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Abstract

The voltage-conductance kinetic model for the collective behavior of neurons has been studied by
scientists and mathematicians for two decades, but the rigorous analysis of its solution structure has been
only partially obtained in spite of plenty of numerical evidence in various scenarios. In this work, we
consider a simplified voltage-conductance model in which the velocity field in the voltage variable is in a
separable form. The long time behavior of the simplified model is fully investigated leading to the following
dichotomy: either the density function converges to the global equilibrium, or the firing rate diverges as
time goes to infinity. Besides, the fast conductance asymptotic limit is justified and analyzed, where
the solution to the limit model either blows up in finite time, or globally exists leading to time periodic
solutions. An important implication of these results is that the non-separable velocity field, or physically
the leaky mechanism, is a key element for the emergence of periodic solutions in the original model based
on the available numerical evidence.
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1 Introduction

Modeling the collective behavior of biological neurons via a mean-field description of the population density has been
a successful approach, which leads to nonlinear partial differential equations or stochastic differential equations with
new structures (e.g. [1, 4, 9, 17] and [18, Chapter 13]). While such mean-field equations have been shown to be useful
in neuroscience, in their underlying mechanism there is still much to be understood. The novel structure of these
equations brings unfamiliar challenges as well as intriguing phenomena, which are of both mathematical and scientific
interest, and have attracted many mathematicians for diversified studies.

For example, blow-up of the firing rate which relates to the multi-firing event, has been studied from a PDE point
of view [5, 10, 11, 30] and from a SDE point of view [7, 14, 15, 20]. Another fascinating phenomenon are periodic
solutions, which reflect forced or self-sustained oscillations in neuron networks. Such oscillations widely appear and
play crucial roles in many biological functions such as rhythmogenesis [2, 3, 19]. In the population density description,
periodic solutions have been studied in time-elapsed models [26], mean-field SDE models [13], time-delayed integrate
and fire models [22], etc. However, a general analysis framework is far from complete for such models, since the unique
equation structure as well as the particular form of nonlinearity needs special investigation. Even on the convergence
to a steady state, which appears to be a simpler issue, often only the weak interaction case can be treated [11, 12, 30],
with a smallness assumption on the nonlinearity.

In this work, we focus on a voltage-conductance kinetic neuron model proposed in [8, 9]. In this model, a neuron
is characterized by two variables, its voltage v and conductance g. The ensemble of neurons are described by p(t, v, g),
a probability density function at time ¢ of finding a neuron with voltage v and conductance g. p(t,v,g) satisfies a
nonlinear PDE, which is given by

Op + 0u(Ju(v, 9)p) = 0g((g — gin(t))p) + a(t)Dggp, t > 0,v € (0,Vr),g > 0. (1.1)
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Here J, (v, g) denotes the velocity field in v direction, which depends on both voltage v and conductance g as
Ju(v,9) = —grv +g(Ve —v), (1.2)

where
gL >0, Ve>Ve>0.

The velocity field in v (1.2) consists of two terms. The first term —grv models the leaky effect which derives a neuron
to the resting potential Vz, set to be 0 here. And gz, > 0 is called the leaky conductance. The second term g(Ve — v),
derives the voltage to the firing potential Vz, and the strength of this velocity field is given by the conductance variable
g and Vg is referred to as the excitatory reversal potential.

A unique mechanism of a typical neuron is that it spikes when its voltage arrives at the threshold Vg, which has
two consequences. First, after the spike, the voltage of the spiking neuron is reset to a lower potential, which is also
set to be 0, i.e., equal to the resting potential Vr. Note that a neuron can spike only if its conductance g satisfy
Ju(Vr,g) > 0 or equivalently g > VE‘CFVF =: gr. In this case, since the spiking neurons are instantaneously reset at
v = 0 the following boundary condition for v is imposed, matching the flux at v =0 and v = VF,

JU(O7g)p(t7O7g):JU(VFvg)p(t7VF7g)7 g>gF7t>O‘ (13)

While if 0 < g < gF, then J,(0,g) > 0 and J,(Vr,g) < 0 no neuron can spike therefore no neuron is reset at v = 0,
which corresponds to the following Dirichlet boundary condition

p(t,0,9) =p(t,Vr,g) =0, 0<g<gr,t>0. (1.4)

Thus we observe that the flux equality J,(0, g)p(¢,0,9) = J»(Vr, g)p(t, VF, g) holds for all g > 0.

The second consequence is that a spiking event of one neuron influences other neurons, which make all neurons
coupled in an ensemble. At this macroscopic density description, such influence is measured by the firing rate N (%),
the number of spikes per unit time, given by the following boundary flux at v = Vg

+oo +oo
N(t) = /O Jo(Ve, g) p(t, Vi, g) dg = /O (—9.Ve 4+ 9(Ve — Vr)) p(t, Vi, g) dg. (1.5)

The firing rate N (¢) is the source of the nonlinearity in this equation, because the coefficients gin(¢) and a(t) depend
on N(t) as
gin(t) = go+ g1 N(t), a(t) =ao+ a1 N(t).
Here, we assume the parameters satisfy
go,g1 >0, ao, a1 >0,

and the interested readers may refer to [8, 27] for physical expressions and interpretations on these parameters. Given
gin(t) and a(t), in g direction the equation looks like a Fokker-Planck equation for the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with
the following no-flux boundary condition at g =0

(g—gmn(@®))p+a(t)dgp=0, g=0,ve(0,Vr),t>0. (1.6)

This system is complemented with an initial data which is a probability density as follows,

Vi +oo
(0,0,9) = Pinic(v,9),  Pinit(v,9) > 0, / / Pinie(v, ) dvdg = 1.
0 0

This voltage-conductance model (1.1) resembles a classical kinetic Fokker-Planck equation. In particular, the voltage
v is reminiscent of the position variable, and the conductance g is reminiscent of the velocity variable. For one thing,
the “velocity field” in v (1.2) is influenced by g. For another, the spike of other neurons first influences g and then
affects v indirectly through J, (v, g), which is like that the force first influences the velocity through Newton’s second
law, thereby influences the position. Besides, equation (1.1) also has the so-called “hypoelliptic” structure shared by
kinetic equations, as is pointed out in [27]. In fact, the diffusion is in g direction only, and to gain dissipation as well as
regularity in v, one needs to exploit the interplay between the transport in v and the diffusion in g, which resembles the
hypocoercivity for the kinetic Fokker-Planck equations [32]. However, despite these similarities, the unique structure
of equation (1.1) results in distinct solution structures from other kinetic models and correspondingly difficulties in
analysis.

