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1 Abstract

The synaptic connectivity of cortex is plastic, with experience shaping the ongoing interactions
between neurons. Theoretical studies of spike timing—dependent plasticity (STDP) have focused
on either just pairs of neurons or large-scale simulations where analytic insight is lacking. A
simple account for how fast spike time correlations affect both micro- and macroscopic network
structure remains lacking. We develop a low-dimensional mean field theory showing how STDP
gives rise to strongly coupled assemblies of neurons with shared stimulus preferences, with
the connectivity actively reinforced by spike train correlations during spontaneous dynamics.
Furthermore, the stimulus coding by cell assemblies is actively maintained by these internally
generated spiking correlations, suggesting a new role for noise correlations in neural coding.
Assembly formation has been often associated with firing rate-based plasticity schemes; our
theory provides an alternative and complementary framework, where temporal correlations and

STDP form and actively maintain learned structure in cortical networks.

2 Introduction

A cornerstone principle that bridges systems and cellular neuroscience is that the synaptic
wiring between neurons is sculpted by experience. The early origins of this idea are often attributed
to Donald Hebb [113], who famously postulated that groups of neurons that are repeatedly
coactivated will strengthen the synaptic wiring between one another. The interconnected
group, termed an assembly, has become an essential building block of many theories of neural
computation [4] and associative memory [5]. Despite the functional appeal of neuronal assemblies,

only recently has physiological evidence of assembly structure been collected.

In mouse primary visual cortex, new advances in recording techniques have shown that
pyramidal neurons with similar stimulus preferences connect more frequently, with more synapses
and with stronger postsynaptic potentials than neurons with dissimilar stimulus preferences [6-8].
Synaptically connected neurons tend to receive more common inputs than would be expected by

chance, suggesting a clustered architecture [9,(10]. While strong recurrent connectivity between



similarly tuned neurons is present even at eye opening, it is enhanced during development and
especially by visual experience [11,/12]. This suggests long-term synaptic plasticity as a key
mechanism for the assembly organization of cortical circuits. However, we have only a partial
understanding about how the mechanics of synaptic plasticity interacts with recurrent circuits to

support the training and maintenance of assembly structure.

Physiological investigation over the past two decades has uncovered spike timing—dependent
plasticity (STDP) mechanisms whereby the temporal correlations of pre- and postsynaptic spiking
activity drive learning [13]. Hebbian STDP reinforces temporally causal interactions between
neurons: the connections from presynaptic neurons that causally contribute to a postsynaptic
neuron’s firing are strengthened, while the other connections are weakened. Consequently,
many modeling studies show that Hebbian STDP promotes the development of feedforward
networks |14H16] with temporally precise [17] and tuned [18] responses giving rise to sequential
activity [19,/20]. Feedforward structures are quite distinct from the recurrent wiring within
neuronal assemblies and thus it is not obvious that STDP will support assembly formation.
Nevertheless, recent theoretical work has shown that networks of recurrently coupled spiking
neurons having STDP in excitatory connections effectively learn assembly structure [21-23] that

is stable in the face of ongoing spontaneous spiking activity post training [22}23].

The synaptic plasticity models [24-26] used in these studies |22}23] capture the known firing
rate dependence of the balance between potentiation and depression [27]. When spike time
correlations are neglected, these models admit reductions of STDP learning to more classic
rate-based plasticity schemes [24},28,29] so that when high (low) postsynaptic activity is paired
with high presynaptic activity, synaptic connections are potentiated (depressed) (Figure [J]A). In
these models, the assembly structure in recurrent networks forms via firing rate transitions that
toggle between strongly potentiation- and depression-dominated regimes (Figure ) While these
past studies [22}23] show that assembly formation can co-occur with STDP, in these networks

any fast spike time correlations between neurons contribute minimally to synaptic learning.

Spike trains in diverse cortical areas do exhibit covariable trial-by-trial fluctuations (noise
correlations). These noise correlations covary with neurons’ stimulus preferences (signal correla-
tions) [30-32] and synaptically connected neurons have higher noise correlations [6,7], suggesting
that assembly structure and noise correlations are related. Furthermore, excitatory-inhibitory
interactions within cortical circuits create nearly synchronous (~ 10 ms) joint temporal structure
between spike trains that overlaps with the fine timescale required for STDP learning [33-35]. In
complementary research, several in vivo studies show that the precise timing of pre- and postsy-
naptic spikes can be a crucial determinant of plasticity [36]. In particular, Kim et al. [37] have
recently shown that correlations on the order of tens of milliseconds control assembly formation

in vivo. Thus, while previous modeling studies did not require fast spike train correlations to
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Figure 1. Spike rate— versus spike timing—based neuronal assembly formation. (A). Schematic
illustrating how combinations of pre- and postsynaptic activity combine to drive synaptic potentiation and
depression in models of STDP. The schematic is adapted from Litwin-Kumar & Doiron [22] where STDP rules
based on third-order spike interactions [24], or voltage- [29] or calcium-based [26] learning were studied. Pre- and
postsynaptic correlations are neglected. The STDP curves on the right indicate the degree of potentiation and
depression as pre- and postsynaptic activity ranges. (B) Example three neuron group with two neurons having
co-fluctuating firing rates (bottom, red—red) and the other neuron having anti-correlated firing rate fluctuations
(bottom, green-red). This dynamic potentiates synaptic coupling between correlated neurons while depressing
synaptic coupling between anti-correlated neurons (right graph). (C) Same as B except firing rates are fixed at a
value that balances rate-based potentiation and depression. Shared input correlations to two neurons can
potentiate strong recurrent synapses (bottom, red-red) and depress uncorrelated neurons (bottom, green-red).

train stable assembly structure [22,23], there is sufficient experimental evidence to suggest that

spike timing may nonetheless play an important role in assembly formation and stability.

Here, we show that spike time correlations can, in the absence of rate-based plasticity mecha-
nisms, form Hebbian assemblies in response to correlated external inputs to groups of neurons
(Figure [1IC). We extend past studies [16}[28,[38] and combine linear response theory for spike
train covariances in recurrent networks [39] with a slow-fast theory of STDP [40] to develop
low-dimensional theories describing the evolution of the network structure. Our analyses reveal
that training promotes strong connectivity and strong reciprocal connectivity within co-stimulated
groups. We further show that after training and in the absence of any external input correlations,
internally generated spike time correlations reinforce learned architectures during spontaneous
activity. Finally, this result motivates us to speculate on a new beneficial role of internally
generated noise correlations on stimulus coding: to maintain stimulus-specific assembly wiring
that supports enhanced response sensitivity. In total, our theory reveals a potential role for
precise spike time correlations in the formation of neuronal assemblies in response to correlated

external inputs, as well as their active maintenance during spontaneous activity.



3 Results

3.1 Plasticity of partially symmetric networks during spontaneous activity

We first present the basic network properties of our network (see Methods . One striking
feature of cortical networks is the overrepresentation of reciprocally connected pairs of excitatory
neurons, compared to a simple randomly wired (Erdés-Rényi) network [10,/41]. In order to
reflect this structure, we took the baseline excitatory-excitatory connectivity of our network,

WY ., to be composed of two parts: W%, = Wgym + Wgsym, where Wgym is a symmetric
0

asym

connection probability (1 — Q)py (without any symmetry constraint). Both had Erdés-Rényi

random binary matrix with connection probability Qpy and W a random binary matrix with
statistics. The parameter 2 thus determined the frequency of bidirectionally connected pairs of
excitatory neurons in WOE - We modeled networks of 1500 excitatory neurons and 300 inhibitory
neurons, both types following exponential integrate-and-fire dynamics [42]. The overall connection
probability between excitatory neurons was pp = 0.15, with 2 = 0.4. Excitatory-inhibitory,
inhibitory-excitatory and inhibitory-inhibitory connectivity were asymmetric (2 = 0), with

connection probability 0.4.

Before we proceed to the formation of assembly structure, we present the underlying synaptic
dynamics of both the excitatory-excitatory and inhibitory-excitatory connections in the network

in the absence of a training signal.

3.1.1 Excitatory plasticity and thresholds for synaptic weight dynamics

In this study we consider the evolution of the weighted connectivity Wgg (Figure 2A). In
order to focus on learning due to precise spike time correlations, we used a classical Hebbian
spike pair-based plasticity rule for the plasticity between excitatory neurons (eSTDP) [17,43,44]
(Figure ) The plasticity rule is phenomenological, and embodies the simple observation that
spike pairs induce changes in synaptic weights and the amplitude of these changes depends on
the time lag between the two spikes [13]. The coupling strength scaled with system size as
€ = (Npo)~! so that for large N the evolution of W g was slow compared to the fast timescales
of membrane dynamics and spike discharge (Figure ) The separation of timescales between
spike time and synaptic weight dynamics permitted an averaging theory for the joint dynamics

of WgE and the spike time covariance C(s) (see 38| for a full description).

