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Self-Organized Formation of Retinotopic Projections Between Manifolds of Different
Geometries — Part 3: Spherical Geometries
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We follow our general model in Ref. E] and analyze the formation of retinotopic projections for
the biologically relevant situation of spherical geometries. To this end we elaborate both a linear
and a nonlinear synergetic analysis which results in order parameter equations for the dynamics of
connection weights between two spherical cell sheets. We show that these equations of evolution pro-
vide stable stationary solutions which correspond to retinotopic modes. A further analysis of higher
modes furnishes proof that our model describes the emergence of a perfect one-to-one retinotopy
between two spheres.

PACS numbers: 05.45.-a, 87.18.Hf, 89.75.Fb

I. INTRODUCTION

An essential precondition for a correct operation of the nervous system consists in well-ordered neural connections
between different cell sheets. An example, which has been explored both experimentally and theoretically in detail,
is the formation of ordered projections between retina and tectum, a part of the brain which plays an important role
in processing optical information ﬂ] At an initial stage of ontogenesis, retinal ganglion cells have random synaptic
contacts with the tectum. In the adult animal, however, a so-called retinotopic projection is realized: Neighboring
cells of the retina project onto neighboring cells of the tectum. A detailed analytical treatment of Héussler and von
der Malsburg described these ontogenetic processes in terms of self-organization ﬂa] In that work retina and tectum
were treated as one-dimensional discrete cell arrays. The dynamics of the connection weights between retina and
tectum were assumed to be governed by the so-called Haussler equations. In Ref. E] we generalized these equations
of evolution to continuous manifolds of arbitrary geometry and dimension. Furthermore, we performed an extensive
synergetic analysis M, E] near the instability of stationary uniform connection weights between retina and tectum.
The resulting generic order parameter equations served as a starting point for analyzing retinotopic projections
between Euclidean manifolds in Ref. E] Our results for strings turned out to be analogous to those for discrete
linear chains, i.e. our model included the special case of Hiussler and von der Malsburg [2]. Additionally, we could
show in the case of planar geometries that superimposing two modes under suitable conditions provides a state with
a pronounced retinotopic character.

In this paper we apply our general model ﬂa] again to projections between two-dimensional manifolds. Now, however,
we consider manifolds with constant positive curvature. Typically, the retina represents approximately a hemisphere,
whereas the tectum has an oval form ﬂ] Thus, it is biologically reasonable to model both cell sheets by spherical
manifolds. Without loss of generality we assume that the two cell sheets for retina and tectum are represented by the
surfaces of two unit spheres, respectively. Thus, in our model, the corresponding continuously distributed cells are
represented by unit vectors 7 and ¢. Every ordered pair (f, ) is connected by a positive connection weight w(f, ) as
is illustrated in Figure [l The generalized Haussler equations of Ref. ﬂa, ﬂ] for these connection weights are specified
as follows

w(t, )
8m

w(t, ) = f(i,7w) - —w(g:)

/th, FE 7 w) — /dQT/ FE 7 w). (1)
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FIG. 1: The cells of retina and tectum, which are assumed to be continuously distributed on unit spheres, are represented by
their unit vectors # and t, respectively. The two cell sheets are connected by positive connection weights w(t, 7).

The first term on the right-hand side describes cooperative synaptic growth processes, and the other terms stand for
corresponding competitive growth processes. The total growth rate is defined by

£, 7 0) = a + w(i, 7) /th/ /dQT/cT(f~f’) el 7Y w(i’, 7). @)

where o denotes the global growth rate of new synapses onto the tectum, and is the control parameter of our system.
The cooperativity functions ¢z (f - £'), cg(# - #/) represent the neural connectivity within each manifold. They are
assumed to be positive, symmetric with respect to their arguments, and normalized. The integrations in () and
@) are performed over all points #,7 on the manifolds, where dQ;, dS2, represent the differential solid angles of the
corresponding unit spheres. Note that the factors 87 in Eq. () are twice the measure M of the unit sphere, which is
given by

2 ™
M = th:/dQTz/dcp/sinﬁdﬁzélw. (3)
0 0

If the global growth rate of new synapses onto the tectum « is large enough, the long-time dynamics is determined by
a uniform connection weight. However, we shall see within a linear analysis in Section [l that this stationary solution
becomes unstable at a critical value of the global growth rate. Therefore, we have to perform a nonlinear synergetic
analysis, in Section [l which yields the underlying order parameter equations in the vicinity of this bifurcation. As
in the case of Euclidean manifolds, we show that they have no quadratic terms, represent a potential dynamics, and
allow for retinotopic modes. In Section [[¥ we include the influence of higher modes upon the connection weights,
which leads to recursion relations for the corresponding amplitudes. If we restrict ourselves to special cooperativity
functions, the resulting recursion relations can be solved analytically by using the method of generating functions. As
a result of our analysis we obtain a perfect one-to-one retinotopy if the global growth rate « is decreased to zero.