Remarkably, periodic solutions of (1.1) have been numerically observed in [6]. However, the understanding on such
periodic solutions has been very limited. The first theoretical analysis on (1.1) is the pioneering work [27], in which the
authors analyze the steady states as well as deriving several global bounds for the dynamical problem. On the long time
behavior, they derive bounds for the firing rate N(¢), which excludes the finite time blow-up and study the convergence
to the steady state in the linear case, which is recently improved to a stronger sense [16]. However, how a periodic
solution arises in (1.1) is still not understood. Our knowledge on long time behavior of (1.1) is also very limited. Even
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the convergence to equilibrium when the nonlinearity is weak has not been proved yet. Besides its similarities to the
kinetic Fokker-Planck equation, (1.1) has its unique difficulties.

The first difficulty is that the firing rate N(¢) depends only on the integral in g of the flux at v = Vr as in (1.5). This
difficulty is essential, since it originates from the model assumption that neurons fire at a deterministic threshold V.
This singular dependence gives mathematical challenges which motivates modified models. Such a firing mechanism is
relaxed by a random discharge rule in [23, 28] with the aim to derive and study the macroscopic models. The effect of
this relaxation has been studied in [24] for a different but related model.

The second difficulty stems from the velocity field in v, i.e., Jy(v,9) = —grv + g(VE — v) as in (1.2). The velocity
field can not be written in a separable form J, (v, g) = f(v)h(g), in contrast to the velocity field for the position variable
in classical kinetic models. This non-separable velocity field prohibits the use of many analysis tools. Moreover, it leads
to the complicated boundary condition (1.3) and (1.4), which makes it difficult to analyze even in the steady state case
[16]. In fact, it is not clear prior to this work whether the non-separable velocity field plays an essential role in the
dynamics.

The third difficulty is that g lies in R instead of R, which gives a time-dependent boundary condition (1.6). This
difficulty is more like a technical one, since typically the density near zero is negligible as in numerical simulations [6].

Our motivation is to understand self-organized oscillations in (1.1). Therefore, we make two simplifications on (1.1)
to isolate the effect of each of these difficulties. First, to understand the consequences of a non-separable velocity field
from a complementary side, we consider a simpler velocity field in v neglecting the leaky mechanism, J, = g(Vg — v),
which is further reduced to J, = g for the sake of simplicity (see Section 2.5). Second, we extend the domain of g from
R™ to R. Thus, the simplifications are designed to tackle the second and the third difficulties, while the issues resulting
from the firing rate remain unaltered.

For the simplified voltage-conductance model to be presented in Section 2, we are able to show a clear characteriza-
tion on its long time behavior. When 0 < ¢1/VF < 1, the density function converges to the unique global equilibrium,
while when g1 /VF > 1, the firing rate N(t) diverges to infinity as time ¢ goes to infinity. In fact, as g1/Vr approaches
17, the steady state moves towards g = 400 and thus loses tightness. In other words, the magnitude of the parameter
g1 with respect to that of Vr determines whether the positive feedback associated with the firing rate is weak or strong,
and the precise description of these results are given in Theorem 2.4. Our proof is based on a series of model reductions
which can be rigorously justified. The full simplified voltage-conductance model is shown to asymptotically approach
its v-homogeneous reduced model, and the dynamics of the v-homogeneous problem is approximately dominated by its
Gaussian solution. Surprisingly, the mean and variance of the Gaussian solution satisfy a closed ODE system, and the
analysis for such special solutions lays the cornerstone for analyzing the full problem.

Moreover, we introduce a parameter € > 0, which is the timescale ratio between the conductance g and the voltage
v. By considering the fast conductance limit ¢ — 0%, we derive a limit model governing the v marginal density, whose
long time behavior can also be characterized clearly in Theorem 4.1. Depending on g1 and the L* norm of initial data,
the solution either blows up in finite time or globally exists in the form of periodic solutions.

To summarize, in this work, we have fully clarified the long time behavior of a simplified voltage-conductance model
and its fast conductance limit. We only find periodic solutions in the fast conductance limit showing that the other
neglected difficulties might be relevant for the appearance of periodic solutions in the full model (1.1).

Let us elaborate more on this last point. In the limit model the profile of the periodic solution is totally determined
by the initial data — there is no limit-cycle. Moreover, in our simplified model, there is no periodic solution for £ > 0,
which is in contrast to the numerical observations in [6] for the original model (1.1). Therefore, there must be some
nontrivial changes in the two simplifications. Since extending the domain of g from R™ is clearly technical, an important
implication of our analysis is, that the parameter g;, > 0 plays a crucial role for the emergence of periodic solutions
in the original model (1.1). Our analysis indicates that the non-separable velocity field not only bring challenges at a
technical level but also makes an essential contribution to more complicated dynamics. Whereas, the role of the leak
conductance gr, > 0 shall not be further explored in this work.

Finally, we remark that the model reduction procedure for the simplified voltage-conductance model (2.1), by which
a kinetic equation is reduced to its Gaussian solutions, do not rely on the specific form of gi,(t) and a(¢) in (2.4). Such
a model reduction strategy can be used to analyze more general cases, such as nonlinear dependence on the firing rate
N(t) in gin and a, or incorporating time-delay effects.

The rest of this paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2 we present the simplified model, its model reduction
framework and summarize its long time behavior, but the proofs of the long time behavior results are given in Section
3. The fast conductance limit is derived and studied in Section 4.

2 Simplified models and long time behavior

In this section, we elaborate on the derivation of several simplified models with the objective of understanding their
long time behaviors. Our main goal is to find conditions under which periodic solutions may appear. We start from a
direct simplification from (1.1), and then consider two further reduced models.
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2.1 A simplified voltage-conductance model

On the original model (1.1), we make the following two simplifications, as discussed in the introduction,
1. We assume that the velocity field in voltage v is given by J, (v, g) = g instead of J,(v,g9) = —grv + g(Ve — v).
2. We extend the domain of conductance g from (0, c0) to (—o0, +00).

Then we get the following equation:
O¢p + gouwp + 9y ((gm(t) —g)p— a(t)agp) =0, ve(0,Vr), g€R, t>0, (2.1)
and the boundary condition in voltage v is simplified to
p(t,Vr,g) —p(t,0,9) =0, Vt > 0,9 € R. (2.2)

For the conductance g, we no longer need a boundary condition at g = 0 thanks to the extension of the domain. For
the initial data, we assume it is a probability density function on (0, Vr) x (—o00,+00), denoted as pinit, SO

p(07v7g) :pinit('l),g), v e (07VF)79 eR. (23)
The expressions of gin(t) and a(t) depend on the firing rate N(¢) in the same way as in the original model given by
gin(t) = go + g1 N(t), a(t) = ao +a1N(t), go,9g1,a0,a1 > 0. (2.4)

We define the firing rate N(¢) in a similar manner as the integration of flux at voltage v = Vg, over g > 0, i.e.,

N(t) := /Ooo gp(t, Vr, g)dg. (2.5)

Though simplified, this model (2.1) inherits the nonlinear mechanism of the original model (1.1) — dependence of
gin(t),a(t) on N(t). And the firing rate N(¢) still depends on the flux at one voltage value v = V¢ only.