We began with a simple characterization of the network excitatory-excitatory structure in
terms of two variables:
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These measure the mean weight of excitatory-excitatory synapses (p) and the mean weight of
reciprocal excitatory-excitatory synapses (q) above what would be expected in an unstructured
network. (Here, ¢ corresponds to ¢ in [38]). Note that with asymmetric connectivity, =0, ¢
becomes weak (O(N~3/2)) so that the network connectivity can be described (to leading order)
only by p. The structure we impose on the network by setting €2 # 0 enforces that the variables

p, q form, to leading order, an invariant set for the plasticity of synaptic motifs [3§].

We derived dynamics for these variables following the same steps as in [38] (see Methods, .
We first approximated the average spike train covariance from the contributions of length one
paths in the network and neglected the bounds on synaptic weights in the eSTDP rule, so that
this theory does not account for equilibrium states of the weights. The network structure p, ¢

then obeys:

dp

.= (r%S + cepo®Sy,) po + € [Skp + Sp (q + pop) + Scp® + SEv(Pr)?] (2)

dg _ 2

i (ryS + cero®Sy) qo + € | Spq + Sp (1 — po) (¢ + pop) + SC]qTZP + SI'Y}%Z(]O*E[)Z (3)

The first terms on the right-hand side of Eq. describe the contributions of chance spike
coincidences (T‘%S ), with rg being the network-averaged firing rate, and correlations induced by
external inputs (cgpo?S,). S is the integral of the eSTDP rule, while S, is the integral of the
eSTDP rule against the average susceptibility of two neurons to externally induced correlations
(Methods, . The latter terms describe the contribution of correlations induced by coupling
within the network, weighted by the eSTDP rule. The effect of correlations due to direct (forward)
connections is measured by Sp, and those due to reciprocal (backward) connections is measured
by Sp. The final terms arise from correlations due to common inputs from excitatory (S¢)
or inhibitory (S%) neurons. The parameter 7 is the ratio of the number of inhibitory neurons
to excitatory neurons (here v = 1/3) and we defer a treatment of the inhibitory to excitatory
connection strength p7; until the next section. Finally, o is the empirical frequency of reciprocal
synapses in the network above chance levels, analogous to ¢ but measured from the adjacency

matrix rather than the weight matrix.

We took there to be a balance between potentiation and depression, so that S ~ O(e) (star
in Figure [[|C), with that balance tilted slightly in favor of depression (so that S < 0). This
assumption, when combined with an absence of training (cprp = 0), leads to the synaptic
dynamics being governed by different sources of internally generated spiking covariability, each
interacting with the eSTDP rule L(s). Spiking covariations from direct connections mainly
contribute at positive time lags, interacting with the potentiation side of the eSTDP rule. This
is reflected in the average spike train covariance between monosynaptically connected neurons

(Figure , left). Reciprocal connections, in contrast, contribute spiking covariations at negative



time lags, interacting with the depression side of the eSTDP rule. This is reflected in the average
spike train covariance between reciprocally connected pairs, which includes the contributions
from both direct and reciprocal connections (Figure , middle). Finally, the contributions
from common inputs are temporally symmetric around zero time lag, interacting with both the
potentiation and depression windows. The average spike train covariance between all neurons
was asymmetric because of the higher frequency of monosynaptically connected over reciprocally

connected neurons (Figure [2F, right).

The competition between these sources of spiking covariability imposed thresholds for potenti-
ation and depression of the mean field variables p and ¢. This is best understood by examining
the p and ¢ nullclines (Figure 2D, blue lines). Briefly, a nullcline is the collection of (p, ¢) values
where (for example) dp/dt = 0; on either side of the nullcline the sign of dp/dt dictates the
evolution for p. The nullclines of Egs. and intersect at a single point in (p,q) space,
and for the Hebbian plasticity rule used (Figure ) that point was an unstable repeller, with
dynamics flowing away from the point (Figure , red arrows). In this case the nullclines then
acted as thresholds so that if either p or ¢ were initially stronger than its threshold it would
potentiate, and otherwise it would depress. It has been long known that additive Hebbian eSTDP
produces unstable synaptic dynamics for pairs of coupled neurons through a competition between
potentiation and depression [45,46]. Our theory has extended this idea to large populations of

neurons through mean field dynamics of p and gq.

Our theory not only gives a qualitative understanding of synaptic dynamics, it also provides a
good quantitative prediction of the plasticity within our large-scale integrate-and-fire network
(Figure , compare the solid theory curves to the shaded curves estimated from numerical
simulations). The threshold dynamics for p and ¢, and their dependence upon various aspects of
spike time correlations, will serve as an important component of assembly formation. Before
examining how external input correlations can train the network into different macroscopic

structures, we first must examine the role of inhibition and inhibitory plasticity in this network.

3.1.2 Inhibition and homeostatic inhibitory STDP maintain stable activity

In recurrent networks, excitatory plasticity can lead to the destabilization of asynchronous
activity [47] and the development of pathological synchrony [48]. Past modeling studies have
explored plasticity of inhibition as a stabilizing mechanism [49], preventing runaway activity
in networks with [22,23] and without [50] excitatory plasticity. Recent experiments in humans
using a combination of transcranial direct current stimulation and ultra-high field MRI has given
evidence for an association-dependent balancing of excitation and inhibition [51], where inhibitory
plasticity was a suggested mechanism. Indeed, plasticity of inhibitory-excitatory connectivity
maintains a balance between excitation and inhibition in layer 5 of mouse auditory cortex in

vitro [52]. We followed these studies and, to prevent runaway excitation due to potentiation of
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Figure 2. Network structure shapes synaptic plasticity. (A) Visualization of a random subset of the
excitatory-excitatory connectivity. (B) The eSTDP rule, L(s), is composed of exponential windows for depression
(-) and potentiation (+). Each is defined by its amplitude fi+ and timescale 7+. (C) Synaptic weights evolve on a
slow timescale. Individual synaptic weights are governed by the relative timing of spikes in the pre- and
postsynaptic neurons’ spike trains. (D) Dynamics of the mean synaptic weight (p) and the mean above-chance
strength of reciprocal synapses, q. There is a threshold for potentiation of each given by its nullcline (blue lines).
(E) Time course of p and ¢ in the case where both are depressing. Solid lines: theory, Egs. ,. Shaded lines:
simulation of the spiking network. (F) Average spike train covariance between monosynaptically connected pairs
(left), reciprocally connected pairs (right) and all pairs (right). Shaded lines: simulation. Solid lines: linear
response theory (first-order truncation, Eq. )



excitatory synapses, we modeled inhibitory — excitatory homeostatic spike timing—dependent
plasticity (iISTDP): pairs of near coincident pre- and postsynaptic spikes caused potentiation of
inhibitory-excitatory synapses, while individual presynaptic spikes caused depression [50] (Figure

). The strength of this depression was determined by the homeostatic target excitatory rate,

7r (Methods, [5.2).

We took the excitatory eSTDP rule to be balanced between potentiation and depression, but if
the excitatory firing rates were far from the target rate g, then the inhibitory plasticity became
unbalanced and its leading-order dynamics did not depend on internally generated spike time
correlations (Methods, [5.5)):

dper
dt

= (TI(TE—fE)SI+cE102ST;EI) ! (4)

Together with the dynamics of the firing rates rg, r7, these occurred on a faster timescale than
the balanced plasticity of excitatory connectivity. Examining the fixed points and stability of
(per,7TE,77) on this unbalanced timescale revealed that the inhibitory plasticity stabilizes the
firing rates so that rg — 7g ~ O(e) (Methods, . Indeed, in simulations we saw that as p
increased (decreased), pgr potentiated (depressed) and maintained rg = 7g + O(€) (e.g., Figure

3B).

The location of the homeostatic inhibitory weight, p},;, is given by solving the leading-order
dynamics of the unbalanced inhibitory plasticity for dpgr/dt = 0,drg/dt = 0,dry/dt = 0. Due to
the separation of timescales between the homeostatic iSTDP and the balanced eSTDP, we could
predict the location of the homeostatic inhibitory weight p},; through a quasi-static approximation
of p (Methods, . We tracked the location of the homeostatic inhibitory weight p},; as a
function of p. As expected, strong recurrent excitation required stronger inhibitory-excitatory
feedback to enforce rg = 75+ O(e) (Figure ) In order to investigate the conditions under which
inhibition was able to maintain stable activity at that homeostatic fixed point, we compared the
cases of plastic and nonplastic inhibition. With nonplastic inhibition, firing rates increased with
p. If the excitatory feedback p became strong enough, the stationary firing rates lost stability
(Figure ) This instability was reflected in the development of hypersynchronous spiking
(Figure ), in contrast to the weakly correlated spiking activity in the network with plastic
inhibition. In total, in order to study the robust potentiation of recurrent excitation, we required
a counterbalancing potentiation of inhibitory onto excitatory neurons so as to homeostatically

maintain a weakly correlated yet strongly connected excitatory network.

