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Abstract

Chaos is ubiquitous in high-dimensional neural dynamics. A strong chaotic fluctuation may be

harmful to information processing. A traditional way to mitigate this issue is to introduce Hebbian

plasticity, which can stabilize the dynamics. Here, we introduce another distinct way without

synaptic plasticity. An Onsager reaction term due to the feedback of the neuron itself is added to

the vanilla recurrent dynamics, making the driving force a gradient form. The original unstable

fixed points supporting the chaotic fluctuation can then be approached by further decreasing the

kinetic energy of the dynamics. We show that this freezing effect also holds in more biologically

realistic networks, such as those composed of excitatory and inhibitory neurons. The gradient

dynamics are also useful for computational tasks such as recalling or predicting external time-

dependent stimuli.

∗Electronic address: huanghp7@mail.sysu.edu.cn
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recurrent neural networks (RNNs) with asymmetric couplings between neurons are ideal

candidates for theoretical studies of non-equilibrium dynamics [1–3], linking machine learn-

ing, statistical physics and neural computation [4, 5]. We consider continuous neural dy-

namics and the couplings between pairs of neurons are independently drawn from a normal

distribution with zero mean and a scaled variance. Previous studies confirmed that in-

creasing the coupling variance will trigger a chaos transition in a continuous way [1, 3]. A

recent study pointed out that the chaotic fluctuation can be frozen by a Hebbian synaptic

plasticity added to the original random couplings [6]. However, this may not be a unique

way to manipulate the chaos. Our recent work provided an optimization perspective on the

high-dimensional chaos in the RNN [3], which further demonstrated that the non-gradient

force for the dynamics can be decomposed into a gradient one and an Onsager reaction (OR)

type whose value depends on the dynamics speed in turn. The OR force can be controlled,

e.g., switched on or off, which yields a large impact on the ongoing dynamics of the original

system in the chaotic regime. It remains nevertheless unclear what is the emergent property

of this force decomposition. This is the central question to be addressed in this work.

In this paper, we fully explore the collective properties of the random recurrent neural

networks with controlled forces. Our main contributions are three-fold. First, we discover

an additional way of freezing chaos, especially without synaptic plasticity, and in other

words, by turning on the OR term. It is expected that as an additional white noise is

added to the potential system (because of gradient dynamics) where the OR term is turned

on such that a gradient force is guaranteed, the original dynamics can be approximated

by making the noise very small in magnitude. This leads to our second contribution that

the gradient system exhibits three phases: null-activity, nontrivial fixed points yet with

vanishing maximal Lyapunov exponents, and the chaotic phase (at a larger coupling variance

than that in the standard non-gradient network dynamics). These properties carry over to

the biologically plausible networks of excitatory and inhibitory neurons. Third, the memory

or prediction curve is also studied, showing that the potential system at a large coupling

variance matches the original non-gradient one in behavior. In particular, the intermediate

slow activity phase could be useful in computation, e.g., maintaining a working memory of

a generated mental picture.
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II. MODEL SETTING

A. Vanilla RNN dynamics

We consider a recurrent neural network composed of N fully-connected neurons. The

state of each neuron in time t is characterized by the synaptic current xi(t) (i = 1, . . . , N),

which obeys the following first-order differential dynamics equation:

dxi

dt
= −xi +

N∑
j=1

Jijϕj(t), (1)

where ϕj(t) = tanh[xj(t)] transforms synaptic current to firing rate. We denote xi(t) as a

time-dependent activity, which is shown in the result section unless otherwise stated. Each

element Jij (from neuron j to i) of the connection matrix is drawn from an independent

Gaussian distribution as

Jij ∼

N
(
0, g

2

N

)
for i ̸= j

0 for i = j
. (2)

Increasing the value of g (the gain parameter) changes the dynamics phase from a global

stable fixed point to a proliferation of an exponential number of unstable fixed points (deter-

ministic chaos) [7]. This fact identifies a critical continuous chaos transition point gc = 1 [3].

