) (D5)

= p(µ2
x + σ2

x)ED[r
′2
j ]− (pµx)

2 ED[r
′
j ]
2 (sparsity) (D6)

2In the former, expectations do not correctly separate the population, leading to an incorrect estimate of variances.
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If we denote the first and second moments of r′ by d1 and d22 respectively, the total variance of elements
of Z would be:

Var[zij ] = pf
[
d22(µ

2
E + σ2

E)− pµ2
Ed

2
1

]
+ p(1− f)

[
d22(µ

2
I + σ2

I )− pµ2
Ed

2
1

]
(D7)

= p
[
d22
[
f(µ2

E + σ2
E) + (1− f)(µ2

I + σ2
I )
]
− d21p

[
fµ2

E + (1− f)µ2
E)

]]
(D8)

which is true even it the network is unbalanced. For our networks, we usually used p = 0.1, f = 0.8, µe =
1/
√
Np, σe = σi = σ0/

√
Np = 1/

√
Np. Moreover, from the balance condition we have µi = − f

(1−f)
√
Np

=

−4/
√
Np. Substituting these numbers results in D8 yields this simple relationship between the radius RZ

and the first two statistics of r′:
R2

Z = 5d22 − 0.4d21 (D9)

Once the first two moments of r′ are empirically found, the critical value of gain, follows from the following
simple inequality:

−1 + JRZ < 0 −→ Jc =
1

RZ
(D10)

However, the above condition must be verified self-consistently: if the J ≤ Jc, then the system, in
expectation, is linearly stable, and can give rise to a stationary distribution of r′. Otherwise, the system
is linearly unstable, which violates the stationarity of r′j process. Thus, the linear stability analysis is only
valid if Jc ≤ J .

Figure D.1 shows the self-consistency criterion, Jc − J , versus J , for different networks with various
combinations of neuronal mean and variances. As J increases and networks become more state-driven,
self-consistency gradually degrades and crosses the zero as network gain reaches the value of J ≈ 5 (the
dashed line). Interestingly, the heterogeneity does not affect the (linear) stability directly (as all networks
loose consistency, more or less, at the same gain). This is largely due to the fact we modelled the recurrent
connections independent of time scales, which resulted to a row-wise multiplication in equation D2 that
leaves the spectrum intact. Some authors, however, fuse the 1/τi term in equation 1 in to W . In this
case, none of the analysis above hold.

E Task Complexity is Dominated by the Temporal Shift

To classify tasks into different complexity tiers, we color-coded the score comparison plots by various
parameters. Figure E.1 shows one such example. Our experiments suggested that input time-shift has

Figure D.1: Self-consistency indicator indicates the location of critical gran Jc. The difference between
estimated critical gain Jc and the actual network J are plotted versus J for all networks. The main assumption
behind equation D10 is valid only when J ≤ Jc. The dashed line at J = Jc ≈ 5 delineates the border of self-
consistency. For J > 5, linear stability predicts an unstable system, which contradicts the assumption of r′j being
a stationarty random process.
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the highest impact in on the performance. Thus, we grouped tasks into three different tiers based on their
value of |∆|.

Figure E.1: Complexity of the task is mostly driven by time-shift |∆|. Score comparison plot color-coded
by (A) heterogeneity level, (B) time-shift |∆|, and (C) the nonlinearity d.
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