3.2 Stimulus-induced correlations drive assembly formation

The thresholds for potentiation and depression in both p and ¢ suggested a mechanism for the

formation of assembly structure through spike timing. Namely, if we define p and ¢ variables
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Figure 3. Homeostatic inhibitory plasticity dynamically stabilizes firing rates. (A) STDP rule for
inhibitory-excitatory synapses. (B) Top: Coevolution of mean excitatory-excitatory weight p (black) and mean
inhibitory-excitatory pgr (red). Bottom: Firing rates during plasticity. (C) The fixed point for pgr as a function
of the mean excitatory strength p. Open circle marks the inhibitory weight used for the nonplastic inhibition in
later panels. (D) Firing rates as a function of excitatory weight in the cases of plastic and nonplastic inhibition.
We predicted the location of that stability boundary by numerically computing the eigenvalues of the
Fokker-Planck equation associated with the single-neuron voltage distribution and examining how activity is
recurrently filtered through the network |53]. (E) Raster plots of the network activity. In both bases the excitatory
weight is at the value marked by the circle in panel D. For the right raster, pgr is at its homeostatic fixed point.

for within- and cross-assembly connectivity, each should obey similar dynamics to Egs. ,
. In particular, each should have a threshold for potentiation. Furthermore, these thresholds
should depend on the spatial correlation of the external inputs to within- or cross-cluster pairs

of neurons.

We began by studying the simpler case of networks with asymmetric baseline connectivity
(2 = 0) so that ¢ could be neglected. We divided the excitatory neurons into M putative
assemblies of x neurons each, based on their assigned stimulus preferences. Each assembly
contained neurons that received spatially correlated inputs due to an external stimulus (Figure

[MA). For ease of calculation, we assumed that the assemblies were symmetric so that the
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connectivity within and between assemblies was characterized by:

€EPAA = Z Wzy
o= s YW,
E zGAggZA

where pa4 is the mean strength of connections within an assembly, and p4p is the mean strength
of all cross-assembly connections. The correlation of the external inputs to neurons with the same
(different) input preferences was caa (cap). The inhibitory-excitatory, excitatory-inhibitory and
inhibitory-inhibitory connectivities remained unstructured and asymmetric. Following the same

steps as for p, we derived dynamical equations for the mean within- and cross-cluster connectivity

(Methods, [5.6)):

dpaa .
T (r5S + caa0®Sy) pote[Srpaa+Sppopaa+Sc (pia + (M — 1) plip)+SEv(pEr)?] (6)
d *
Z?B = (ryS + capo®Sy) po+e[Srpap+Sppopas+Sc (2paapas + (M — 2) pog) +SEv(PEr)?]

(7)
Due to our approximation of the spike train covariances (Eq. ), the dynamics of the mean
synaptic weight within and across assemblies are coupled to each other only through correlations

due to common inputs (the S¢ terms).

Numerical solution of Eqgs. @ and showed that training with c44 > 0 and cap = 0
(20 minutes) produced robust assembly formation (paa increased, Figure red lines) while
maintaining low cross-assembly coupling (p4p remained low, Figure red lines). Furthermore,
after training the assembly structure self-reinforced, with p44 continuing to increase even though
caa = 0 (Figure ,C outside the grey shaded area). These results are a main contribution of
our study and represent a spike timing—based mechanism for assembly formation (Figure ) as
an alternative to rate-based mechanisms (Figure [I]B). We next used the low dimensionality of

Eqgs. @ and to analyze the dynamical mechanisms by which assembly formation occurred.

Similar to the network without assembly structure, the nullclines of paa and pap predicted
their thresholds for potentiation. In order to numerically compute (for example) the p44 nullcline,
we found for each pa4 the pap that, in combination with the induced inhibitory weight p7;,
yielded dps4/dt = 0. Assuming that the eSTDP rule is temporally symmetric (7— ~ 74 + O(e))
so that S¢ and Sé both vanish permits an explicit calculation of the nullclines (Methods, :

(F5S + ca0®Sy) Po
€(Sr +poSg)

(8)

Do =—
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Figure 4. Training and spontaneous reinforcement of assembly structure. (A) Spike train raster of
the network activity. Excitatory neurons are ordered by assembly membership (numbers on the ordinate axis).
(B,C) Dynamics of the mean strength of within-assembly synapses (B) and of cross-assembly synapses (C). The
red lines are from our theory in Egs. @ and @ The black lines are computed from trial averaging the outputs
spiking simulations. The grey boxes mark the stimulus duration. (D-F) Phase planes governing the mean
synaptic weights before the training signal (D), during the training period (E) and after training (F). The
numbers in D are referred to in the main text. The blue curves are nullclines computed from Egs. @, @ and @
(G-I) Visualization of a subset of the excitatory-excitatory connectivity. Nodes positioned by the

Fruchterman-Reingold force algorithm.
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for a € {AA, AB}. This then gives horizontal and vertical nullclines in (paa,pap) space,
effectively decoupling the psa and pap dynamics. While this assumption is quantitatively
inaccurate for our STDP rule (which has 7— = 27), it reveals the main effect of external input
correlations. Note that while the small parameter € appears in the denominator, both terms
of the numerator are also O(e) due to the balance between potentiation and depression in the
eSTDP rule (i.e 5,5, ~ O(e)).

Eq. shows that p}, is positive in the absence of external input correlations (¢, = 0). This is
because we took S < 0 and the network is not fully connected (py < 1), so that Sr + ppSp > 0.
In the absence of training, the fixed point (p% 4,p% z) was unstable and the nullcline structure
partitioned (paa, pap) space into four quadrants (Figure ): 1) a region where all structure
dissolved because ps4 and pap both depressed, 2) a region where assembly structure formed
since pa4 potentiated while pap depressed, 3) a region where a loop between assemblies formed
because pap potentiated while pg4 depressed, and finally 4) a region where assemblies fused
since paa and pap both potentiated. With ¢, > 0, the nullcline p}, was decreased by an amount
proportional to c,. In particular, cq4 > 0 reduced the threshold for potentiation of within-
assembly connectivity, while leaving the threshold for cross-assembly connectivity unaffected.
Thus, when an initial state was in region 1, training with cas > 0 and cap = 0 would result
in the dynamics shifting to region 2 so that assembly structure formed (Figure —F). Once
training was completed, if psa increased sufficiently, then the state post-training remained in
quadrant 2 and assembly structure continued to form, albeit at a slower rate. Thus an analysis
of the mean field theory of Egs. @ and gives a qualitative understanding of the dynamics of

assembly formation.

We tested these mean field theory predictions in simulations of the full system of spiking
neurons, divided into M = 3 assemblies. After 20 min of stimulation, we observed the formation
of strongly connected assemblies of neurons (Figure ,H). The connectivity between assemblies
was not potentiated; the assemblies did not fuse. We contrast this to the same network after 20
min of spontaneous activity: structure did not form spontaneously (Figure ) Furthermore, the
mean field theory of Eqs. @ and @ gave an excellent match to the pas and pap estimated
from the spiking network simulations (Figure ,C, black versus red curves). In total, our low-
dimensional mean field theory not only gives a qualitative understanding of assembly formation
through spike timing, but also gives a quantitatively accurate theory for the high-dimensional

spiking network simulations upon which the theory is based.

Finally, while the synaptic strengths paa and pap evolved on a slow timescale of minutes,
the STDP rule is sensitive to spike time correlations on a fast timescale of tens of milliseconds.
Internally generated spike time correlations depend upon the recurrent network structure, and

hence the covariance between neuron spike trains reflected the slow changes in pa4 and pap.
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Indeed, spiking covariability after training was much larger within assemblies than between
them (Figure ,B). Further, these differences were reinforced post-training, reflecting the
concomitant dynamics of paa and pap during this time. Thus, the malleability of internal
correlations provided a signature of assembly formation observable in the fast-timescale dynamics

of coordinated spiking activity.

A Within-assembly B Cross-assembly
T=0min T=20min T=120 min T=0min T=20min T=120 min
o x107 . x 107
n [2)
E3 £3 — With training
Q) C) No training
S 2 =2
o Q
(& (&
n [0}
o o
oo 50
-50 0 50-50 0 50 -50 0 50 -50 0 50 -50 0 50 -50 0 50
Time Lag (ms) Time Lag (ms)

Figure 5. Spike train covariability reflects and reinforces learned network structure. (A) Average
spike train cross-covariance between within-assembly pairs of neurons. (B) Average spike train cross-covariance
between cross-assembly pairs of neurons. Cross-covariances estimated by the truncated linear response theory, Eq.
. Solid: with training. Shaded: without training. Left: before training. Middle: end of stimulus presentation.
Right: after spontaneous activity following stimulus presentation (as in Figure [4)).