Equation (1) is a rate dynamics abstraction of a more biological setting such as leaky in-

tegrated firing model [8]. We later consider the biologically realistic scenario of excitatory-

inhibitory neural networks. In the following analysis, we also denote the non-gradient force

as f = −x+ Jϕ(x).

B. Potential dynamics description

Recent studies showed that if the kinetic energy (unit mass) is defined, one can turn the

original dynamics [Eq. (1)] into an optimization problem of searching for the slow dynamics

with minimal kinetic energy defined below:

Ek =
1

2

∑
i

ẋ2
i , (3)

where ẋi represents the velocity in Eq. (1). One motivation is the observation that the

kinetic energy is decreasing over running Eq. (1). Therefore, we can design an alternate
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Langevin dynamics:
dx

dt
= −∇xEk(x) +

√
2Tϵ, (4)

where ϵ is a time-dependent white noise whose statistics is given by ⟨ϵi(t)⟩ = 0, ⟨ϵi(t)ϵj(s)⟩ =

δijδ(t− s). The temperature T adjusts the noise intensity.

We next write the gradient over the kinetic energy explicitly as follows,

−∂Ek

∂xi

= −xi + hi − ϕ′(xi)
∑
j ̸=i

Jji(hj − xj), (5)

where the local field hi ≡
∑

j:j ̸=i Jijϕ(xj). It is clear that the third term in Eq. (5) is an

Onsager reaction term in dynamics because this term represents how the neuron i impacts

its neighbors through the outgoing connections Jji and then affects the i-component of the

force as feedback together with the velocity of neighboring neurons (see a similar study but

in the context of kinetic Ising models [9]). We thus call this term an Onsager reaction term,

which plays a vital role in slowing down the chaotic fluctuation and making neural activity

a suitable candidate for working memory.

C. Neural force decomposition

We also notice that the first two terms in Eq. (5) are the original force, and thus we

obtain the following identity:

f = −∇xEk + ϕ′(x)⊙ J⊤f , (6)

where ⊙ is an elementwise multiplication. From Eq. (6), we can re-express the force as

f = −J̃−1∇xEk, (7)

where J̃ij ≡ Jji [δji − ϕ′(xi)(1− δji)], and only in this formula we assume Jii = 1. Therefore,

we managed to write the non-gradient force as a linear combination of gradient force, where

the linear coefficient depends not only on the original asymmetric random coupling but also

on neural activity. Our construction thus gets rid of computational challenges to determine

the exact form of the decomposition proposed in previous works [10, 11], where a stochastic

differential equation is studied and for high-dimensional systems studied in our work, it

becomes numerically challenging to solve equations for the linear combination.
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D. Regulated neural dynamics

Inspired by the above analysis, we add a multiplicative factor γ(t) to the OR term, and

the dynamics read:

ẋi = −xi + hi − γϕ′(xi)
∑
j ̸=i

Jji(hj − xj) +
√
2Tϵi. (8)

The dynamics control parameter γ(t) can only take two values—0 and 1. When γ(t) = 1,

the dynamics enter a working memory session, while the dynamics are chaotic provided that

γ(t) = 0.

To carry out simulations, we first adopt the simple Euler scheme to discretize the contin-

uous dynamics equation in Eq. (8) as follows:

xt+∆t
i − xt

i = ∆t

[
−xt

i + ht
i − γtϕ′(xt

i)
∑
j ̸=i

Jji(h
t
j − xt

j)

]
+
√
2T∆tϵi(t), (9)

where ∆t is a small time increment (∆t = 0.01 in our following experiments), ht
i =∑

j ̸=i Jijϕ(x
t
j), and ϵi(t) is drawn independently from the standard normal distribution for

each i and t [12]. At any intermediate state x (such as a fixed-point), one can evaluate the

Jacobian or stability matrix D of the modified dynamics in Eq. (8) as follows:

Dij =
∂fi
∂xj

= Jijϕ
′(xj)− γϕ′(xi)

∑
k

JkiJkjϕ
′(xj) + γϕ′(xi)Jji, ∀i ̸= j (10a)

Dii =
∂fi
∂xi

= −1− γϕ′′(xi)
∑
k

Jki(hk − xk)− γϕ′(xi)
∑
k

J2
kiϕ

′(xi), (10b)

where we omit the time dependence for relevant state variables for compactness. The eigen-

value distribution of the stability matrix determines the linear stability of the neural state

where the stability analysis is carried out. Note that ∇ · f = Tr(D) measures how dissi-

pative the neural dynamics are. The force f takes different forms for vanilla and regulated

dynamics.

III. RESULTS

In this section, we thoroughly explore the collective properties of the OR term in the

Langevian dynamics, in comparison with the original non-gradient dynamics. The following

results are based on the OR-regulated dynamics [see Eq. (8)].
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(a) (b)
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FIG. 1: Dynamics-freezing effects of the OR-regulated dynamics. (a) Dynamics with T = 0, g = 3,

and N = 1000. γ jumps from 0 to 1 at the time point 100. (b) The slowness-measurement Q

[between t = 99.99 and t′ = 300, see (a)] changes with g for both vanilla RNN and OR-regulated

dynamics. Five individual trials of experiments are considered for the error bars in the plot.

A. Freezing chaos without synaptic plasticity

We find that running the OR-regulated dynamics yields a slowing down of the dynamics

after γ(t) is switched from zero to one. This is in essence that the chaotic fluctuations

are strongly suppressed by turning on the OR term, in contrast to the way of introducing

a Hebbian term to the random synaptic strength [6]. In our dynamics [see Eq. (8)], the

synaptic structure is still maintained without any plasticity. However, after the γ-switch, the

dynamics become gradient with the kinetic energy as the underlying potential. Therefore,

we propose the following parameter to characterize the slowness induced by the switch.

Q(t, t′) = ⟨∥ϕ(x(t))− ϕ(xt′)∥22⟩, (11)

where t denotes the time point when γ is turned on (or just one time-step before), while t′

is the time point t + L (L is the temporal separation), and the average is taken over many

different realizations of the network coupling (ensemble average).

Figure 1 shows that after the onset of chaos at g = 1, the chaotic dynamics can be frozen

with the OR term. The chaotic fluctuations can be significantly suppressed. As a result, the

dynamics become much more slowly, showing the great computational benefit as a working

memory. The state distribution during the working memory is well-defined and given by
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FIG. 2: The OR-regulated dynamics and the maximal Lyapunov exponents. (a) Dynamics with

T = 0, g = 2 and N = 1000. γ goes from zero to one and back to zero over time. (b) Maximal

Lyapunov exponents versus synaptic gain parameter g for both vanilla and regulated dynamics

(T = 0). The exponents are averaged over five independent estimates (see details in Appendix A

with an initial deviation δ = 10−5). The inset shows an enlarged view of the intermediate phase

(the exponents are close to zero). (c) Dynamics with the same model parameters as (a). γ goes

from one to zero and back to one over time. (d) The eigenvalue spectrum of the Jacobian matrix

at the point marked by x and the point marked by o in (a).

the canonical ensemble in statistical mechanics P (x) ∝ e−βEk(x) [3], where β is an inverse

temperature controlling how noisy the dynamics are, e.g., in the Langevin dynamics [see

Eq. (4)].
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FIG. 3: The dynamics with γ = 1 and the eigenvalue distribution of the Jacobian matrix. (a)

Dynamics with T = 0, g = 2 and N = 1000. (b) The eigenvalue spectrum of the Jacobian matrix

at the last time point in (a). (c) Dynamics with the same model parameters as (a) but g = 10. (d)

The eigenvalue spectrum of the Jacobian matrix at the last time point in (c).