Our two simplifications tackle two difficulties of (1.1), as discussed in the introduction.

Regarding the first simplification, our analysis applies to more general velocity fields J,(v,g) = gf(v), as long as
f(v) is a continuous and positive function on [0, V#]. In fact, by a change of variable given in Section 2.5, we reduce
the more general case to the case J,(v,g) = g. The essential difference is that in the original model (1.1), the velocity
field Jy(v,g9) = —grv + g(Ve —v) (1.2) is not in a separable form h(g)f(v), which brings difficulties. However, prior to
this work it is unclear whether such a non-separable velocity field also make an essential contribution to the dynamics.
In our simplified model, the separable velocity field J,(v,g) = ¢f(v) makes a simpler boundary condition in v (2.2),
and allows a separation of variables between v and g.

Our second modification, extending the domain of conductance g to R, is a technical one. It is numerically observed
that these neural networks maintain high conductance values away from zero, see [6]. To be specific, in g direction,
the typical profile of solutions is a Gaussian whose center is roughly g¢in (), which is positive and away from 0. This
is the case both in the original model (1.1) and our simplified model (2.1). For such typical profiles, both the density
at zero in the original model, and the density for g < 0 in our simplified model are small. Therefore intuitively this
extension from RT to R should not make much difference to the behavior of solutions. Moreover, the no-flux boundary
condition (1.6) imposed in the original model brings many technical difficulties, and in the present simplification they
are avoided.

Throughout this work we assume the initial data pini¢ is a probability density function (2.3) and gin(t), a(t) depends
on N(¢) in a linear form with go, g1, a0,a1 > 0 as in (2.4).

2.2 Asymptotic simplification towards a v-homogeneous regime
Now we analyze the simplified model (2.1). Let us consider the Fourier expansion in v direction

+oo
1 L
p(t.v,.9) = - S pilt,g)e™ VF,  where
e (2.6)

VE —ikv 2T
/ p(t,v,g)e Vrdv, k€Z.
0

pr(t, g)
Plugging the expansion (2.6) in (2.1), we get that each py solves the following equation,
2T
Oepre + ik 7-gpi = 95 ((=gin(t) + 9)pr + a(t)Oopr), g R, £>0. (2.7)

Thanks to the simplification of the velocity field in v, the Fourier modes are “separated”: In the equation for the k-th
mode pi (2.7), only py itself shows up explicitly, and different modes are coupled implicitly through the dependence of

gin(t),a(t) on N(t).
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Our first result on the long time behavior is that inhomogeneous modes in v , i.e., px with k # 0 in the expansion
(2.6), diminish exponentially. To show this, we first derive semi-explicit formulas for (2.7), which reveals the solution
structure.

Let us consider the Fourier transform in g: pi(¢,€) := \/% fj;o e 9%pi(t, g)dg. In terms of the Fourier transform
P, (2.7) becomes

. 2 < . < . .
Durc = K(3-)er = —igin(1)&px — E0er — a()E"Pr,

which simplifies to
. 2 . ) .
Oupr + [€ — k(V—F)]aspk = —(a(t)€® +igin (t)€)Pr, (2.8)
which is a first order equation in £ with the following characteristic

d&k(t) 27

L = 60— k), (2.9)

whose solution is
2w

Ve

2r

(€, () — k(3] = e [Ex(s) — k(

Solving the equation (2.8) along its characteristic (2.9), we get

)]

Pr(t, € (1)) = Pr(0,€x(0)) exp (* /Ot[a(«‘f)&c(S)2 +igin(8)€k(8)]d8> : (2.10)

We can intuitively see why nonzero modes py (k # 0) decays from (2.10), by looking at the magnitude of p at £ = k?,—;:,

exp <—(k‘2/—7;)2/0ta(s)ds)’4

When k = 0, the dissipation degenerates at £ = 0 and |po(¢,0)| does not change. While in the case k # 0, |px(t, k\Q/_;”

decays exponentially with a rate at least ao(k“Q/—;)2 > 0, since from (2.4) we have a(s) > ag > 0.

which is the fixed point of characteristics of (2.9),

2T 2
o (b, k=2 = [pi (0, k=L
[P ( Vp)l (23 Vp)l

Applying the inverse transform on (2.10), we can derive the solution formulas in Lemma 2.1 below. The detailed
calculation is given in Appendix A.

Lemma 2.1. The solution pr(t,g) of the equation (2.7), the k-th mode of the Fourier expansion in v (2.6) for (2.1), is
given by

k(2%
pr(t,g) = € VF 9 (ps x Ge)(g). (2.11)

Here py i is a shrinkage of po,k, which is the initial data for the k-th Fourier mode multiplied a shift in frequency:

Vi
ip2m g ik 2m
pei(y) = e'por(e'y), poxl(g) i=e VFg/ pinit(v,g)e " VF dv. (2.12)
0

And Gy i, is a modified Gaussian with a phase factor and a decay factor, given by

w) exp (ikf/—:@(t, z)> exp (4&(2—”)21)@)) . (2.13)

1
Gun(2) = e e (- E5 0 o

Here the mean B(t) and the variance C(t) are given by:

B(t) = t e "9 g (s)ds = t e " (go + g1 N(s))ds.
! / v

t ¢
) = 2/ e 2 =9q(s)ds = 2/ e (ag + a1 N(s))ds.
0 0

Moreover ©(t, z) and D(t) are given by

Ot 2) = — (= — B(t)) L& )ds —/O Gin(s)ds, (2.15)

Ji e2==Ya(s)ds

and

t s—t 2
d
Jy e26Ya(s)ds

D(t) :/0 a(s)ds — (2.16)
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One can see D(t) > 0, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality f s)ds) ft 2s—tg ft =ty . Recall (2.4)
a(s) = ao + a1 N(s) > 0, since ag,a; > 0 and N(s) > 0.

We remark that here B,C,©,D are independent of k, therefore G, depends on k only through two explicit
coefficients before O, D.