3.3 Reciprocal excitatory connectivity is preferentially promoted between

similarly tuned neurons

In the previous section we examined how spatial correlations in external signals can promote
the formation of neuronal assemblies. We discussed this only at the level of mean synaptic weights,
the simplest measure of connectivity between neuron pairs. Recent data have revealed another
striking feature of pair-based connectivity: pairs of neurons with similar stimulus preferences have
strong reciprocal connectivity [7]. Theories of STDP focusing on pairs of neurons suggest that
Hebbian STDP should suppress reciprocal connectivity [45,54] (but see [16]). Our previous work
has suggested that if reciprocal connectivity is sufficiently strong in a network on average, it can
be reinforced by Hebbian STDP [38]. We next examined whether plasticity driven by precisely
correlated spike times could contribute to the development of strong reciprocal connectivity in

neuronal assemblies.

To that end we considered networks with partially symmetric baseline connectivity (2 = 0.4).
This reciprocal structure is reflected in the weight matrix W. To measure it in a way that allows

us to take into account the development of stimulus-driven assemblies, we consider two metrics
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of the network structure in addition to p44 and pap:
1 0
€qaa= 5 > WYWji — poepaa
1,JEA

1 0
€QAB = m ; %WUW]@ — DOEPAB
i€A j

(9)

These measure the average strength of reciprocal connections either within (ga4) or between (gap)
assemblies, above what would be expected by chance. As before, we assume symmetry between
different assemblies. The inclusion of the mean reciprocal weights expands our description of the
network structure to four dimensions (paa,paB,qaa,qap). Furthermore, the dynamics of the
mean synaptic weights pa4 and papg, in addition to depending on each other, now depend on

qaAa,qap through the STDP-weighted covariances due to reciprocal connections (see Methods

5.9).
In order to obtain a simpler description, we considered the change of variables:

PA = PAA — PA
v (10)

A = qAA — 9AB-

These measure the relative strength of assembly structure in the network, at the levels of
mean connection strength (pa) and above-chance reciprocal connection strength (ga). In order
for a network to respect the structure observed in mouse V1 by Cossell et al. [7], it should
have pao > 0,qa > 0. The dynamics of (pa,ga) can be simply calculated from those of
(paA,PAB,GAA, qAB) and are (see Methods :

dpa

b cao®Sypo + € [Srpa + Sp(aa + popa) + Scpi] (11)

d
% = ca0?S,q0 + € | Sraa + Sp (1 — po) (ga + popa) + Sc%zpi (12)

where ca = c44 —cap. Notably, the dynamics of pa and ga decoupled from the overall strengths
of excitation and inhibition in the network, i.e., Eqgs. and do not explictly depend on
PAA,PAB, gaA and gap. Further, the contribution of chance spike coincidences, T%S , canceled
because neurons in each assembly have the same average firing rate. Satisfyingly, the mean field
theory of Eqs. ([11) and gave an accurate match to network simulations during training
(ca > 0) and spontaneous (ca = 0) regimes (Figure []A,B).

Similar to the case of asymmetric networks, these dynamics admit nullclines that represent
thresholds for potentiation/depression (Figure @C, blue curves). The origin (pao = 0,ga = 0) is
unstable and the nullclines divide the phase plane into four regions, containing each potential

combination of potentiation and depression of (pa,ga). We take the synaptic weights to be
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Figure 6. Reciprocal connectivity is preferentially promoted within assemblies. We consider
networks with partially symmetric baseline connectivity. (A) Raster of network activity during pre-training,
training and post-training phases. Excitatory neurons ordered by assembly membership (labeled on ordinate axis).
(B) Time course of the relative strength of within-assembly synapses, pa (black), and within-assembly reciprocal
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initially unstructured, so that before training pa ~ ga ~ 0 (Figure @C, left). If external input
correlations are higher for within-assembly pairs than cross-assembly pairs (ca > 0), the unstable
point at (0,0) is shifted to negative (pa,qa) (Figure Ep, middle). This pushed the unstable

synaptic dynamics towards having assemblies of strongly reciprocally connected neurons (Figure

[6C, right).

This shift in network structure was reflected by the magnitude of spike train covariances within
and between assemblies. Indeed, the training of assembly structure into the network led to a
doubling of spike train covariability for within-assembly neurons compared to cross-assembly
neurons (Figure @D) Due to the higher levels of reciprocal connectivity, the average spike
train covariances at negative time lags were larger than for the network with 2 = 0 (compare
Figure @D vs Figure . As was the case for asymmetric networks, these results suggest that
spontaneously generated spike train correlations, in addition to providing a signature of learned

network structure, can actively reinforce it.

3.4 Trained noise covariance maintains coding performance

We finally asked how the spontaneous reinforcement of learned network structures, and the
associated internally generated spike train covariability, affected the ability of cell assemblies to
encode their preferred inputs. We took the partially symmetric network (Figure @ and allowed
the external input to excitatory neurons in an assembly to depend on a stimulus 6: pg = plext + -
For simplicity, we took each stimulus to target exactly one assembly and considered only the
coding by a single assembly (labeled A; Figure )

We measured the linear Fisher information [55] of an assembly’s net activity na = >, 4 n

about the stimulus 6: )
dnA —1

where n', is the spike count (over 7' = 100 ms) from neuron i of assembly A, and Ca4 is the
variance of n4. dnya/df is the mean stimulus-response gain of the spike count of neurons in
assembly A, so that ng = kTr4 where r4 is the mean firing rate of a neuron in assembly A.
Fisher information is a lower bound on the variance of any estimate of 8 from 74, and the
restriction to linear Fisher information gives a natural decomposition of FI4 into the response
gain in dr4/df and response noise C'44. Since r4 naively sums the assembly activity we have
that for large IV, the response variance Ca4 ox (Cov(n’y, ni‘)m, meaning that the mean pairwise

covariance between neurons in an assembly is the dominate contribution to the noise in n4’s

estimate of 6.

We compared stimulus coding in networks with and without trained network structure (Figure

top, black versus red curves). Since training increased spike train covariances for within-
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Figure 7. Spike train covariability reflects and reinforces learned network structure. (A) One
assembly received a stimulus, 6, which it encodes by that assembly’s total spike count in 7" = 100 ms. (B) Top:
Variance of the summed spike count of assembly A increased during and after training (black). Assembly A’s spike
count variance decreased without training (red). As a control, we reset spiking covariability after training to
pre-training values and froze them (blue). Bottom: The gain of stimulated neurons with respect to. 6 increased
during and after training (black). Without training, the stimulus-response gain decreased (red). With frozen
covariances, the gain decreased after training (blue). Grey box: training period. (C) The mean strength of
within-assembly connectivity. (D) Fisher information of the assembly’s spike count about 6.

assembly pairs (Figure @D) networks, then the variance of the assembly’s summed spike count
also increased with training and was reinforced after training (Figure 7B bottom, black curve). In
agreement, when the training signals were absent and assemblies did not form, then C'44 slowly
decreased over time (Figure bottom, red curve). One expectation from increased variability
is that training assembly structure would, in our simplified coding scenario, be deleterious to

stimulus coding (since FI4 CZ}‘).

To determine the net impact of training on F'I4, we first evaluated how training and covariability
affected response gain, to then be combined with C'44 to ultimately yield F'14. We calculated
the stimulus-response gain dn 4/df, taking into account direct stimulus-driven inputs and indirect
filtering of the stimulus through recurrence onto assembly A (see Methods . A consequence
of trained assembly structure was increased gain through the positive feedback inherent within
an assembly (Figure , black versus red curves). The increased gain outweighed the increased

variability so that overall F'I4 grew with training and further increased through the assembly



18

reinforcement post-training (Figure mD, black versus red curves). In total, assembly formation

was overall beneficial to network coding despite requiring larger overall network variability.

As a final illustration of the beneficial role of noise correlations for stimulus coding, we
considered an artificial network where training occurred, yet immediately after training we reset
the spike train covariability to its pre-training value and forced it to remain at this value (Figure
, blue curves). For a period of time post-training the F'I4 from this network was larger than
that of the trained network without a reseted covariability, owing to the combination of a large
gain from training and low variability through the artificial reset (Figure [7D, blue versus black
curves). However, a consequence of low spike train covariability was a slow but clear degradation
of assembly structure so that response gain reduced over time. This eventually reduced F'Ix
so that the network with internally generated covariability showed higher FI4 for times > 400
minutes after training. Thus, while noise correlations can have a detrimental impact on stimulus
coding, the benefits of stimulus-specific recurrent structure and the role of spike train correlations
play in maintaining that structure are such that noise correlations were beneficial in our simplified

coding scenario.