B. Three phases in the potential system

It is interesting to show that there appear three regimes for the potential dynamics

(γ = 1) in terms of the maximal Lyapunov exponents [Fig. 2 (b)]. We use the orbit-

separation method to evaluate the maximal Lyapunov exponents [13]. Technical details are

given in Appendix A. In the vanilla dynamics [see Eq. (1)], the maximal Lyapunov exponent

gets positive at g = 1, implying the onset of chaos. However, in the potential dynamics, at

g = 1, the exponent gets a value close to zero but not significantly positive, while this regime

covers a very wide range of g. Only after g ≃ 8, the exponent grows rapidly, displaying a

chaotic fluctuation in the potential dynamics. The dynamics flow to chaotic attractors. In
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FIG. 4: Divergence of the driving force in the OR-regulated dynamics. N = 1000, and four

different values of g are considered. (a) Evolution of divergence. (b) Distribution of the diagonal

of the stability matrix.

the intermediate regime, the dynamics change very slowly, having the computational benefit

of freezing the chaos in the vanilla dynamics. This freezing can be simply realized by turning

on the OR term. As we shall show below, this regime is not suitable for retrospective and

prospective computations such as recalling previous stimuli or forecasting a future event.

However, in the intermediate regime, the dynamics can be maintained with a slow speed

and can also be released to a chaotic fluctuation [see Fig. 2 (a, c)]. In particular, the eigen-

density of the Jacobian matrix shows that the potential dynamics are much more stable [see

Fig. 2 (d)], coinciding with our expectation of freezing the chaos with the OR term.

Next, we explore how different it is between the marginal stable and chaotic regimes in

terms of the Jacobian matrix. Figure 3 shows that when g > 8, the potential dynamics

display a fraction of positive eigenvalues in the corresponding Jacobian matrix. Figure 4

further shows how dissipative the potential dynamics are. The negative divergence of the

driving forces implies a non-uniform contraction of the phase-space volume [14], especially

for a large value of g and at an earlier stage of the dynamics.

C. Low-dimensional projection of the neural activity

We first show the statistics of the stationary activity in the chaotic and the OR-regulated

regimes. Figure 5 (a,b) shows that the kinetic energy in the chaotic regime before switching

is higher than that after switching. However, the distribution of the activity norm displays
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FIG. 5: The dynamics statistics for the OR-regulated dynamics and the associated low-dimensional

projection. (a) The ℓ2 norm of the activity before switching with g = 2 and N = 1000. (b) The

ℓ2 norm of the activity after switching with g = 2 and N = 1000. (c) The ℓ2 norm of the activity

with γ = 1 (gradient dynamics), g = 10 and N = 1000. (d) The three-dimensional projection

of the neural dynamics where three typical trajectories are shown and the OR term is only on in

the later stage of the dynamics. The first three principal components explain about 85.67% of the

total variance in the trajectory data. In the data, the number of trajectories P = 100, and the

length is specified by L = 2000, and N = 1000. The cross symbol indicates the starting point of

the trajectory. The color bars indicate the flow of time for the dynamics (darker colors mean later

stages). The onset of switching (from γ = 0 to γ = 1) is indicated by a change of the color type.

The inset shows how the kinetic energy decreases over time for the three trajectories shown in the

main plot, and the dashed line indicates the time when the OR term is on.

a similar pattern of a U shape. This shows that the dynamics after switching (despite its

gradient nature) inherit the activity statistics of the chaotic regime (supported by the small

distance Q as well in Fig. 1). As g grows, the distribution profile of the activity becomes a
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U shape as well for the gradient dynamics with the OR-regulated term [Fig. 5 (c)].

To have an intuitive picture, we try to carry out a principal component analysis (PCA)

on the collected dynamics trajectories {xµ}Pµ=1, which are stacked into a matrix X ∈ RPL×N .