We denote the first two terms in (2.13) as Gy x, whose L' norm is 1,

. 1 (z— B(t)? , . 2w - _
Gt’k(z) = m exp <7T(t) -+ 'LkV—F@(t,Z)> 5 ||Gt’]€(z)||L1(R) =1. (217)

Then combing (2.6) and (2.11), we get a formula for the solution of (2.1)

+oo
p(t,v,9) = Ve Z exp <7k2(‘2/_7;)2p( )+ zv—kv + ZV kg) (pe.x * Gex)(9). (2.18)

Decay of non-zero modes in v emerges from (2.18). The k-th mode decays with the factor exp (ka(‘Q,—;fD(t)), which

comes from the diffusion in g direction. Through the transport term g0,p, diffusion in g direction is “passed to” v
direction, although there is no explicit diffusion in v. In literature such effect is called hypoellipticity, in view of the
regularizing effect, or hypocoercivity, in view of the convergence to a steady state [32]. We can also rewrite the formula
(2.18) as the shrinkage of initial data in g direction convoluting a “Green function”:

Vp oo IX 1 _2znye 2T (5 i) ik 2T (g—et7) =
p(t,v,9) :/ / etpinit(t,f;,etg) Z L R FE)? DOk (=) ik P (9—e g)Gt,k(gfg) dodg.
0 - k=—o0 VF

To gain exponential decay, we need a further estimate on D(¢) in the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.2. For D(t) defined in (2.16), the following lower bound holds

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Recalling a(s) = ao + a1 N(s) in (2.4), we rewrite D(¢) in (2.16) as

( tes lao + a1 N (s)]ds)?
f €25~ [ag 4+ a1 N(s)]ds

D(t) = /Ot[ao + a1N(s)lds — (2.19)

Note that N(s) > 0, and let us consider an extreme case first, if ft 2=t ) N(s)ds = 0 then we also have fot N(s)ds =
fot e(sft)alN(s)ds = 0. In this case, the desired inequality becomes an equality:

¢ ([ e taopds)? el —1
D(t) = / aods — “2—————— = ag(t — - ).
0 IO eQ(S*t)aodS e + 1
For the general case ft 2(s— t)alN( )ds > 0. We shall use the following elementary inequality: 31 + & - = % for

b1,0 € R,c1,c2 > 0, which is a Consequence of using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality on R? for vectors (\/_1, \/6) and
(J& %), to get (a1 JrC2)(b1 +€2) > (b1 +©)% Taking by = [} ¢ ‘aods,® = [} e 'a1N(s)ds, c1 = [} €* Daods
and ¢z = fo e*5=t a1 N(s)ds, we apply the inequality to (2.19) and derive

t t s—t d 2 t 5~ t N d 2
D(t) 2/ [a0+a1N( )]ds— ( e”"aods) _ ( € @ (s)ds) .
0 fO e2(s—t) qods fO 62(87t)a1N(8)d8

Therefore we have

S
v

+ /talN( s — Uo & arlV()ds)

“|Jo foteQ(S*t)aods f e2(s=tay N(s)ds
¢ L e tagds)? -
. [/ aods — Yo T a0d P gLy
0 f() e (S—t)aods e —|— 1
Uge*™ f«nN(s)ds)Z]

In the second inequality above, we use the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality again to obtain [fot a1 N(s)ds— A DN () ds >
0. The proof is completed. |

\%
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Now we prove our first result on the long time behavior, the asymptotic simplification towards the v-homogeneous
problem for (2.1). Precisely, the solution of (2.1) converges to its zeroth mode in the Fourier expansion in v (2.6) as in
the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Suppose p(t,v,g) is a solution of (2.1) and po(t,g) is the zeroth mode in v defined in (2.6). Then
p(t,v,g) converges to the v-homogeneous mode V—leo(t,g) exponentially. Precisely, we have

) -(F%a)
4 — —pol(t <2—— 5
Hp( ,’U,g) VFpO( 7g)HL1((O,VF)><]R) = 176_(‘2/7;)2d(t)7

where d(t) is given by
et —1
et +1

d(t) :== ao(t — 25 )>0, ¢t>0. (2.20)

Note that, defined in (2.20), d(¢) > 0 when ¢ > 0 and the leading order is aot when ¢ goes to infinity, which implies
the exponential convergence. While for ¢ goes to 01, d(t) = Laot® + O(t*).

2
Proof of Theorem 2.1. We Work with the solution formula (2.18). The idea is just to utilize the decay from e R (HIP®

with a uniform bound on e'Vr e r (pt,k * Gir)(g). First we estimate the L' norm of each k-th order mode
k 27
v=e Vit 9),

1 ika—""v Vr V
Igme v pelt 9lipio, vy xm) < eV dv ka (t,9)ldg
fa 0
= |lpx (%, g)HLl(R)-
And by the formula for py (2.11) and Young’s convolution inequality, we obtain
21
Vo o G (@)l < Ipea@lz e Gerll )

—K2(E)2D(1)

ik
lpk @t DL = lle
= ||P0,k(g)||L1(R)€

In the last equality we use that p; x(y) = e'por(e'y) in (2.12), and the formula for Gy (2.13). Then by the second
equation in (2.12) for po k(g), we get

V; V)
k2w ot F F
MM@MWS/M wgm/ proe (v, g)€’ wm—// pnie(v, g)dvdg = 1,
R 0

since the initial data is a probability density function. Therefore, we have an estimate for each mode
L oikds —k?(EZ)2D (1)
||V_F€1 Ve pr (6 9l Lo, veyxry <€ VF .

Then from the Fourier expansion in v (2.6) we deduce

1 o E? D) —k(FE)? D)
llp(t, v, g) — V_Fpo(t:g)”Ll((O,VF)x]R) < Z 22
k#£0,k€Z
~(#)2D(¥)
| _ o (E22D0)
Finally by Lemma 2.2, D(t) > ao(t — 2;;1) = d(t). With a direct calculation we get that d(¢) > 0 for ¢ > 0, and
complete the proof. O

Theorem 2.1 shows that, despite the nonlinearity in gin(¢) and a(t), non-homogeneous modes in v always decay.
This relies on the separation of variables between v and g, which is a consequence from the simplification of the velocity
field in v. Actually in the original model (1.1), it is difficult if not impossible to perform such a separation of variables,
since the velocity field J,(v,g) = —grv + g(Ve — v) (1.2) is not in a separable form J, (v, g) = h(g) f(v).

By Theorem 2.1, a solution of (2.1) tends to be homogeneous in v as time evolves. Therefore if there is a periodic
solution, the periodic dynamics should be in g direction. This inspires us to consider a reduced model.
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2.3 The v-homogeneous problem and its Gaussian solutions

By Theorem 2.1, for a solution of (2.1), the v-homogeneous mode %po(t,g) dominates in the long time. To further
investigate (2.1), we consider the case when the solution is exactly v-homogeneous, i.e., there is only the zeroth mode
in v 1

F

By the formula for each mode in Lemma 2.1, a solution is v-homogeneous if its initial data is v-homogeneous. From
Theorem 2.1 we expect that the v-homogeneous case reflects the typical behavior of (2.1).