II. LINEAR ANALYSIS

According to the general reasoning in Ref. [3] we start with fixing the metric on the manifolds and determine the
eigenfunctions of the corresponding Laplace-Beltrami operator. Afterwards, we expand the cooperativity functions
with respect to these eigenfunctions and perform a linear analysis of the stationary uniform state.

A. Laplace-Beltrami Operator

For the time being we neglect the distinction between retina and tectum, because the following considera-
tions are valid for both manifolds. Using spherical coordinates, we write the unit vector on the sphere as



& = (sin¥ cos @, sin ¥ sin ¢, cos ). The Laplace-Beltrami operator on a manifold reads quite generally []]

8= %8/\ (99 9,) - (4)

For the sphere the components of the covariant tensor g,, are
AW 9 O 02 \?
= _— = 1 5 = = — — = O y — — . 2 /(9 . 5
gi1 (819) giz2 = g21 a9 95 922 <_8<p> sin ( )

With this the determinant of the covariant metric tensor reads ¢ = sin? 9 and the components of the contravariant
metric are given by

1
11 12 21 22
= 1 s = = O7 = —, 6
g 9 =9 97 =7y (6)
whence the Laplace-Beltrami operator for the sphere takes the well-known form
1 0 9] 1 02
Ay, = — 0 — . 7
7% Sind OU (sm 819) * sin? ¥ 0p? @
Its eigenfunctions are known to be given by spherical harmonics Y}, (£):

With 1 =0,1,2,...and m = —I,—-1l+1,...,1— 1,1 they are (2] + 1)-fold degenerate and form a complete orthonormal
system on the unit sphere:

/dﬂx Yion (5 )Y (&) = BBy (9)
%) !
S5 Vi@V (') = 6 - ). (10)
=0 m=—1

B. Cooperativity Functions

The argument of the cooperativity functions ¢(Z - #’) is the scalar product & - & which takes values between —1 and
+1. Therefore the cooperativity functions can be expanded in terms of Legendre functions P,(# - 2'), which form a
complete orthogonal system on this interval [9, 7.221.1]:

1

2
/,P[(O')Pl/(o') do = 21—_”5”/, (11)
-1
1 o0
522”13 "NP(o) = 8(c—0'). (12)
1=0
Then the expansion of the cooperativity functions read
20 +1
(a-5) =3 iR i), (13)

where f; denote the respective expansion coefficients. Using the Legendre addition theorem [13]

4dr

P(@-3) =5

Z Yim ()Y (2). (14)

we arrive, for each manifold, at the expansion

[e'S) l
Z Z ngLM ( ) CR(TA“'TA”I):Z Z flRng(f)Yzﬁ*(f/)- (15)

L=0 M= =0 m=—1

Note that the normalization of the cooperativity functions and the orthonormality relations (@) lead to the constraints

fi=1=1



C. Eigenvalues

The initial state of ontogenesis with randomly distributed synaptic contacts is described by the stationary uniform
solution of the generalized Haussler equations, wqg(¢,7) = 1. Its stability is analyzed by linearizing the H&ussler
equations () with respect to the deviation v(t,#) = w(t,7) — wo(t, 7). The resulting linearized equations read

o(t,7) = L(t, 7, v) (16)
with the linear operator

L(t,7,0) = —aw(i, 7)

1 N oA N
—_ /th/ |:’U(t/,72) + /th// /dQT// CT(t/ . t”) CR(’f . ’f’”) ’U(t”, ’f’”)
™

- dQT/ |:’U(£, f'/) + /th///dQTN CT(E . EN) CR(f‘/ . f//) ’U(f”, TA'N):| + /th//dQT/ CT(E' f’) CR(72 . 72/) U(E/, ’f‘/) . (17)

To solve Eq. ([H), we have to consider the eigenvalue problem of the linear operator (7). It has the eigenfunctions

v ™ (6 7) = Y ()Y (7) (18)
and the spectrum of eigenvalues reads [3]:
AMm: _O‘+(fgflR_1)/2 L=M=0, (l,m);é((),()) (19)
Lt l=m=0,(L,M)+# (0,0)

—a+ fEfE otherwise .

By changing the uniform growth rate « in a suitable way, the real parts of some eigenvalues ([d) become positive and
the system can be driven to the neighborhood of an instability. Which eigenvalues ([[d) become unstable in general
depends on the respective values of the given expansion coefficients fI, ff. If we assume monotonically decreasing
expansion coefficients fLT, flR,

l=fIl'>f>(F>..>0, 1=fF>>F>...>0, (20)

the maximum eigenvalue in [[d) is given by Apax = AM™ = —a+ f{ f£. Thus, the instability occurs when the global
growth rate reaches its critical value a, = f{ f{¥. At this instability point all nine modes with (L*,[*) = (1,1) and
M* =0,%+1, m* = 0,+£1 become unstable, where we have introduced the index u for the unstable modes.