Note that x = {x(1),x(2), . . . ,x(L)}, P is the number of individual trajectories, and L is

the length of the trajectory. Then, we can compute the equal-time covariance:

Cij = ⟨[xi(t̂)− ⟨xi(t̂)⟩][xj(t̂)− ⟨xj(t̂)⟩]⟩, (12)

where t̂ = 1, . . . , PL, and ⟨·⟩ denotes the temporal average. We then perform a spectral

decomposition of the covariance matrix C as ΦΣΦ−1. Thus the dynamics of x(t) can be

decomposed into the following form:

x(t̂) = ⟨x(t̂)⟩+
N∑
i=1

vi(t̂)ϕi, (13)

where vi denotes the projection of x(t̂) along the ith PC direction ϕi with ϕi · ϕj = δij. In

other words, v = (x−⟨x⟩)Φ. If we collect only the first three orthogonal bases ϕi (i = 1, 2, 3)

to form a subspace with the basis Φ̃, we would then have the three-dimensional projection

of the dynamics as ṽ = (x−⟨x⟩)Φ̃. A few typical neural dynamics trajectories are shown in

Fig. 5 (d). With the switching (turning on the OR term), the original unstable fixed points

in the chaotic regime can be achieved with a very small kinetic energy.

D. Networks of excitatory and inhibitory neurons

In this section, we do the above analysis in a more biologically realistic setting, i.e., we

distinguish the neurons into two types—excitatory or inhibitory neurons. For an excitatory

neuron, the outgoing synaptic strength takes a positive value, while the outgoing synaptic

strength takes a negative value for an inhibitory neuron. This is also called the well-known

Dale’s law [15]. In this setting, the coupling matrix can be expressed in the form of blocks:

J =

JEE JEI

JIE JII

 , (14)

where JEE indicates the connection structure from excitatory neurons to excitatory neurons,

and others bear a similar meaning. In addition, we assume this matrix is actually a sparse
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FIG. 6: Topology of EI neural networks (N = 1000). (Left) Inhibitory dominated network with

E[J ] < 0. Parameters: σe = 1.2, σi = 1.2, µe = 1, µi = −6, f = 0.8, and α = 0.2. (Middle)

Structurally balanced network with vanishing mean. Parameters: σe = 1.2, σi = 1.2, µe = 1,

µi = −4, f = 0.8, and α = 0.2. (Right) Excitatory dominated network with positive mean.

Parameters: σe = 1.2, σi = 1.2, µe = 1.5, µi = −4, f = 0.8, and α = 0.2.

matrix, as in a biological circuit, a neuron can not be connected to all neurons. We apply

the following way to construct such sparse connection structure [16]:

J = S⊙ (AD+M), (15)

in which S denotes a sparse matrix whose entry takes a value of one with the probability α

and zero with the probability (1− α), ⊙ denotes the element-wise product, A is a random

matrix in which each element is an i.i.d. Gaussian real value, D is a diagonal matrix of

excitatory and inhibitory variances (weight dispersion) specified as follows,

D = diag(σ̃e, . . . , σ̃e︸ ︷︷ ︸
Nf times

, σ̃i, . . . , σ̃i︸ ︷︷ ︸
N(1−f) times

), (16)

where f is the fraction of excitatory neurons in the circuit. M = uv⊤ is an outer product

matrix of population means, where

u = (1, . . . , 1)⊤, v = (µ̃e, . . . , µ̃e︸ ︷︷ ︸
Nf times

, µ̃i, . . . , µ̃i︸ ︷︷ ︸
N(1−f) times

). (17)
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x

E[J] = -0.00253 E[J] = 0 E[J] = 0.00253

FIG. 7: Dynamics of EI neural networks (N = 1000). (Left) Inhibitory dominated network

with E[J ] < 0. (Middle) Structurally balanced network with vanishing mean. (Right) Excitatory

dominated network with positive mean. These three cases are in one-to-one correspondence with

those in Fig. 6.