Now we investigate the behavior of po in this case (2.21). As in the general case, po satisfies the following PDE,
which is the k = 0 case in (2.7)

dtpo = 09 ((—gin(t) + g)po + a(t)9gpo), gER, t >0, (2.22)
where gin(t) and a(t) still given by (2.4)
gin(t) = go + glN(t)7 a(t) =ao+ alN(t)7 go, g1, ao, a1 > 0.

The difference is that in this v-homogeneous case, the firing rate N(t) is totally determined by po, since there is no
other mode,

+oo 1 +oo
N(t) =/ gp(t, Vi, g)dg = V_/ gpo(t, g)dg. (2.23)
0 F Jo

Therefore (2.4), (2.22) and (2.23) give a closed 141 dimensional PDE in g direction. Here the firing rate is measured
as a “positive moment” in g. And the nonlinearity comes from that the drift gin(t) and the diffusion coefficient a(t)
depends on the firing rate N(t), as in the full model (2.1).

Since we will investigate this v-homogeneous case as a reduced model from (2.1), in the following with abuse of
notation, we denote

p(t,g) = po(t, g)'
And we denote the initial data as pinit(g)
p(0,9) = pinie(9), g €R,

which is a probability density on R.

To make a further model reduction, we observe that the v-homogeneous system (2.22) admits a Gaussian type
special solution, whose mean and variance solve an ODE system. Based on this, we further reduce the PDE model in
conductance only (2.22) to an ODE system (2.25), defined in Proposition 2.1 below.

Proposition 2.1. The v-homogeneous system (2.22) admits the following Gaussian type solution

p(t,9) = #(t) exp (*%) ; (2.24)

where the mean b(t) and the variance c(t) satisfy the following autonomous ODE
d

b(t)

g 9ot g1N(b(t), c(t)) — b(2),

(2.25)
de(t)
ke 2a0 + 2a1 N (b(t), c(t)) — 2¢(¢).
Here N(b,c) is a function of (b,c) which denotes the firing rate of such a Gaussian type solution:
1 +oo 1 (g _ b)2 )
N(b,c) == — exp| ———=—)dg>0, beR,c>0. 2.26
0= g0 [ o= e (U5 ) g > (2.26)

(g—0)?

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Let G(g;b,¢) = \/21‘"_—‘:67 2c  be the Gaussian with mean b € R and variance ¢ > 0. Then by
direct calculation one obtains

_ _ 2
0,0 — ngg — _0,G, 0y,0 = (% -~ 1)g =20.6.

Therefore for the ansatz p(t,g) = G(g;b(t), c(t)) defined in (2.24) one writes
9

(9 = gin(t))p + a(t)dgp = (b(t) — gin (1)) + (9 — b())p + a(t)dyp
= (b(t) — gin(t))p — c(t)0gp + a(t)dgp-
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Hence, we have

0g[(g — gin(1))p + a(t)9gp] = Og[(b(t) — gin(t))p + (a(t) — c(t))Iyp]

= (gin () = b(1))9G + 2(a(t) — ¢(t))cG- (2.27)
On the other hand, by the chain rule we get

db(t

=", 105
dt

Compare this with (2.27), we get that p satisfies the equation (2.22) if %(f) = gin(t) — b(t) and dc t) = 2(a(t) — c(t)).
Recall (2.4) gin = go + g1 N(t),a(t) = ao + a1 N(t), and note that when p(¢,-) is a Gaussian, the ﬁrlng N(t) can be
expressed as a function of its mean and variance as in (2.26), we deduce that when (b(t),c(t)) solves the ODE (2.25),
p defined as (2.24) is a solution of (2.22). a

In summary, we derive two reduced models from the 142 dimensional voltage-conductance PDE (2.1). First we
consider the v-homogeneous case of (2.1) and get a 141 dimensional PDE (2.22). Then from a Gaussian type special
solution, we deduce an ODE system (2.25). As we will show through the long time behavior result in the next section,
these reduced models indeed reflect typical behavior of (2.1).

2.4 Long time behavior: Main results

Our main result is a thorough study of the long time behavior of these three models (2.1), (2.22) and (2.25). When
91/Vr > 1, the firing N(t) diverges to infinity as ¢ goes to infinity, while otherwise when 0 < ¢g1/VF < 1, the solution
converges to the unique steady state.

The divergence to infinity of the firing rate N(t) reflects a model for excitatory neuron networks with excessive
feedback. In an excitatory network, one neuron’s firing excites other neurons. Larger firing rate N () results in a larger
gin(t), which may in turns makes the firing rate larger. This is a positive feedback. And when ¢, /VF > 1, this positive
feedback is so strong that N(¢) diverges to infinity as time evolves. At the level of the v-homogeneous model (2.22),
we can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. When g1/Vr > 1, for a solution p(t,g) of the v-homogeneous problem (2.22), the firing rate diverges
to infinity as time evolves, i.e.,
N(t) = +o0, ast— +oo.

Proof of Proposition 2.2. Without loss of generality we only need to consider the case Vg = 1, otherwise we use ¢g1/Vp
and a1 /Vr instead of g1,a1. When Vi = 1 we have g1 > 1.
Let’s consider the first moment M (¢ f+°° gp(t, g)dg, which is less than the firing rate N(t):

+oo
Mi() < / ap(t, 9)dg = N(1).

Then it suffices to show that Mi(t) goes to infinity as time evolves. We compute the time derivative of M;(¢) and
integrate by parts,

S = [ aowitarta= [ olon((on(® + 9o+ att0mlds

= [ iton) - 9p — av3iplds

— o0

=gin(t) — M1(t) = go+ g1 N(t) — M1(t) > go + (g1 — 1)N (). (2.28)

In the last inequality we use N(¢t) > Mi(t). When ¢g; > 1, we deduce from (2.28)

Thus M; (t) goes to infinity as time evolves. |

Proposition 2.2 implies the same result for the ODE (2.25), since the ODE represents a special solution of (2.22).
For the full model (2.1) the same result also holds (see Theorem 2.4), but is not straightforward, due to the singular
dependence of N(t), i.e., N(¢) depends only on the flux at one point v = V.

When 0 < g1/Vr < 1, the density function converges to the unique steady state. This case is more involved and
we take a bottom-up approach. First we characterize the long time behavior for the ODE system (2.25).
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Theorem 2.2. When 0 < g1/Vr < 1, the ODE system (2.25) has a unique steady state (b*,c*), which is a global
attractor. In other words, for any initial data b(0) € R,¢(0) > 0, the solution (b(t),c(t)) converges to (b*,c*) as time t
goes to infinity.