4 Discussion

Theoretical work with eSTDP in cortical networks first established the role of timing in the
formation of feedforward structures [14-17,20]. More recently, eSTDP has been shown to promote
the spontaneous formation of structured circuit motifs [38] as well as support the stability of
attractor network structure [56]. However, the role of spike timing in the formation of trained
macroscopic assembly structure has been elusive. We derived a low-dimensional mean field theory
for the plasticity of neuronal assemblies in partially symmetric networks of integrate-and-fire
neurons with excitatory STDP and homeostatic inhibitory STDP. This revealed that internally
generated spike train correlations can provide a threshold for potentiation or depression of mean
synaptic weight and for mean reciprocal connectivity. Spatial correlations in external inputs
shifted these thresholds, promoting an assembly structure in the network. Furthermore, the
post-training structure of spike train correlations reflected the learned network structure and
actively reinforced the architecture. This promoted strong synaptic weights within assemblies

and strong reciprocal connectivity within assemblies.

4.1 Rate-based versus timing—based assembly formation

Since early seminal work [43,441|57] there has been intense research in the role of spike timing
in shaping synaptic strength [2}/13]. While much theoretical work focused on phenomenological
eSTDP plasticity rules (like the one used in our study) [40,45,54], there have also been advances
in biophysically based models of eSTDP [25}261[58,59]. These realistic models capture the known

firing rate-dependence of eSTDP [27], complicating the discussion surrounding the role of spike
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timing in synaptic learning. Indeed, past work in recurrently coupled networks of spiking neuron
models has shown that the rate-dependence of these models can be sufficient for forming and
maintaining neuronal assembly structure [22,23]. Our study gives an alternative framework,

where it is the fine-timescale correlations in spiking activity that drives assembly formation.

The mechanisms behind rate-based and timing—based assembly formation are distinct. In the
rate-based scenario, the training of assemblies is sequential—each stimulus is presented in the
absence of other stimuli so that neuron pairs within the same assembly can have coordinated high
firing rates to drive potentiation, while neuron pairs in different assemblies can have a high-low
firing rates that drive depression. By contrast, in the timing-based framework, assemblies can
be trained in parallel since within- and cross-assembly neuron pairs can simultaneously receive
correlated and uncorrelated external inputs. Further, while both frameworks show a spontaneous
reinforcement of assembly structure, the mechanics of reinforcement are quite different. In
rate-based assembly formation the learned network structure is a stable attractor in the space
of synaptic weights. Spontaneous reinforcement occurs if the network has not converged to
the attractor during training [22,23]. If the network structure is perturbed from the attractor,
then spontaneous activity will retrain the network [22]. In our timing-based formation, it is the
position of an unstable repeller that determines the growth or decay of structure. Spontaneous
reinforcement occurs when the synaptic state is such that the repeller pushes dynamics towards

more structured assembly wiring.

Unstable solutions in synaptic learning are a reflection of a competitive synaptic interaction
often associated with additive Hebbian STDP rules [45,46]. Past studies have used this instability
to drive feedforward structure [141|15/17,20], in effect harnessing the causality-rewarding nature
of the Hebbian rule. Our work shows that this competitive synaptic dynamic can also be used to
drive assembly structure. At the surface this seems counterintuitive since assembly dynamics
are thought of as cooperative (within the assembly). In our model this is misleading and the
competition between different subcomponents of spike train covariability (forwards, backwards
and common synaptic wiring) supports robust assembly wiring. A recent study that uses a similar
theoretical framework to ours has also shown how balanced STDP (S ~ O(e)) can support the
spontaneous emergence of assembly structure in small networks [16]. However, the STDP rule of
that study was acausal, with near coincident spikes strengthening both forward and backward
connections. In that study the dynamics of assembly formation did not rely on competitive
synaptic interactions and there is no relationship to external stimuli; it is thus quite distinct

from that exposed in our study.

While the mechanisms underlying rate- and timing-based assembly formation via eSTDP are
distinct, that is not to say that they are mutually exclusive. Synaptic plasticity clearly has rate-

and timing-based components and both can actively reinforce assembly structure, suggesting that
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the mechanisms may be cooperative. Future work should investigate their interactions during

learning.

4.2 Inhibitory plasticity and inhibitory stabilization

Inhibitory feedback plays two main roles in this study. The first is to modulate excitatory
plasticity by contributing to spike train covariability amongst excitatory neurons. The strength
of this contribution is governed by the strength of the inhibitory feedback, which is in turn
governed by inhibition’s second role: homeostatic control of firing rates. Inhibition’s role in
stabilizing network activity in the face of strong recurrent excitation has been the focus of much
recent work in theoretical neuroscience. Notably, strong inhibitory feedback provides dynamical
explanations for the generation of variable and asynchronous activity [60-63] and can also account
for paradoxical responses to external inhibitory inputs [64] and diverse features of tuning in

visual cortex [65].

In the absence of inhibition, potentiation of excitatory synapses in our networks led to runaway
excitation, meaning that in the presence of inhibition the network existed in an inhibitory-
stabilized regime (Figure [3)). In contrast to other recent studies [22,[23], inhibitory STDP alone
was sufficient to stabilize the network activity in our work without imposing synaptic scaling or
other compensatory mechanisms. This was due to the relationship between the timescales of
excitatory and inhibitory plasticity. We take the excitatory plasticity to be balanced between
potentiation and depression. This sets the dynamics of the mean excitatory weight p to occur on
an O(e~!) timescale set by the eSTDP rule and the magnitude of spike train correlations. When
the firing rates are maintained at their stable fixed points, the inhibitory STDP is similarly
governed by a timescale set by the iSTDP rule and the magnitude of spike train correlations.
If the firing rates are outside an O(e) neigborhood around their fixed point, this causes the
iSTDP rule to become unbalanced, so that it is governed by an O(1) timescale (Methods, [5.5).
This feature—that the inhibitory STDP can become unbalanced in order to maintain stable
activity—guarantees that it can dynamically stabilize the network activity in the face of the

balanced excitatory plasticity.

The question of how neurons can undergo associative, Hebbian learning while maintaining
stable activity has long been studied [66}/67]. While homeostasis is often thought of as a slower
process than learning, recent work has highlighted the necessity of homeostatic mechanisms
operating on a comparable timescale to excitatory plasticity [68]. Homeostatic regulation acting
alone, however, can paradoxically destabilize network activity, inducing oscillations in neurons’
firing rates [69]. Homeostatic regulation mediated by diffusive transmitters like nitrous oxide
can have different effects than that mediated by synaptic mechanisms [70]. The study of how
homeostatic regulation and mechanisms for associative learning interact to allow stable memories

and stable activity remains an exciting area of open inquiry.
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4.3 Correlated spontaneous activity can maintain coding performance

Many theoretical studies have asked how the joint trial-to-trial fluctuations in population
response (noise correlations) impact population coding |71-73]. The answer to this question
depends on many factors. In particular, the impact of noise correlations on coding depends on
how they relate to neurons’ stimulus preferences [74-81]. In our study we explore a novel and

complementary viewpoint on the impact of noise correlations on population coding.

Noise correlations are often related to neurons’ stimulus tuning [31,82-85]—neuron pairs with
similar tuning show larger noise correlations than pairs with dissimilar tuning. The mechanisms
behind noise correlations are varied [86], and both feedforward [87] and recurrent [63] circuits
can contribute to linking stimulus and noise correlations. Further, in the absence of sensory
stimulation, patterns of activity across cortical populations are often similar to those observed
during sensory stimulation [88H94]. Thus, the circuits that support correlated variability in
spontaneous states likely overlap with the circuits responsible for noise correlations in evoked
states. In other words, noise correlations may simply be a reflection of circuit dynamics that

occur during periods when stimulus coding is not being performed.

Spontaneous activity is usually viewed as a problem for plasticity: learned weight changes
must be stable in the face of spontaneous activity. Some previous studies have addressed this
issue by endowing individual synapses with dynamical bistability between weak and strong
weights [23]26,/95,96]. By contrast, in our study the trained network architecture produced
sizable within-assembly spontaneous correlations that combined with the STDP rule to reinforce
assembly structure. Thus, spontaneous activity did not dissolve learned architecture but rather
preserved trained wiring. If the assembly wiring was originally due to a shared stimulus input,
then the spontaneous correlations needed to retain structure will be a source of noise correlations

when the stimulus is to be coded.

Our simplified stimulus coding scenario was such that within-assembly noise correlations
degraded the neural code. However, the strong positive feedback from within-assembly recurrence
enhanced the response gain, which improved coding. Many studies of population coding separate
response gain and response variability and for the purposes of analysis they are conceived
as independent from one another [74,/75,/77]. While these studies have given insight into
population coding, relating noise correlations and response gain to one another complicates
analysis significantly [76,80,81,97]. Our study expands on this general idea so that noise
correlations are a reflection of the active maintenance of assembly structure and the high response
gain it confers to a neuronal population. This finding does not critically depend on the fast-
timescale coordinated spiking activity required for STDP, and stability of assembly structure

through long-timescale firing rate correlations should have a similar effect [22}56].
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5 Methods

5.1 Network model

We consider a network of NV neurons, Ng of which are excitatory and divided into M clusters
of size k. There are Ny = vk inhibitory neurons. Model parameters are in Table We
take the excitatory-excitatory block of the adjacency matrix WO to be partially symmetric:
Wi = (po — Posym) Wi + Posym W where Wi has (directed, i.e. non-symmetric) Erd8s-
Rényi statistics and Wgym is symmetric with Erdés-Rényi statistics (i.e., as in an undirected
graph). Additionally we exclude autapses (W% =0Vi € 1,...,N).