III. NONLINEAR ANALYSIS

In this section we specialize the generic order parameter equations of Ref. [3] to unit spheres. We observe that
the quadratic term vanishes and derive selection rules for the appearance of cubic terms. Furthermore, we essentially
simplify the calculation of the order parameter equations by taking into account the symmetry properties of the cubic
terms. We show that the order parameter equations represent a potential dynamics, and determine the underlying
potential.

A. General Structure of Order Parameter Equations

The linear stability analysis motivates treating the nonlinear Haussler equations () near the instability by decom-
posing the deviation v(t,#) = w(t, #) — wo(¢, ) in unstable and stable contributions,

o(t,7) = U(,7) + S, 7). (21)
Using Einstein’s sum convention the expansion of the unstable modes reads
U, 7) =UN ™ Y)Y (), (22)
and, correspondingly, the contribution of the stable modes is given by

S(E,7) = S Y (E) Yy (7) - (23)



Note that the summation in (23] is performed over all parameters (L,l) except for (L* 1*) = (1,1), i.e. from now
on the parameters (L,l) stand for the stable modes alone. With the help of the slaving principle of synergetics
M, 5] the original high-dimensional system can be reduced to a low-dimensional one which only contains the unstable
amplitudes. The resulting order parameter equations read [3]

wrr wrrr

UMumu _ AUMumu +Amu1mu/mu// UMu/mu/ UMu//m +Bmu1mu/mu//m

M® ! MU e MU !
M“,M“’M“” Mu7Mu/Mu//MuINU m U m U m . (24)

They contain, as usual, a linear, a quadratic, and a cubic term of the order parameters. The corresponding coefficients
can be expressed in terms of the expansion coefficients f], ff* of the cooperativity functions (IF) and integrals over
products of the eigenfunctions Y, (%):

1),,(2) (n) ~ ~ ~ -~
ISy e = /sz Yim (2) Vi) ;) (2) Vi) @ (2) -+ Yiow o (2) (25)
D@ () . . .
1y g = [d% Y0 o (@) Yo me (@) - Yie pmom (2) . (26)

The quadratic coefficients read

muymu/mu// o T R Mu,Mu,Mu” mu,mulmu”
AMu,Mu'Mu" =f f 11,11 11,11 ) (27)

whereas the cubic coefficients are

u w/ wrt wll’ " wlr!
pmtmtmt m wrr m

S aciec = =g P (A s R g 2T
i { o f%+ 1A ILMl“iMWM I{;?:l,m“’m B ﬁ% {5L0 Srr00nrunrer (14 ) Iﬂlluimmm
+00 S (14 ) L A 29
Note that Eq. [28)) involves a summation over all stable modes (L, M;l,m). As is common in synergetics, the cubic

coefficients ([28) consist in general of two parts, one stemming from the order parameters themselves and the other
representing the influence of the center manifold H on the order parameter dynamics according to

M M'u. 'u.M'u./ w/’ u u w /! w/l
Sy =gy, M g MEmt  MEm (29)
. . M MU uMu, u/
Here the center manifold coefficients H;,"™™ ™ ™ are defined by
T ¢R
m, m m _ 1J1 s m,m - m M rmom®tm
HM MEm® M™ m’ f f MM“M“II u 'u./_ 1 J ,I wr u//6
Ll = 29N — Apy L11 1,11 —4ﬁ 11 1,11 Lo
mumu/ M,MuMU/
+J11 I35 ) | - (30)

B. Integrals

T i i i 77
. . . . . m’'m m,m’'m m,m’'m m,m’'m m,m'm’”’ m
The order parameter equations contain the following integrals: Ji7 ™, I}'}] i Ay A1

The first integral is obtained by the orthonormality relation (@) and

Yim(#) = (<)Y (&) (31)
yielding Jﬁ‘/m” = (—1)m/5m/7_mu. Integrals over three and four spherical harmonics can be calculated with the help
of the following relation [12]:
l1+l12 I3
. . (2l +1)(2l2 + 1) .
3/2177”1(,@)}/227,”2(1') = Z Z 47_‘_(2[3_'_ 1) 0(117071270”370) C(ll,ml,lg,m2|l3,m3) les,ma(w)a (32)

I3=|l1—l2| ma=—I3



where C(l1, m1,l2, ma|ls, ms3) represent the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients [10]. Applying B2) to integrals over three
spherical harmonics leads to

m,m’m’’ (21/ + 1)(21// + 1) ’ " oo
L = c(,0,1”,0|,0)C(",m", 1", l, . 33
i \/ A €0 0L 0) () (33)
For I’ =1" =1 it follows
1o 3
e = ———— (C(1,0,1,0[11,0) C(1,m, 1,m"|l,m). 34
e GO0 Lol o) tm) 31