To avoid the dependence on the system size N in particular in the limit of large system

size, we rescale the mean and standard deviation as µ̃ = µ√
N
, and σ̃ = σ√

N
in the following

analysis. We also assume σe = σi = σ, and this single real positive value σ can be thought

of as a control parameter relaxing the Dale’s law (see Fig. 6 for an example).

We can thus define the structurally balanced setting as E[J ] = 0, while a positive (neg-

ative) mean implies the excitatory (inhibitory) dominated setting. According to our above

construction, it is straightforward to derive the explicit expression for the mean:

E[J ] = α[fµ̃e + (1− f)µ̃i]. (18)

This expectation determines the eigenvalue outlier of the sparse random matrix that

obeys Dale’s law. We can also calculate the radius of the eigen-spectrum disc as R =√
N [fσ2

se + (1− f)σ2
si], where σ2

sl = α(1 − α)µ̃2
l + ασ̃2

l (l = e, i). Figure 6 shows three

examples of the connectivity matrix and the associated coupling distributions.

Given the constructed excitatory-inhibitory (EI) networks, we apply our OR-regulated

dynamics to the biologically realistic systems and find that the dynamics can still be con-

trolled. For example, in the case of structurally balanced networks, the neural dynamics can

be slowed by turning on the OR term, while shutting down the OR term can accelerate the

dynamics with strong chaotic fluctuations. However, if the vanilla dynamics is not chaotic,
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input output

recurrent units

FIG. 8: Sketch of the reservoir computing for the stimuli forecasting and recalling experiments.

The reservoir neurons follow the dynamics: ẋ = −x+ Jϕ(x) + S(t)u, where u is an all-one vector.

Only the readout weight W is trained to yield the prediction ẑ(t) =
∑

iWixi(t) compared with

the target (specified in the main text).

e.g., a non-trivial fixed point, then we find that the OR term seems to play no role (see the

right panel of Fig. 7).

E. Memory and predictive processing performance

The vanilla RNN can be used for information processing, e.g., working memory, decision

making, and motor control [17, 18]. The original random couplings in the neural pool are not

trained, and only the linear readout weight is trained (see an illustration in Fig. 8), which

is also called reservoir computing [19]. Here, we will test the gradient neural dynamics

yet with asymmetric couplings on two computational tasks. The first one is recalling the

previous stimuli based on the current neural state. We thus define the temporal separation

as τ . It is expected that the task difficulty grows with τ . The second task is forecasting a

future event, i.e., sequence anticipation. The computational ability in both tasks is a core

component underlying intelligent behavior [20–22]. To have a quantitative measure of the

network performance, we define the following memory function [23]:

m(τ) = 1− minW ϵW (τ)

⟨z2⟩
, (19)

where ⟨·⟩ denotes the temporal average, W denotes the readout weight (an N -dimensional

real-valued vector), and ϵW (τ) is a W -dependent mean-squared error between the actual

reconstruction (or prediction) and the target z. The explicit expression of ϵW (τ) is given

14



(a) (b)

FIG. 9: Memory or prediction curve for the gradient dynamics with asymmetric couplings (N =

1000). The stimuli S(t) = sin(ω1t) + sin(ω2t), where ω1 = 0.02π and ω2 = 0.04π. (a) Prediction

curve. The stimulus at time t + τ is forecasted from the neural activity at the time step t. (b)

Memory curve. The stimulus at time t− τ is recalled from the neural activity at the time step t.

The vanilla RNN dynamics without the OR term are compared in these experiments. The error

bar characterizes the fluctuation across five independent experiments.

by ϵW (τ) = ⟨∥ẑ− z∥2⟩, where the linear readout reads ẑ(t) = W⊤x(t), and the average is a

temporal average.

We assume the external stimuli can be written as S(t). If z(t) = S(t− τ), Equation (19)

becomes a memory function, i.e., measuring how well the network reconstructs the previous

input. If z(t) = S(t+τ), m(τ) measures how well the network predicts future stimuli. Given

a time window t ∈ [0, L], we concatenate the neural states into a matrix X ∈ RL×N , and

the target becomes accordingly a vector of length L. Therefore, the prediction ẑ = XW.