This means that the excitatory-excitatory connectivity is characterized by its empirical con-

nection density pg and the frequency of loops ¢q

1 e
w=z > Wy
Bij=1 (14)

L

0 70 2

do = N2 Z Wijwji — Do
Bij=1

Table 1. Model parameters

Parameter Description Value
C Membrane capacitance 1 puF /cm?
gL Leak conductance 0.1mS/cm?
Vi, Leak reversal potential -72 mV
A Action potential steepness 1.4 mV
\%s Action potential initiation threshold -48 mV
Vin Action potential threshold 30 mV
Ve Action potential reset -72 mV
Tref Action potential width 2 ms
1 External input mean 1 pA/cm?
o External input standard deviation 9 mV
Wmax,E Maximum synaptic weight 15¢ uA/ cm?
Jymax,t Maximum synaptic weight —7.5¢ nA/ cm?
J(t) Synaptic filter (EPSC shape) exp —(t/7s)
TsE Excitatory synaptic time constant 2 ms
Tel Inhibitory time constant 10 ms

We assume that the statistics of the adjacency matrix for within- and between-assembly

connectivity are the same (and equal to pg and gp). The synaptic weight matrix, W, is initially
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generated from WY by giving each synapse the same initial weight. We consider the mean
strength of E-E synapses within one cluster A and from other clusters into cluster A, pa4 and
pap respectively:

1
PAA= 5 Z Wi
,JGA

€PAB = NE — Z Z Wzg

ZEA JjZA

(15)

I scales the synaptic weights. We take the mean strength of

The small parameter € = (kpg)~
connections within each cluster to be symmetric and the strength of connections into any one
cluster from outside to be the same as into the others (so for all clusters A and B, paa = pBp
and pap = ppa). Similarly, we measure the strength of reciprocal connections within a cluster,

gAA, or between clusters, g4p:
1 0
€qAA = ? Z Wi; W3 — epopaa

€4AB = Z > Wi WY — epopas
NE T A jgA

(16)

By subtracting off pgpa4 in the definition of g44 (and likewise for g4p), we measure the mean
strength of reciprocal connections above what would be expected in a network with no correlations
between synapses. Note: if the network is asymmetric (Wg,,, = 0) then go is negligible (O(e73/?))

and so are the initial values of g44 and gap.

We take the connectivity in between inhibitory and excitatory neurons, and within inhibitory
neurons, to have (asymmetric) Erdés-Rényi statistics, so that these are characterized by their

mean synaptic weights: pgy for inhibitory — excitatory connections,

€EPET = 17 (17)

i=1 j=Ngp+1
and likewise p;g and py;y.
Finally, individual neurons had exponential integrate-and-fire (EIF) dynamics [42], part of a

class of models well-known to capture the spike initiation dynamics of cortical neurons [98}99].

Neurons’ membrane voltages obeyed:

N
Cdd‘f =90 (Vo — Vi) + gLl exp (VZ_AVT> +1i(t) + ;Wz‘j () *y;())- (18)

with model parameters in Table
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5.2 Plasticity models

Synapses between excitatory neurons undergo additive Hebbian STDP:

_Isl
H(Wmax _ W, . ™+, ifs>0
L(s)= 41 iMse T, fs (19

H(WU) (—f_) eii, if s <0,
where s = tpo5t — tpre is the time lag between spikes. f4 give the amplitude of individual changes
in synaptic weights due to potentiation (f;) or depression (f_), and the time constants 74
determine how synchronous spike pairs must be to cause plasticity. When fi < W™#* g0 that
the timescale of plasticity is much longer than that of the STDP rule, individual weights undergo

diffusion [40] and their drift can be calculated as:

—00

Here, r; is the time-averaged firing rate of neuron ¢ and C;;(s) is the spike train cross-covariance
function of neurons ¢ and j. We will assume that the integral of L(s) is small enough (O(e)) so

that firing rates do not dominate the plasticity.

The inhibitory STDP rule is

K]

eLi(s) = H(Wyj — Wmasl) fre™ (21)

In addition to this pair-based rule, each presynaptic (inhibitory) spike drives depression of the
inhibitory synapses by H(—W;;)d; = —2f;rg7. This gives inhibitory — excitatory synapses a

drift of
AW
dt

= W?j ( /00 eLj(s) (nrj + Cij(s))ds — 2f[TIFE7“j). (22)

5.3 Derivation of assembly dynamics

Here we will derive the dynamics of the assembly structure in networks of integrate-and-fire
neurons undergoing STDP. We will begin by considering the dynamics of mean synaptic weights
and mean reciprocal synaptic weights both within and between assemblies. The dynamics of
(p,q) and (pa,ga) considered in the main text will then be recovered at the end. The derivation
follows the same steps as the derivation of the motif dynamics in [38]. We begin by expanding

the covariance matrix C in path lengths through the network [39,|{100] and truncating at first
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order in the interactions to obtain:

autocovariance external inputs forwards connections backwards connections

—
Cij(s) ~ 05;Ch(s) + (A CTxAy) (s)+ (Winm- #C) (3) + (Chx WK ) ()

z (23)
+y ( i Kir * C + WK ) Z (Wsz,k * Cly x WK, ) (s).
_ k=Ng+1

common E inputs common I inputs

As can be seen from Egs. and (22)), these cross-covariances will control plasticity through
their integral against the STDP rule. We define variables measuring these STDP-weighted
covariances (factoring out their amplitude, given by the W;; factors in Eq. ):

s=/ .

5, :/_ L(s) (Ap(t) = Ap(~t)) ds

Sp = /00 L(s) (Kgg(t) x Ch(s)) ds
poo (24)
Sp = /_ L(s) (COE(S) * Kpp(—t)) ds
Sc = /_OO L(s) (Kgg(t) « C%(s) * Kpp(—t)) ds
St = /Oo L(s) (Kgr(t) = CP(s) « Kpr(—t)) ds

and

SPl = /_OO Li(s)(Ap(t)  Ar(—t))ds
SP1 = [ Lilo) (eat) + CO(s)ds
S5 = [ L) (ChGs) » Kus(—1)ds
SEIE — / Z Li(s)(Kgp(t) * Cg(s) x Kip(—t))ds

SEI /_Oo Ll(s)(KE[(t)*C?(s)*KH(—t))ds.

In each of these definitions, A, (t) corresponds to the mean linear response function of neurons
of type a, o € {E,I}. K,p5(t) is the convolution of A, (t) and the synaptic filter for synapses
from (8 neurons to « neurons (o, 5 € {F,I}). We also define rg and ry, the average excitatory

and inhibitory firing rates. Note that each of these are implicitly functions of the mean synaptic
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drive onto excitatory and inhibitory neurons. Note that for the iSTDP rule, each presynaptic

spike causes depression by —S!7.

We want the dynamics of the connectivity variables paa,pan,qaa,qan, so we differentiate
these with respect to time. Then, inserting Eq. into Eq. and this into dpaa/dt yields:

dpaa _ (TQES+CAAU2S Z W +SF Z W ij +SB% Z W%W

dt i,jEA i,jEA i,jcA
sk S S W L Y S whwaw,
ijEA k=1 ijeAk=Ng+1
and similar for pap:
d
G = (RS eano®$) s ST W e ST Y W W
B zeA jgA zeA jdA
+Sp—~—— N 22 2 WiWiit S — s ZZZW WaWie (1)
E zeAggA zeAggAk 1

+SC ZZ Z WOW 3 W .

ZEA JE€Ak=Ng+1

The mean bidirectional connection strengths similarly evolve according to:

daaa _ (125 + c4a0”S,) — Z WO WY, +5F R +SB 3 WhW, WY,

dt i,jJEA i,jEA i,JEA
1 e, 1 N dpaa
+Sc— S WIWLW WY + Sé? S WIWEW WY, - po o
i,jEA k=1 i,jEAk=Ng+1
(28)

dqap 2 0 \a70 0 0

= (rES +capa®Sy) ————— NE_ ZZW WY, +SF N o ZZW Wi, WY,
zeA JEA zeA JEA
L ZZWOW WY, +Sc ZZZW Wi W WY,
ZEA JjZA ZEA jEA k=1

dpap

0

+ S NE— E > E W2 Wi W, W, — po—-= T
zGAjéAk Ng+1

(29)
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The mean inhibitory-to-excitatory synaptic weight obeys:

N, N
dpE[ _ 1 ZE Z dWij
dt NgNy il dt
1 s

N
~ NghN; > X W?j(/ eLr(s)(rirj + Cij(s))ds — 2f17ﬁEr1>.