As the Clebsch-Gordan coeflicients C(l1, 0, l2,0|l3,0) vanish if the sum I3 4l + I3 is odd [10], we obtain Iﬁ?lm” =0.
Thus, the quadratic contribution (24) to the order parameter equations (4] vanishes, by analogy with Euclidean
manifolds [f]. Furthermore, non-vanishing integrals @4l) can only occur for [ = 0 and [ = 2. For [ = 0 we obtain from
the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients [10] the result

IO,m/m” _ (_1)m

0,11 - [in Om?,m - (35)
For [ = 2 we find, correspondingly, the nonvanishing integrals
000 1 70:00 _ 1 JO1-1 _ j0.-11 _ 1 J01-1 _ 70.-11 _ 1
0,11 = Ea 2,11 = E, 0,11 — fo,11 = _\/ﬁ’ 211 T T Uaa
1 _1.0— 3 3 o _q_ 3
JL10 _ 7101 _ p-1,-10 _ p-1,0-1 _ . R o R G . 36
2,11 2,11 2,11 2,11 Wit 2,11 —\/30—71_ 2,11 307 (36)
Furthermore, the integrals I7" {;n,m” follow from
L™ = (0™ (37)
Integrals over four spherical harmonics can also be calculated with the help of [B2), and the result is
lNJrl/// l3
' 21// 1 21/// 1 ’
Iﬁ??}ﬁ mt Z Z ( 4+(2)l( — 1;’ ) C(l//7 O, ZW, 0”3, O)O(l//7 m”, l///, m///|13, mB)Iﬁ;ZL ms (38)
ls=|l"" —1"""| ma=—13 TS

Specialyzing [BR) to l =" =1” =1"" = 1 and taking into account (&3J) leads to I{?l’T/lmNmm X O/ tmr +m m- Thus,

7N
m,m m m

we obtain the selection rule that the nonvanishing integrals I; 77 fulfill the condition m’ +m” +m” = m. The
detailed evaluation yields for those the respective values

IO,OOO _ 9
1,111 — 207 ’
0,1-10 _ 4+0,-—110 _ 40,10-1 _ 40,—101 _ +0,01—-1 _ 0,0—11 __ 3
Il,lll - Il,lll - Il,lll - Il,lll - Il,lll - Il,lll - _207T ’
Il,lOO _ Il,OlO _ rl,001 _ I—l,—lOO _ I—l,O—lO _ I—l,OO—l _ 3
1,111 — *1,111 — *1,111 — *1,111 - 11,111 - 11,111 - 207 ’
1,11-1 _ y1,1-11 _ 41,—-111 _ 4-1,1-1-1 _ 4-—1,-11-1 _ ,—1,—-1-11 __ 3
Il,lll - Il,lll - Il,lll - Il,lll - Il,lll - Il,lll - = 107 . (39)

C. Order Parameter Equations

To simplify the calculation of the cubic coefficients [£8) in the order parameter equations [4), we perform some
basic considerations which lead to helpful symmetry properties. To this end we start with replacing m* by —m®. Using

n " ’ ’ u!

Eq. (BI) we obtain I7" Y L mtmmt=m® =mT - Corresponding symmetry relations can also be derived
for the other terms in ([£8). Therefore, we conclude that the order parameter equation for U =M"~™" is obtained from
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that of UM"™" by negating all indices M* and m" with unchanged factors. Thus, instead of explicitly calculating
nine order parameter equations, it is sufficient to restrict oneself determining the order parameter equations for U,
U0, U% and U''. The remaining five order parameter equations follow instantaneously from those by applying the
symmetry relations. With this the order parameter equations result in

UOO

Ull

Uflfl

U—IO

AUOO 4 61 (U00)3 _ 2B2U00U—10U10 _ 2B2U00U0—1U01 4 263U00U1—1U—11 4 263U00U—1—1U11

1R, U g1t 4 g,y oyl 4 g0ty oyt 4 g, U0ty 10
AU 4 BUOUOLT - go(UONRULL 4 BeUOIUO- LU 4 By (U%0)2U M

1 Bs(ULO2U1 4 By —10ytt 4 guliyt-ty 11 4 (U2t

AU 4 BUOp0-1y=10 4 g (U0~ 12U~ 4 U0 tUOL 1L 4 gy (U021
+B5(U™10)2y1—1 4 Geu—10pi0y—1-1 4 g y—1-ly—Uyl-1 4 gyu—1-1)2ylt,
AU 4 B UOUOIY0 4 B (U120 4 BeUO— LU U LY 4 By(U0)2U 1!