Theorem 2.2 lays the cornerstone for the analysis of the full simplified model. We naturally require ¢(0) > 0, since
c(t) represents the variance of the Gaussian special solution of (2.22). To link with the case g1/VF > 1, we show that
b* goes to infinity as g1 /Vr approaches 17 in Corollary 3.1. This indicates that the steady state loses tightness towards
g = 400 in such a limit, see Theorem 2.4 below.

Then, we show that a general solution of (2.22) converges to a time-varying Gaussian and that it eventually converges
to the unique steady state, which is the Gaussian corresponding to the steady state of the ODE (2.25).

Theorem 2.3. When 0 < ¢g1/Vr < 1, for initial data pinit(g) with finite order moment fR |g9|pinit(9)dg < oo, as time
evolves the solution of the v-homogeneous problem (2.22) converges to the unique steady state of (2.22)

sy L C(g—b)?
p (9) -f\/ﬁexp< 5o ) (2.29)

in L' (R). Here (b*,c*) is the unique steady state of (2.25).

With results on two reduced models, we manage to characterize the full model (2.1).

Theorem 2.4. For initial data pinis(v, g) with fR fOVF |g|pinit (v, g)dvdg < oo, we have the following result on the long
time behavior of the simplified voltage-conductance model (2.1).

1. When g1/Vr > 1, the firing rate N(t) goes to infinity as time evolves, i.e.,
N(t) = +o00, ast— +oo.

2. When 0 < g1/VF < 1, as time evolves the density function p(t,v,g) converges to the unique steady state

. 11 (g- b*)?)
g) = _ 7 2.30
P (v,9) Ve o eXp( S (2.30)
in L*((0,VF) x R). Here (b*,c*) is the unique steady state of the ODE system (2.25).

3. When g1/Vr — 17, we have b* — 400, therefore the steady state (2.30) moves towards infinity and the system
loses tightness.

The requirement of a finite first moment of the initial data in Theorem 2.3, 2.4 is natural, since we need to define the
firing rate N(t). We remark that part 2 of Theorem 2.4 is not a direct consequence of Theorem 2.1 and 2.3. Roughly
speaking, the decay of non-zero mode from Theorem 2.1 is in the usual L' norm, which is not strong enough to control
the contributions to the firing rate from these non-zero modes. Nevertheless, part 3 of Theorem 2.4 is only related with
the ODE (2.25) and its proof is given in Corollary 3.1, Section 3.1.2.

Proofs of Theorem 2.2, 2.3 and 2.4 are presented in Section 3. In theory, we only need to prove Theorem 2.4 for
(2.1), since the two reduced models are special cases of it. However, the investigations on reduced models are crucial
for the analysis on the full model (2.1). Roughly speaking, such a global characterization is obtained by revealing that
the long time behavior of the PDE (2.1) is indeed dominated by the ODE system (2.25), whose long time asymptotics
can be fully characterized in Theorem 2.2.

With the clear characterization in Theorem 2.4, we confirm that there is no periodic solution in our simplified
voltage-conductance model (2.1), in contrast to the numerical evidence for the original model [6]. Such a result, though
maybe disappointing at a first glance, clearly indicates that there is something significant in the two simplifications.
Since our second simplification, extending the domain of g, is a technical one, the essential change is in the simplification
of the velocity field. Therefore, our result reveals that the non-separable velocity field J, (v, g) = —grv+ g(Ve —v) not
only brings difficulties to analysis, but also makes an essential contribution to the dynamics. Its scientific implication
is that the leaky conductance gz, > 0 plays a crucial role in the mechanism of self-sustained oscillations.

2.5 Extension to more general velocity fields

Now we explain how to generalize the results for (2.1) to the more general velocity field ¢gf(v) with a positive and
continuous f(v) on [0, Vr], by a change of variable.
Precisely, we consider the following model

9ep + 90u(f(v)p) + 94((gin(t) — 9)p — a(t)dyp)) =0, v € (0,VF), gER, t>0, (2.31)

with a boundary condition on flux in v, and we still define firing rate as an integration of flux at Vp over g > 0,

F(Ve)p(t,Vr,g) — f(0)p(t,0,9) =0, geR,t>0, N(t) := /000 gf(Vr)p(t, Vr, g)dg. (2.32)
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Actually, we can reduce (2.31) to (2.1) by a change of variable. Multiplying (2.31) by f(v), we get

O (f(v)p) + gf (0)0u(f(v)p) + Iy ((gin(t) — 9)(f(v)p) — a(t)dy(f(v)p)) = 0, v € (0,VF), g€R, t >0,
Let u(v) == [ ﬁdv' and p(t,u(v), g) :== f(v)p(t,v, g), we have

atﬁ + gauﬁ + ag((gln(t) - g)ﬁ - a(t)agﬁ) =0, we€ (07 UF)7 g e R7 t >0,

Vi

where Ur := |,

ﬁdv. And in new variables (2.32) becomes

B(t,Ur.g) — (t,0,9) =0, geR,t>0, Nar:/ gb(t, Ur, g)dg.
0

Moreover p(t, u, g) is still a probability density by the following calculation

Vr

Up B Ve L~ B B
/RdQ/O dup(tu,g)—/Rdg ; dvf(v)p(tu(v),g)—/Rdg ) dop(t,v,g) = 1.

Therefore, all results for the system (2.1) holds for the more general model (2.31). We remark that if we choose
f(v) =Ve —v, forsome Vg > Vp,

then this can be seen as a special case of the original model (1.1) with g = 0.

3 Long time behavior: Proofs of main results

In this section, we characterize the long time behavior of models (2.25), (2.22) and (2.1) by proving Theorem 2.2, 2.3
and 2.4. The three models satisfy the same dichotomy: when g1/Vr > 1, the firing rate N(¢) diverges to infinity as
time goes to infinity, while when g1/VF < 1, the solution converges to the unique steady state. The two scenarios are
connected in Corollary 3.1 which shows that the steady state loses tightness as ¢g1/VF approaches 17.

In Section 3.1 we analyze the ODE (2.25), which lays the cornerstone for the analysis of the PDEs (2.22) and (2.1)
in Section 3.2 and Section 3.3, respectively. Very loosely speaking, the proof strategy for the PDEs is to reduce the
problem to an non-autonomous ODE, which can be viewed as a perturbation of (2.25). Of course, such reductions need
investigations on the solution structure and careful estimates.