[ee]
i=1 j=Npg+1 o

Inserting the first-order truncation of spike train covariances yields:

i L.
EI _
BEL (1101 )+ emao®SF) e S0 D0 W
BT N1
1 NE N 1 NE N
3 S whw s LS S W,
ENT i N+ BT 5T =N+t

, M N N 1 Mg N N
SE R e 2 L WOWaWu s SEIE S 3 ) WEWAW,.
ELNT i=1 j=Ng+1 k=1 B i=1 j=Ngp+1k=Ng+1
(30)

The next step in writing down dynamics for each of the p and ¢ variables of interest is to

evaluate the sums over W and W' in Egs. 7. Recalling that the adjacency matrix

is Erd6s-Rényi except for the partial symmetry of the excitatory-excitatory block, this yields
(neglecting higher-order motif contributions):

dpaa
]Zit = (r}S + ca402S,)) po+Srepaa+Spe (qaa + popaa)+Sce’po (kpia + (NE — K) phg) +SEe NipopT;
(31)
d
]Z;;B = (rES + capo®Sy) po + Srepap + Spe(qap + popar) (32)
+ Sc€e’po (QHpAApAB + (Ng — 2k) piB) + SéeQNIpop%I
d
% = (r}S + ca4a02S,) g0 + Sreqaa + Spe(l — po)(gaa + popaa) (33)
+ Sceqo (kphia + (N — K)pag) + SE€Niqopky
d
Z@B = (7]295 + CABU2577) qo + Sreqap + Spe (1 — po) (qaB + PoPAB) (34)
+ Sceqo (QKpAApAB + (Ng — 2k) P,243) + SéquoNIpQEI
dppr _Nol 2GEI\ EI | QEI EI_ EI
o (TI(TE - TE)S + cgr0o Sn )Po + Sreppr + S epy  prE (35)

+ &g prp (kpaa + (Ng — k) pap) + SE oy Nippipir.
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Finally, we recall that ¢ = (kpg)~! and N; = vk, revealing that the dynamics above stop at

O(e):

d
Z?A = (rgS + ca40®S,)) po+e [Sppaa + Sp (gaa + popaa) + Sc (Pha + (M — 1) pig) + SEvpk]
(36)
d
]Z;;B = (r5S + capo®Sy) po + €[Srpan + Sp(qaB + popan) + Sc (2paapas + (M — 2) p’i5)
+ Sé%??;[]
(37)
d
Z?A = (158 + caa0”Sy) qo + €[Srqaa + Sp(1 — po)(qaa + popaa)
38)
1 (
+ Sc—qo (phaa + (M —1)pip) + Sélqu%I]
bo Po
d
z;A = (158 + caa0”Sy) qo + €[Srqaa + Sp(1 — po)(qaa + popaa)
39)
1 (
+ Sc—qo (pha + (M — D)pip) + Sél(JoP%l]
bo Po
dqap

P (r%S + capo®Sy) qo + €[Srqap + SB (1 — po) (448 + PopaB) (40)

1 Y
+ SCITOQO (2paapas + (M —2) pip) + Sé’pT)QOPQE]]

dper .
Tdt (r1(re —76)S" + cpr0® Sy 06" + €[S per + S5'pG pre

EIEpEI EHpEI
+ S¢ ;TPIE (paa+ (M —1)pap) + Sc ;T’VPEIPH]-
(41)

5.4 Firing rate dynamics

Here we have written the dynamics in terms of the average firing rates rg,r; and STDP-
weighted spiking covariances as if those were parameters. As the mean excitatory and inhibitory
weights change, so will neurons’ firing rates. We now supplement the dynamics of the connectivity
by examining the evolution of the population-averaged firing rates r, with o € {F,I}. The

quasi-stationary firing rates obey:

ra(t) = fa(,ua(t)7 02) (42)
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where f, is the rate-current function of an EIF neuron belonging to population « and

WE = fext,E + ENEPTETE + eNIPEITITT
= pext,E + € (kpaa + (Ng — K)paB) TETE + €NIPEITITT
1 Y
= — M -1 TET —PEITIT
Hext,E + P (paa+( )PAB) TETE + pOpEI Irr (43)
W1 = plext,1 + ENEPIETETE + eNpriTry
M Y
= Mext,] + —PIETETE + —DIITIT]
Po Po
is the average external input to one of those neurons and we assume that a sufficient combination
of low firing rates and weak/slow synapses keeps recurrent connectivity from contributing
significantly to the effective variance of inputs to a neuron. 7g and 77 are the integrals of

excitatory and inhibitory synaptic kernels (these are described by single exponentials, so the

integral is their decay time constant).

The dynamics of the quasi-stationary firing rates is then given by:

dr _ dfo dia

— , 44
dt  due dt (44)

. dfa
Recalling that 6{7

type «, we define

= [;7 Aa(t)dt, where A,(t) is the average linear response of neurons of

Mo

5% = /0 Ay ()t (45)

Assuming that fiext o is constant in time, we obtain:

dt dt dt dt po \ di

(46)
and since the excitatory — inhibitory and inhibitory — inhibitory weights are not plastic, r;

dr; o (M drg v dry
E_SA <p PIETE= + D PrTI dt>

47
B SApT)pIETE drg (47)
1-— plop]]T[ dt -

Inserting Eq. into Eq. then yields

tracks rg:

d d d,
drg B SA < ( L2V (M— 1) pCﬁB) 5+ VpTOI IZI?ITI)

dt SA T PIETE .
(1 — SF3E (paa+ (M —1)pap) — ST per <1A—p0m)>

dr T, dr d d ol i
—= = 5% (pfj <(pAA—|-(M—1)pAB) E+( PAA+(M_1) pAB>rE>+’YI< PEL, 4o

dt

i)
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5.5 Linear stability of firing rates

The iSTDP rule imposes a form of rate homeostasis on the dynamics, keeping rg within O(e)
of 7. Indeed, this was one major motivation for its theoretical proposal (Sprekeler & Vogels et al,
2011). We now check how this affects the dynamics of the weights. If there is a balance between
potentiation and depression in the eSTDP rule L(s) so that S ~ O(e), then the dynamics of
mean excitatory weights have an O(1/¢) timescale. There is a different condition for balance
between potentiation and depression of inhibitory — excitatory synapses. This balance occurs
when the excitatory rate is close to 7g, requiring (rg —7g) ~ O(€). If the eSTDP rule is balanced
but (rg —7g) ~ O(1) then the leading order dynamics of the firing rates and pg; become O(1)

and obey Eq. :

BT,
drg - SA% e
dt SLMp g " dt (49)
= SEZE G+ (O 1) pan) — S5 i (S
o)
X(;?;I)
dry SAPMOPIETE drg
E = 1-— X dt (50)
poPIITI
—
Y

with fixed points (p},;,7],7}) obeying:
0= (7“} (rfE - fE)SI + CEIUQSEI)
0=X(pg) - ri- (r? (T*E - fE)SI + CEIUQST;EI) (51)
0=Y - -X(pgy) 77" (rf(r% — FE)SI + CEIUQS,]]EI) .

In order for the first condition to hold (dpg;/dt = 0), the fixed point rates must lie on the
hyperbola given by

2QFEI
. cpro*S 1 _
b= <7“1> +7E- (52)

This also satisfies drg/dt = 0 and dry/dt = 0. If cgy = 0, this reduces to r}, = 7g.

We next examine the linear stability of this solution. The Jacobian for Egs. , f is:

0 T’[SngI (Y’E — fE)SIpoEI
rr (r[(rE —FE)SI+CE1025’,€I) pgl—a‘?él XT%S[ng 2Xp0EI(7“E —fE)SIr1+XCEIJQSfI
Yrr (1”1 (rE — 'FE)S[ + CE[O'ZSWEI) pgl—a‘z); YXT%SIp{)EI 2YXp0EI(7“E —75)STrr + YXCE]UQSnEl
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where M
()" (Faeere
5X A po k%pun (53>
Oppr ETE ExTr SApgP1ETE i
1 =S558 (paa+ (M — 1) pap) — SE Tl pEr A= Tprrr
The eigenvalues of the Jacobian, evaluated at py;, r; = rg, 77 with cgr = 0, are:
)\1 = )\2 = 07
A3 = 7 (r7)* SES ™ (54
’ 1— SEtE(aa+(M-1)pap)  YMpeipieSESiTET

Po p(2)_'7POPIITI

Below, we plot these eigenvalues (with cgr = 0) as a function of the total excitation paa + (M —
1)pap with cgr = 0 so that r}, = 7g. For each paa + (M — 1)pap, we use bisection to find
piy € [0, WL ] that minimizes |(rg — )| (for the particular cellular and network parameters
used). Fortunately, the inhibition is strong enough to achieve rg = 7g - it would be possible for

this not to be the case, for example with weak WZ .