B (UO2U171 4 Uy =101 4 gty =11 4 gy (Ut)2U 1,

AU 4 B UL —10 1 B (U201 4 BeUOLUO— U1 By (U00)2U 1

185 (U™102U M 4 U0y oy—11 4 gy~ Ny—1-lptt 4 gy(U—1h) 22Ul

AU + BoUON (U202 4 By (U201 — 28,00 10y —10 — g, o0yt —10

_B U1 _ g Oty iyt — Uiyt -ly -1t — 28, U0ttty

AU 4 BoU0=L(U0)2 4 Bo(UO~1)2U0! — 23,001y ~10p10 _ g,y —1-1{10

B U101 _ g 011yt L gou0-ty -yl — 98, u0ty -ttt
AU 4 BU UV 4 Bo(U0)2U 10 — 25,U 00 0~ — g,y 0y LiyO-L

_B U -l _ gauoy iyt - Uiy -yt —og, Uyttt

AU 4 BU10(U%0)2 4 Bo(U~ 10210 — 28,y 10y0-101 _ g,y —1-1yoL
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With the abbreviations ¥ = v/72, v = f{ f{t and 4% = T f the respective coefficients in (@I read

A
B2
B2
Bs
Ba
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Be
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Ps

Bo

9., 4 2y+9*0-1 o 2y -1 S e i
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_ 9. A 27y 2y 421 I ke i
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9 4 2y+9*0 -1 2y 421 oI ke i

4077802y —a—(129—1)/2 402y —a— (192 —1)/2 ' 252y —a—~A22"

10" 1602y —a— (720 —1)/2 ' 1602y —a— (792 —1)/2 2002y — a — 422’



The first term proportional to 4 describes the influence of the order parameters themselves, while the other terms
stand for the contributions of the center manifold.

D. Real Variables

To investigate how the complex order parameter equations contribute to the one-to-one retinotopy, we transform
them to real variables according to

Up = UOO/\/§ , U1
us = (U171 —|— Uﬁll)/Q , Ug
ug = (UM +0UH/2 [ up = (UOY-U1/2 | usg

(UM +UH/2 | uy = (U —UITH)/2
,L'(Ulfl _ U*ll)/2 , Us = (U01 _ UO*l)/Q
iU+ U192,

Then the equations of evolution for the real variables u; read

Ug

Uy

g

U3

Uy

Uus

Ug

Uy

ug

= Aug + 281up + 2Bauo(uf + ul) + 2Boug(u? + ud) + 2Bzuo(u? + ui + ul +uj)

+\/§54(U1U5U7 + ususug + UsUgU7 + UsUGUT — UTUGUS — U3USUT — U4USUS — UIUGUS)

= Aui + V2 Bauo(usur — ugus) + Bs(uzul — uzug — 2ususue) — Bour (uz + ud) — Bour (u? + ud)

+2B3udur + Bs(uzus — uzug + 2uqurug) + Brug (ui +u3) + Bsuq (ui + u3),

—~

= Auz + V2 Byuo(usus + U6u7) + Bs(uzug — ugug + 2uzusug) — Bouz(uz + ug) — Beua(us + ug)
+2B3udug — Bs(ugus — ugui — 2uzurug) + Brua(us + uj) + Bua(ui + u3),

= Aus — V2 Byug(usur + u6u8) + Bs(uru? — ugud + 2ugusug) — Pous(uz + ul) — Bous(u? + ul)
+2B3uduz + Bs(uruz — uyui + 2ugurug) + Bruz(ui + u3) + Beus(ui +uj),

= Aug + V2 Baug
+2B3udus + Bs(ugug — ugu? + 2ururus) + Brua(ui + u3) + Psua(ui +uj),

= Aus + 2Boudus — Bous(uf + ul) + 2Bsus(uf + ud) + V2 Bauo(urur — uzur + ugus — uqus)
—Beus(u? +ui + ug +u?) — 265 (u1usug — ULU3US — Uplgls — UsUsUg) ,

= Aug + 232u(2)u6 — BgUG(ug + u%) + 263u6(u$ + ug) + \/§B4uo(u2w + ugur — ugug — u3Ug)
—Boug(ut + us + ui +ul) — 285 (urugus + uguzus + uaUsUs — UsUzUs) 5

= Auy + 2Boubur — Bour(u? + ul) + 2Bsur(uf + ud) + V2 Bauo(urus — uzus + uzue + uqug)
—Beur(ud 4+ ud + u3 + u?) — 285 (uougty — U UUT — UsUZUS — UTULUS) ,

= Aus + 2Boudus — Bous(u? + uf) + 2Bsus(u? + ug) — V2 Bauo(uiue + usue — uzus + ugus)

o) 2 2 2 2
—66u8(u1 + Uo + Ug + u4) — 265(”1”3”8 — UU3UT — ULU4UT — ’u,g’u,4’u8) .

—~

Note that the real order parameter equations [E3)—(EI) follow according to

_V({u,))
! Bul
from the potential
— Bi 4 20,2 2 20,2 2 2,2 2 2 2
V({u;}) D) Z uj — _Uo ﬁ2“0(u5 + ug) — Baug(uz + ug) — Baug(uy +us + uz + uy)

—\/—54U0(U1U5U7 + ususug + UsUglUy + UsUGUT — UTUGUS — U3USUT — U4USUS — USUGUS)

—B5(u — ud)(urus + uous) — Bs(us — ug)(uruz — usus) — 2Bsurus(uius + ususz)

_zﬁ5u5u6(u2u3_um)+1[56(u§+ug)+Bﬁ(u$+u§)](u§+ug+u§+u§) [327( +u3)(u3 + ui)
Byl + ) ) — 2 [ 4 a2 (03 )] + P +B‘°’( +u3)?.