To minimize the mean-squared error, we have the following optimal solution by setting the

derivative zero:

W∗ = (⟨X⊤X⟩)−1⟨X⊤z⟩, (20)

where we assume that L > N and such matrix inverse is guaranteed to exist, and otherwise

α1N (α > 0) can be added to the covariance matrix.

Given the optimal solution W∗, one can prove that ⟨ẑ⊤ẑ⟩ = ⟨ẑ⊤z⟩. Therefore, the

memory function can be simplified as

m(τ) =
⟨ẑ⊤ẑ⟩
⟨z2⟩

=
⟨z⊤X⟩(⟨X⊤X⟩)−1⟨X⊤z⟩

⟨z2⟩
, (21)
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where ⟨·⟩ denotes a temporal average. In the following experiments, we assume S(t) =

sin(ω1t) + sin(ω2t), where ω1 and ω2 are two different angular frequencies of the signal.

Results are shown in Fig. 9. It is evident that when g ≥ 8, the gradient neural dynamics

with the OR term are comparable to the vanilla non-gradient dynamics in both retrospective

and prospective computations. The former becomes even more superior than the latter

especially when the time separation is short.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we study the collective behavior of gradient neural dynamics, which is

derived from vanilla non-gradient RNN by keeping the kinetic energy decreasing over dy-

namics. We show that an additional OR term in the gradient neural dynamics can be used

to freeze the strong chaotic fluctuation in the vanilla dynamics, and therefore the freezing

without synaptic plasticity can serve as a sort of working memory for information processing.

The OR term is able to make the dynamics approach the unstable fixed points in the vanilla

dynamics. The number of these fixed points is revealed to grow exponentially with the

number of degrees of freedom in the system [7, 24]. Moreover, we also verified that this kind

of freezing can also occur in more biologically realistic networks, such as networks composed

of excitatory and inhibitory neurons. The gradient neural dynamics at a larger synaptic

gain parameter can also be useful for memory and predictive processing. The OR-regulated

dynamics are thus an alternative way to freeze chaos, in addition to the commonly adopted

Hebbian plasticity. However, it remains unclear how a real neural circuit structure can im-

plement this sort of freezing chaos without synaptic plasticity. Furthermore, it would be

interesting in future works to use the gradient neural dynamics with asymmetric couplings

to store information, as fixed points can be approached. We will come to these points in

forthcoming works.
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Appendix A: Orbit separation method

The orbit separation (OS) method is a widely used approach for calculating the maximal

Lyapunov exponent, which is a key indicator of chaos in dynamical systems. The core idea
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is to track the exponential divergence of two initially close trajectories in phase space. The

key features of the OS method include maintaining a small separation after every update,

tracking divergence through continuous rescaling and averaging growth rates. We summarize

the detailed procedure in Alg. 1. The codes are available in our GitHub page [25]

Algorithm 1 Orbit separation method for calculating the maximum Lyapunov exponent

Input: Initial condition x0 ∈ RN , time increment ∆t, total time length L, a random vector

ϵ ∈ RN , a small constant δ.

1: Initialize x = x0 and y = x0 + δϵ/∥ϵ∥2.

2: Set t = 0.

3: Initialize an empty list L to store the Lyapunov exponents.

4: while t ≤ L do

5: Evolve x and y using the dynamics of the system for a time step ∆t.

6: Compute the distance d = ∥y − x∥2.

7: Compute the Lyapunov exponent λt = ln
(
d
δ

)
.

8: Append λt to the list L.

9: Normalize y by replacing it with x+ δ y−x
d .

10: Set t = t+∆t.

11: end while

Output: Compute the maximum Lyapunov exponent λ = 1
(L−t0+1)∆t

∑|L|
i=t0

λi, where t0 = 2000,

and the first t0 − 1 estimations are discarded.
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