3.1 Long time behavior of the Gaussian solutions: Proof of Theorem 2.2

In this section, we analyze the ODE system (2.25)

D — go + guN(b(1), (1)) (1),
d(;(f) = 2a0 + 2a1 N (b(t), c(t)) — 2¢(t),
where N(b, c) is given by (2.26)
1 (T 1 (g —b)?
N _ —Z 7 > R .
(b,¢) v s g\/Q_ﬂ_CeXp< 50 dg>0, beRc>0

First we discuss elementary properties of the nonlinear function N (b, ¢) in Section 3.1.1. Then in Section 3.1.2, we
give basic characterization of the dynamics (2.25) such as the boundedness, the existence of a unique steady state. With
these preparations, in Section 3.1.3 we complete the proof of Theorem 2.2, showing the solution of such a system will
converge to the unique steady state when 0 < ¢g1/Vr < 1. We recall from Proposition 2.2 otherwise when g1 /Vp > 1
the firing rate will diverge to infinity as time evolves. The two regimes are linked in Corollary 3.1, which shows that as
91/Vr approaches 17, both components of the steady state b* and ¢* diverge to infinity, and that there is no steady
state when g1 /Vp > 1.

Before we start, we recall that b(t), c(t) represents the mean and variance of a Gaussian special solution of (2.22).
Therefore we shall only consider the case ¢ > 0, since ¢ denotes the variance, while we allow the mean b € R. In fact,
the function N(b, ¢) (2.26) is not defined for ¢ < 0. The following lemma that shows ¢(t) > 0 for ¢ > 0 can be ensured
by that initially ¢(0) > 0.

Lemma 3.1. For the ODE system (2.25), if the initial data ¢(0) > O then c(t) > 0 for all t > 0.

Proof of Lemma 8.1. Since N(b,c) > 0, from (2.25) we derive dil—(tt) > 2aop — 2¢(t). Then the result follows from the
standard comparison principle. |

In the following discussion we are in the scenario that b € R,c > 0.
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3.1.1 Basics properties for the nonlinearity N(b,c)

In this section we analyze the function N(b,c) in (2.26). It is helpful to rewrite N(b,c) in terms of standard normal
variables as follows,

VeN(b c)—/ L 67(955)2d —/( +b) L 67%—/(ﬁ +0b) L eig;d (3.1)
F ) Rg+ e g . g + e . g + o g. .
Here as usual, for € R, we denote its positive part as x4+ = max(z,0).
First, we summarize basic facts on the derivatives of .
Lemma 3.2. For N(b,c) defined in (2.26), its derivatives are given by
ON tee 1 e ON 1 1 2
Ve— = 2d Ve——=—= 2, 3.2
" ob /_\b/ \/271'6 9 " oc 2+/c \/271'6 (3-2)
And therefore we have the following bounds
ON 1 ON
— € (0, =— — > 0. 3.3
e, 0) S > (3:3)
2
Proof of Lemma 3.2. From (3.1) we have Vp N (b, c) = fR(g +b)+ ﬁeiﬁ?dy, then we get
ON Ag+b 1 _g& / 1 _g /+°° 1 _g
Ve— = _— e 2cdg = I e 2¢ = 62d7
e ob R ob \V2me g R 9+b=0 V2me ,ﬁ V2T g
since % = Iy41>0 almost everywhere.
2
Similarly from VeN(b,c) = [;(v/cg + b)+#efg2_dg in (3.1), we calculate
ON /8(\/Eg+b)+ 1 _a 1 / 1 _& 1,1 _2
Vi— = | ————~~— ¢ 2dg=—= I ——e 2dg=——=(——e %),
ol e o e o g 2\/5 Rg Veg+b>0 o g 2\/5( o )
since 8(‘/56# = 2\1/Eg1[\/6g+b20 almost everywhere. Now (3.2) is proved and the bounds (3.3) follows directly. O

Next, we give estimates on N (b, ¢) itself.
Lemma 3.3. For N(b,c) defined in (2.26), the following estimate holds
0<by <VpN(bc) <by++ec, VbER,c>0.

Here by = max(0,b) as stated before.

(72

Proof of Lemma 3.3. By definition (2.26), Ve N (b, c) = f+°°g L5 dg > 0 and

0 27

0 2
1 _(g—b)
e o dg > 0.

VFN(b,c)—b:—/

_oog 2me

Therefore Ve N > max(b,0) = by > 0.
For the upper bound we deduce from (3.1), since (b+ ¢)+ < by + g+,

VFN_—/(b+ )+ e 22d </b+ e 22d +/ + e 22d <bs++c
c c c .
g \/_C g \/_C g g \/_ g

O
Lemme 3.2 is crucial for the long time behavior of (2.25) because it implies that (2.25) is a cooperative system [21]

(see Section 3.3).
Lemma 3.3 is useful for controlling N throughout Section 3.
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3.1.2 Steady state: uniqueness and linear stability

In this section, we first prove the boundedness of solutions in Proposition 3.1. Then we prove that there exists a unique
steady state which is linearly stable in Proposition 3.2. We focus on the case 0 < ¢g1/Vr < 1 and study the behavior
when g1 /VF approaches 17 to link with the case g1/VF > 1 in Corollary 3.1.

Proposition 3.1. When 0 < g1/Vr < 1, every solution of (2.25) has positive lower bounds for large time. Precisely,
given initial value b(0) € R, ¢(0) > 0, there exists time T* > 0 such that

b(t) > %go >0, oft) > %ao >0, t>T". (3.4)
Furthermore, the solution is uniformly bounded in time, i.e.,
[b(t)] + |e(t)] < Co, VE>0,
where the constant Co depends on the initial value and parameters.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. WLOG we consider the case VF = 1, as in Proposition 2.2. Then in the following proof we
can assume 0 < g1 < 1. We rewrite (2.25) as

dl:i_(tt) =go+ g1 N((),c(t) —b(t) =go — (1 — g1)b+ g1 (N — b),
dil—(;) = 2a0 + 2a1.N (b(t), c(t)) — 2¢(t) = 2a0 + 201N — 2c.

First we consider the lower bounds (3.4). If b(t) < 1go, we obtain dz(tt) > go— (1—g1)b(t) > g0 > 0, since Lemma 3.3

implies N — b > 0 when Vp = 1. Similarly if ¢(t) < $ao we obtain dfi—(tt) > 2(ap — c(t)) > ao > 0, since N > 0 also by
Lemma 3.3. Therefore there exists T such that for ¢ > T, we have b(t) > 2go > 0,c(t) > 2ao > 0.