Ugly — uzug) + ﬁ5(u2u§ — uzug — 2ujusug) — ﬁgU4(u§ + u%) — ﬁ_gu4(u% + u%)

(42)

(48)
(49)

(50)

(53)

Naturally, a complete analytical determination of all stationary states of the real order parameter equations (E3])—(EI)

is impossible. However, we are able to demonstrate that certain stationary states admit for retinotopic modes.



E. Special Case

To this end we consider the special case w1, us, us, ug, u7, us = 0. Then the equations E3J), EH), and ) for the
non-vanishing amplitudes ug, us, uq reduce to

’[1,0 = A’LLO + Qﬂlug + 2[33(11'% + ui)’MO )
w3 = Ausg+ 263u3u3 + ﬁg(u§ + Ui)% )

Uy = Aug+ 2B3udug + Bs(uz +ul)uy . (54)
Due to the relation
u3  Ug
S 55
= (55)

one obtains constant phase-shift angles, i.e. it holds ug o uy. Therefore, the system of three coupled differential
equations can be reduced to two variables. To this end we introduce the new variable

which leads to
o = Aug+ 2ﬁ1u8 + 253§2U0 ;

€ = A&+ 2B5uf€ + B’ (57)
The stationary solution, which corresponds to a coexistence of the two modes, is given by
A A
W= P=—— 58
0 2(B5 + Bs) ‘ B3 + Bs (58)

where we used the relation g = 31+ 33 following from [Il). Demanding real amplitudes ug, £ leads to the coexistence
condition

B3+ Bs <0. (59)

Furthermore, we require stability for this state. Therefore we consider the corresponding potential V(ug,§), which
can be read off from ([B3)) and (&H):

V(uo,€) = 5 (03 +€) — Pt — e — Der. (60)
Stable states correspond to a minimum of V', which leads to the conditions
203 —fPs >0, Ps—Ps>0. (61)
The inequalities (BY), (EIl) can be summarized according to
Ps <0, PBs<—Ps, 203> ps. (62)

If they are valid, both the ug- and the &-mode coexist. If we set uy = 0, without loss of generality, the solution reads
in complex variables according to (&f)

o_ | A -1 _ g1 _ | A
v ) Bt Bs] ve=u = \ Bs+Bs (63)

Thus, the unstable part ([2) is given by

U)o [V OYEE) - YO () - ¥ 6vEe)]. (61)

Using the Legendre addition theorem ([[dl) reduces ({4 to

U(t,7) = ,/—ﬁ Py(t-7) (65)

with P; (f-#) = ¢-#. Thus, the unstable part is minimal, if f and # are antiparallel, i.e. the distance of the corresponding
points on the unit sphere is maximum. Decreasing of the angle between ¢ and 7 leads to increasing values of U (¢, 7),
and the maximum occurs for parallel unit vectors. This justifies calling the mode (GH) retinotopic.
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IV. ONE-TO-ONE RETINOTOPY

Now we investigate whether the generalized Haussler equations ([l) describe the emergence of a perfect one-to-one
retinotopy between two spheres. To this end we follow the unpublished suggestions of Ref. [11] and treat systematically
the contribution of higher modes. Because the Legendre functions form a complete orthogonal system ([[l), (&) for
functions defined on the interval [—1,+1], their products can always be written as linear combinations of Legendre
functions. This motivates that the influence of higher modes upon the connection weights, which obey the generalized
Hiussler equations (), can be included by the ansatz

= 21+ 1)ZPi(0), (66)
=0

where the amplitudes Z; are time dependent.

A. Recursion Relations

Inserting (B0 into the generalized Haussler equations () and performing the integrals over the respective unit
spheres leads to

Y@+ 1)ZP(0) =a|l-> Q@+ 1)ZP(o)| + Y _(2+1)ZiPi(0) Y (2 + 1) Zufi fif[Pr(o) = Zv].  (67)
=0 =0 =0 U'=0

The products of Legendre functions occuring in () can be reduced to linear combinations of single Legendre functions
according to the standard decomposition [9, 8.915]

l

P(o)Py (o ZAI v P —ok(o), 1< (68)
k=0
with the coefficients
0 +21 -4k + 1) ap_ _ 2k — 1!
Au/)k:( + + 1) av—karai— akzg. (69)

(2l/+2l—2k+ 1) a4+’ —k k'

Thus, contributions to the polynomial P;(o) only occur iff the relation k = (I +1' — 1)/2 is fulfilled. Furthermore,
using the orthonormality relation ([[Il) yields the following recursion relation for the amplitudes Z;:

(o'} l
2L+ 1)Z = aldio— QU+ 1)Z] — 2L+ 1) Z(Z5 + 3£ 23 + Y QU+ 1)Zy | Y (2" + 1) Zi o £

=0 1"=0
1 v
X Z Al' A kak (l’-‘rl” l)/2 —|— Z ZN + 1 Zl//fl//fl// Z Al/ N k(sk ([l_;,_l// l)/2 . (70)
=l'+1 k=0

Note that Eq. @) cannot be solved analytically for arbitrary expansion coefficients fI', f of the cooperativity
functions. Therefore, we restrict ourselves from now on to a special case.