5.6 Final dynamics of network structure: mind your p’s and q’s

The above analysis of unbalanced iISTDP reveals that there is a O(€) neighborhood around
Py TE,T7 which is attracting along those dimensions, so that rp = 7g + O(e),r; = 7} +
O(€),per = pyy + O(e). (If cpr # 0 then Ay # 0 and the dynamics could be different, a potential
subject for future study.) Inserting these yields the following equations, up to O(e) and for
balanced eSTDP (so S ~ O(e)):

d %
IZ{;A = (F5S + caa0®Sy) po+e [Sppaa + Sp (qaa + popaa) + Sc (Pha + (M — 1) pig) + SEA(0ir)?]
(55)
d
ZZ{;B = (F5S + capo®Sy) po + €[Srpan + Sp(qaB + popan) + Sc (2paapas + (M — 2) p’ip)
+ Sé’Y(PEI)z]
(56)
d
(ZZA = (F5S + caa0®Sy) qo + €[Srgaa + Sp(1 — po)(gaa + popaa)
57)
1 . (
+ Sc—qo (Pha + (M —1)php) + SélqO(PEz)z]
Po bo
d
qd?B = (FBS + capo®Sy) @ + €[Sraas + S (1 — po) (448 + popaB)

1 Yo
+ Scpfoqo (2paapas + (M —2) pip) + Sé}TOQO(pEI)Q}'
(58)
Note that the location of (g, 77, p};;) depends on the net excitation, paa + (M — 1)pap, and so

will evolve on the slow timescale of the balanced eSTDP. We compute the nullclines of these
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equations in asymmetric networks by bisection. For example, for each p44 we find the pap for

which the homeostatic p},; associated with (paa,pap) gives dpaa/dt = 0.

5.7 Temporally symmetric eSTDP

When the timescales of potentiation and depression in the excitatory STDP rule are similar,
T4+ ~ 7— + O(€), then the dynamics of the network structure simplify considerably. Since the
correlations from common inputs (both from excitatory and inhibitory neurons) are temporally

symmetric around 0 lag, this makes S¢, Sé, SgIE, Sg” ~ O(e). The dynamics then reduce to:

dpa

% = (T%S + CQUQSW) Po + € [SFPa + SB (¢a + PoPa)] (59)
d
% = (P55 + ca02Sy) @0 + €[Srga + SB(1 — Po) (o + Popa)] (60)

for o« = AA or AB.

5.8 Separable dynamics of assembly formation and segregation

The dynamics of the network structure simplify if we take a linear transformation of our p and

q variables:
_ Mpaa+ M(M —1)pap
p - M2
 Maga+ MM —1)qap
1= M2 (61)

PA = PAA — PAB

gqA = dAA — 4AB-
The first two, p, g, measure the total mean synaptic weight and the mean weight of reciprocal

connections overall in the network. The second two measure the formation of structure. The

dynamics of these transformed variables are:

d
dit) = (FES + ceEo®Sy) po + € [Srp + Si (¢ + pop) + ScMp* + Sty (pEr)?) (62)
0 (%5 + cup0®S,) a0+ ¢ | Sra+ Ss (1 - po) (a4 pop) + Se M2 + SE 2 (52| (63)
pral G EEC 5y) qo + € | Skq B Ppo) (g + pop o} pop C’Ypo PEr
d
gtA = ca0”Sypo + € [Srpa + Sp(ga + popa) + ScpA] (64)
d
% = cA0?Syqo + € [SFqA + S (1 = po) (ga + popa) + SCZEPQA] (65)

where cpp is defined, analogously to p, as the average correlation of external inputs and
cA = caa — cap. Here we see that the spontaneous dynamics of overall potentation/depression

(p, q) are separable from the dynamics of structure formation (pa,ga).
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The nullclines are given by solving each equation for the steady state, and are:

—e(Sp + poSp) £ 1/ (e(Sp + poS))? — 4eSc M ((F%S + curo®S,) po + (Snq* + Sky(phy)?))

= 2eScM
. (FES + cero?Sy) @ + € (53(1 — po)pop” + Sc ML (p*)? + Sc’YpO (PEr) )
e €(Sp + (1 —po)Sgp) (66)
. —€(SF + poSp) + \/62 (Sp +p053)2 — 4eS¢ (CAO'2S,7P() + GSBq*A)
Pa= 2eSc (67)
. CAJQanO +e€ <SB(1 — Po)PoPA + Scfig(pZ)z)
8= e (Sr+ Sp(1—po))
In the spontaneous case (cgp = ca = 0) and defining S = —de these simplify to:
. —(Sr+poSE) £ 1/((Sr + poSp))? — 4ScM (~%bpo + Spa* + Sk (wp)?)
= 25cM (68)
. ~T50q0 + Sp(1 = po)pop” + ScM L (p*)? + Sy (p)?
T Sr+ (1= p0)Ss
. —(Sp+poSp) £ \/(SF +poSp)> — 4Sc (Spai)
A = 250 (69)
e Sp(1 = po)popa + Sc L (Pa)’

Sr + (1 —po)SB

5.9 Fisher Information

We consider the linear Fisher information of an assembly’s activity about a stimulus 6:
dna\? . dra\?
Fly~ (d0> Cih = (dee> Ch (70)

where C'44 is the variance of an assembly’s summed spike count in a window of T = 100 ms. We

compute it, using the length one approximation of spike train covariances as [101]:

=Y ([ @w-rheynas)

1,jEA
T
-/ (T = Isl) [5CR(s) 5 (5 = 1) (eano® (Ap(0) * Ap(=0)) + pan (K * Ch(5))
+ (gaa + popaa) Cx(s) * Kpp(—t) + (kpha + (Ne — k)pap) (Kee(t) « Cy(s) x Kpp(—t))
+ N1 (pl;)? (Kpi(t) « C}(s) * Kpi(—t)) )} ds
(71)
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In order to calculate the stimulus-response gain d;%;‘, we consider all sources of input to neurons
in assembly A:

B B
Ptot, A = Hext + g + —paara+ —(M — 1)paprs + (72)
Po Po Po

(using € = (kpo) '), where 74 and 7 are the rates of excitatory neurons in the stimulated (r4)
or non-stimulated (rp) assemblies. The total inputs to excitatory neurons in non-stimulated

assemblies and inhibitory neurons are:

TE YTI
tot,B = Mext + ™ (paarp +papra+ (M —2)paprp) + prE[TI

TE YTI
Htot,] = Hext + %ZHE (ra+ (M —1)rg) + EPIN’I-

Applying the chain rule gives:

d?‘iA _ dra d#tot,A
do dpttor,a  df

dry dsg dr g drp Y71 o dry
= ey e M—1 S
(dﬂtot,A> < do 3 < a0 * JPan=gy do ) + o PEI d9> (74)

Ta d d d
dpgo T T % T
o o <:;+<M—1> 0y i d;)
<1 ditot,A PO pAA)
drg  drp dpot,B

o dptor,g  dO

drg (TE drgp dra drp YT . drr
- (M -2 7L s 47T
diows ( <pAA 75 TPap—g +( PaB—g- ) + 0 PEI g (75)

Po
drp
_ dutot B TE dTA ’YTI * dTI
- dry 7 2480 e PPy
(1 T pe (Paa+ (M — 2)PAB)>

dry _ drp dpors
o dugory  do

d?“[ TE « d?”A dTB YTI d?"]
= M—1 L prr——
dftront < Pr < g T M =Dy ) e P g (76)

dry

_ d#tot 1 < TE « < dTA dTB
= JR—— —DPErI + (M —-1)—7>= .
1- d/(jc It 1 vpol prr \Po db do
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Inserting dry/df into drpdf:

_drp _drr
drp _ dpttot,B (TEPAB dra + ’VTIp* dptgot,T (TEp* <
= —PAB— - + ——Dpr dr; 7T o PEI
d _ 1071
a6 (1 — Gl i (paa+ (M — 2)pAB)) pod0 T po L — i T \ P

dry
drp TE YT % dpot, 1 TR
d d dptot,B \ Po pAB + po PEI 1—_drr_ 2ty | po PEr
' _4rA dptot,I PO

do do dry
d dpgo 5
(1 = o o (PAAT (M = 2)paB) = Ppr @ e e PEr(M — 1))

ditot,1 PO
=X
(77)
and inserting drp/df into dry/do:
d d dry
rr TA dpttot,1 <TE *
drp_dra 4 iy (14 (01 - X))
- df 1 — g \Po (78)
=y
which yields:
d A d d d
TA dpsot, A Ho  TE TA | VTT « TA
A _ ' O L TE N — DpapX DA ¢ Ty y&A
49~ (] _ dra (d@ 00 JPapX =g+ - P de)
d#tot,A Po baA
J (79)
ra_ dig
driA o dpttor, A dO
6 (1 glatmp, - (M - papX - Lipp,Y)
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