B. Special Cooperativity Functions

For simplicity we assume that the expansion of the cooperativity functions [I3]) breaks down after the first order:

- 1 P 1
er(t-#) = —[1+ Bf{Pi(t-T)],  cr(P-i)= y s 3fEPU(F 7). (71)
With this choice the recursion relation [l) for I = 0 reduces to

Zy=—(a+ 23 +3v23)(Zo — 1), (72)
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where we have used again the abbreviation v = f{ f{t. For [ # 0, by taking into account (), we obtain

IZi 1+ (+1)Z141

7 = — Z2 4+ 3y 2 + ZoZ, + 377
l (a4 Z5 +37vZ7) 21 + ZoZi + 3772y 1

(73)

The long-time behavior of the system corresponds to its stationary states. They are determined by Zy = 1 from ([2),
whereas ([[3) leads to a nonlinear recursion relation for the amplitudes Z; with I # 0. However, by introducing the
variable

2
_ a+3vZ1(u) (74)
37Z1(u)
this nonlinear recursion relation can be formally transformed into the linear one
I+ 1)Z1p1(uw) = QI+ DuZy(u) +1Z1-1(u), 1>1. (75)

Thus, solving the nonlinear recursion relation ([Z3]) amounts to solving the linear recursion relation ([A) for Z;(u) in
such a way that the self-consistency condition () is fulfilled.

C. Generating Function

To determine the amplitudes Z;(u) we calculate their generating function
E(z,u) = Z Zi(u)zt (76)
1=0

where we have the normalization
E0,u) =Zy(u)=1. (77)

Multiplying both sides of (ZH) with ! and summing over [ > 1 leads to an inhomogeneous nonlinear partial differential
equation of first order for the generating function:

OE(z,u)

(2% — 2ux + 1) o

=(u—2)E(z,u) + Z1(u) —u. (78)

At first, we consider the homogeneous equation corresponding to ([Z3):

E om I
(% — 2uz +1) 8h67$($u) = (u — 2)Ehom(z, u) . (79)
It is solved by the method of separating variables, yielding
K(u
Ehom(z,u) = (u) (80)

Va2 —2uz + 1’

where K (u) is an integration constant. Afterwards, we determine a particular solution of the inhomogeneous equation
@) by using the method of varying constants. Using the ansatz

K(x,u)
Epart (2, 1) = ———2 ) 81
b () = e T T (8D
leads to the differential equation
0K (x,u) _ Z1(u) —u (82)

Ox Va2 —2uz + 1’
which is solved by using [9, 2.261]:

_ [Z1(u) —u]In2v2? — 2ux + 1+ 2(x — u)]
K(z,u) = N . (83)
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Thus, the complete solution E(z,u) = Enom (2, u) + Epart (2, u) of Eq. ([§) reads as follows:

B, u) = K(u) + [Z1(u) — u] In[2v/2? — 2ux + 1 + 2(z — u)] (84)
= Va? —2uz +1 .

Furthermore, using the normalization condition ([7) fixes the integration constant to K (u) = 1—[Z7(u) —u] In(2—2u).
Thus, the generating function is finally given by

Iz — 2 1 _
|+ [Z1(u) —u I Y —2urt i u

— 1—u
E(z,u) = g e . (85)

D. Decomposition

We now determine the unknown amplitudes Z;(v). From the mathematical literature it is well-known that the
recursion relation (3 holds both for the Legendre functions of first kind P;(u) and second kind Q;(u), respectively
[9]. Thus, we expect that the generating function ([BH) can be represented as a linear combination of the generating
functions of the Legendre functions of both first and second kind, which are given by [d, 8.921] and [d, 8.791.2]:

- 1
Ep(z,u) = ZPI(U)xl = mv (86)
1=0
Vaz —2ux+1+u—x
In

Folr,u) = i@l(u)xl — u? 1 . (87)
= Va2 —2ux+1

Indeed, taking into account the explicit form of the Legendre function of second kind for [ = 0 [13]

1. u+1
=1
Qo(u) sl ——r, (88)
the generating function ([BH) decomposes according to
E(z,u) ={1+ [Z1(u) — u]Qo(u)}Ep(z,u) — [Z1(u) — u|Eg(z, u). (89)

Inserting (&), (8Q) and performing a comparison with ([ZO)) then yields the result

Zi(u) = {1+ [Z1(u) = u]Qo(w)} Pi(u) = [Z1(u) — u]Qi(u) . (90)
Thus, the amplitudes Z;(u) turn out to be linear combinations of Pj(u) and Q;(u). To fix the yet undetermined

amplitude Z;(u) in the expansion coefficients of (@), we have to take into account the boundary condition that the
sum in the ansatz (GO has to converge.

E. Boundary Condition

Because the Legendre functions P;(o) do not vanish with increasing [, we must require
llggo Zi(u) =0. (91)
The series of Legendre functions of first kind P;(u) with fixed v > 1 diverges for I — oo according to |9, 8.917]
Po(u) < Pi(u) < Po(u) < ...< Pplu)<..., u>1. (92)

The Legendre functions of second kind @Q;(u), however, converge to zero (see Figure B). Thus, performing the limit
I — oo in Eq. (@), we obtain

1+ [Z1(u) — u]Qo(u) = 0. (93)
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Pi(u) Qi(u)

1 u 1 ' U
FIG. 2: The Legendre functions of first and second kind P;(u) and Q;(u) for u > 1. We have P;(1) = 1, whereas Q,;(u) diverges

for v | 1. Important for the boundary condition of Z;(u) is the different behavior for increasing values of I: Pj(u) diverges
according to (@), whereas Q;(u) converges to zero.

From the explicit form [13] Q1 (u) = uQo(u) — 1 it follows that Z;(u) is fixed according to
Q1 (u)

Zi(u) = . 94
1) Qo(u) 54
With this we obtain that the result (@) finally reads
Qu(u)
Zl u) = N 95
(v) Qo(u) (55)
which is not valid only for [ # 0 but also for [ = 0 due to ([Z0).
F. Connection Weight
Inserting (@) into @) yields the following solution for the connection weight:
(21 +1)Qi(u) Py (o) . (96)
l:O
Using the identity [d, 8.791.1]
- 1
> @I+ 1)Qi(uw)Pi(o) = (97)
u—o
1=0
and (B8), we obtain for the connection weight
—1
2 u+1
= 1 . 98
wle) = 2 (w25 (98)
Note that integrating (@) over the unit sphere leads to
27 +1
/dcp /do w(o) =4, (99)
0 -1

i.e. the total connection weight coincides with the measure (Bl).
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2R

az < (g <

a) 1 u b) —1 0 +1
FIG. 3: a) Relation ([00) between the control parameter o and the variable u. b) The connection weight for different values

of the control parameter «. For decreasing values of a the connection weight around o = +1 is growing. In the limiting case
a — 0 the connection weight w(o) becomes Dirac’s delta function (D).

On the other hand we have to take into account that the self-consistency condition ([Zd) yields an explicit relation
between the variable v and the control parameter . Indeed, we infer from ([Zdl) and (@4 the following transcendental

relation between o and u
2 1\ ! 0!
L M 2 (I E —ul, (100)
ol 3 u—1 u—1

which is depicted in Figure Bh.

G. Limiting Cases

The limiting value of () for u — oo is determined with the help of the expansion [d, 1.513]

1+z =1
1 _9 2%k—1 2 1 101
R =2 e © <L, (101)
k=1
and reads
lim a=+. (102)
U—r 00

Thus, we conclude that the case u — 0o corresponds to the instability point a. = f{ f{¥, which was obtained from
the linear stability analysis in Section [l Correspondingly, using again (I}, we observe that the connection weight
[{@)) coincides in the limit © — oo with a uniform distribution:

liTm w(o) =1. (103)

atac
Another biological important special case is u | 1, where we obtain from ([II0)

lima=0. (104)
ull

Furthermore, considering the limit « | 1 in ([@8) for o # u, we obtain

—1
lim —— (L) —o. (105)
wll U — 0o u—1

On the other hand, integrating ([@8) for v | 1 over o yields

1 —1
lim [ —2 <m“+1> do=2. (106)

ull u—0o u—1
-1
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Therefore, we conclude that the connection weight (@) becomes in this limit Dirac’s delta function:

lim w(o) = 45(c — 1). (107)

Thus, decreasing the control parameter v means that the projection between two spheres becomes sharper and sharper
(see FigureBb). A perfect one-to-one retinotopy is achieved for a = 0 when the uniform and undifferentiated formation
of new synapses onto the tectum is completely terminated.

V. SUMMARY

In this series of three papers we have analyzed in detail the self-organized formation of retinotopic projections
between manifolds of different geometries. Applying our generalized Hiussler equations [3] to Euclidean manifolds
[6], and to spheres in the present paper, led to remarkably analogous results. Both for one-dimensional strings and for
spheres we have furnished proof that our generalized Haussler equations describe, indeed, the emergence of a perfect
one-to-one retinotopy. Furthermore, we have shown in both cases that the underlying order parameter equations follow
from a potential dynamics and do not contain quadratic terms. However, in contrast to strings, spherical manifolds
represent a more adequate description for retina and tectum. Therefore, the present paper represents an essential
progress in the understanding of the ontogenetic development of neural connections between retina and tectum.
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