The upper bound relies on the control N < by + /¢ in Lemma 3.3, and the bound 2y/c < dc + % for all § > 0 via
Young’s inequality. We shall construct a Liapounov functional. Precisely we will prove that there exists some do > 0
such that

d .1
S50 +80c")] < C = L (b + 6oc?), (3.5)
with some C, C; > 0. Then by Gronwall inequality, b>+8oc? will be uniformly bounded in time and the proof is complete.
In the following, C' denotes a positive constant which may vary from line to line as custom. Recall N < by + /¢ from

Lemma 3.3, we compute

2
LAEO) _ gy + N — 1) < O - (1 - ) + arBIVE:
L () .
@ = ¢(2a0 + 2a1 N — 2¢) < Cle| + 2a1|be| 4+ 2a1¢v/c — 2¢°.

By Young’s inequality we have g1|b]v/c < C|b| + g181]bc| for some 61 > 0 to be determined and 2aicy/c < Clc| + 2.
Then from (3.6) we deduce

1 d(b*(t)) 2
st < — (1 =
5= g S Ol = (1= g1)b" + g101]bc],
2
%d(cdt(t)) < Cle| + 2a1|be| — 2.
Then for 0 < §op < 1 to be determined, we calculate
d .1
— 5 (0" +00c*)] < C(Ibl + [el) = (1= g1)b* + (9161 + 2a100) be| — doc”. (3.7)

Now we choose d1 such that g161 = a1d0. And we choose dp small enough such that
(g151 —+ 2&150)2 = 9(1%53 < 4(1 - 91)50,

which can be ensured by choosing do < min(él(lg_a—%l)7 1). For such do and d1, by mean-value inequality there exists
1
82 > 0 such that (1 — g1)b® — (g181 + 2a180)|be| + doc® > d2(b* + ¢*). Then by (3.7) we get
d .1

<15 (0 +00c®)] < C(Ibl + [e]) — 826" + ¢*).

Again we use Young’s inequality to control the low order terms, 2|b| < 3 + 6b%,2|c| < 3 + 6¢®. In this way we conclude
4
dt 2

for some C, Cy > 0, which implies (3.5). Then the proof of the upper bound is complete. O

b’ 4 6oc?)] < C — Co(b® + &), (3.8)
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Next, we show that in the regime 0 < ¢1/Vr < 1 the system (2.25) has a unique steady state (b*,c¢*) which is
linearly stable. Moreover, we derive bounds on (b*,¢*) which allow us to see its behavior as as g1/Vr approaches 17.

Proposition 3.2. When 0 < g1/VF < 1, then the ODE system (2.25) has a unique steady state (b*,c*) in R x RT.
And the steady state is linearly stable. Moreover, the following bounds hold

* go
b" > ————— >0,
- 17g1/VF

* al go
cF>at——T"7—F >
=0 Vel—g1/Vr

(3.9)
0.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. WLOG we consider the case Vi = 1, otherwise we use g1/VFr,a1/VF instead of g1,a:. Then
in the following we have 0 < g1 < 1.
Suppose (b",c*) is a steady state. From (2.25) we get

0=go+giN®",c")—b",
oot (3.10)
0=2a0+2a1N(b , C )—20 .
First, we suppose the steady state exists and derive the bound (3.9). Applying N(b,¢) > by > b from Lemma 3.3, we
derive from the first equation of (3.10)
b" > g1b" + go.

Thus b* > 13091 . Using Lemma 3.3 and this bound on b* in the second equation of (3.10), we deduce the bound of ¢*

go
791.

c*zao+a1b*2ao+a11

Next, we solve (3.10) to find the steady state. One can eliminate the firing rate N in (3.10) to obtain
a1b* — gic” = a1go — g1ao. (3.11)

We define a function 8(c) := go + 2-(c — ao), then (3.11) is equivalent to

B = (aigo + g1(¢” —a0)) = g+ L (¢ — an) = B (3.12)
Now we have represented b* as a function of ¢*. Plugging (3.12) back to the second equation in (3.10), we get
ap +a1N(B8(c"),c") —c" =0.
Therefore finding steady states reduces to finding zeros of the following nonlinear function
F(c) :=ao+a1N(B(c),c) —¢, ¢ € [ao,o0) (3.13)

Here we restrict the domain to ¢ > ao because F(c) > ao — ¢ > 0 if ¢ < ag, since N > 0 by Lemma 3.3. For later
reference, we also note that at steady state ¢* > ao implies

b* = pB(c") > go > 0. (3.14)
We observe that F'(ag) = a1 N(8(ao),ao) > 0 and that from Lemma 3.3
Fle)<C+gi(c—ao)y +arve—c<C+aive—(1-gi)ec

Therefore F(c) goes to —co as ¢ goes to infinity. As a result, there exists at least one zero of F on (ag,+0o0), which
implies the existence of a steady state.

If we can show whenever ¢ is a zero of F, we have F'(c) < 0, then we can conclude that F'(c) has exactly one zero
on (ag, +00), which implies that the steady state is unique. We take the derivative of F’

F'0) = 9 B30, + ar T (500, — 1.

The sign of F'(c) for F(c) = 0 turns out to be related with the sign of the determinant of the linearized matrix at the
steady state. Thus we postpone the proof of uniqueness after some preliminary discussion on linear stability.
Suppose (b*, ") is a steady state, we write down the linearized matrix of (2.25)
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2
Let us first look at the trace of J. The first diagonal entry is negative since gl% =q1 sz \/;—67% dg < 1 by Lemma
/e ™

3.2 and our assumption Vr = 1. For the second diagonal entry, substituting a1 = c*%l at a steady state, we get

WOV ¢ a0 ON
"9¢ T N ¢
_c*—aoiaN c® ON

o Noc “Noc

(3.15)

To proceed, we introduce the notation A := % which is positive by (3.14). Recall the formula of 2 in Lemma 3.2

*

\/Eaa—]: = ﬁ exp (—)\2/2) . (3.16)

And we rewrite the expression for N from (3.1)

N b 1 1,2 +oo 1 1.2
= 4+ — —29°(¢ :/ + A 29 ¢
\/C_* /R(g \/C_*)+ /_271' € g . (g ) /_271' € g

—+oo
L e**z/%m/ \/L_e*f”dg. (3.17)

Plugging (3.16) and (3.17) into (3.15) we obtain

W ON _ Vea 375z OP(=A/2) 1oy
g~ Sexp(=A2/2) + A [T S exp(—g?/2)dg 2

Therefore the second diagonal entry is also negative, which implies the trace of J is negative. For linear stability, it
remains to study the sign of the determinant, which is related with the sign of F'(c*) for F in (3.13) as follows
1 ON ON .
—detJ=1-g1—— —a1— =—F . 3.18
2 Mop ~ M ae ) (3.18)
To prove linear stability, it remains to show that the determinant is positive. And if the determinant is positive, we
have F'(c*) < 0 whenever c* is a zero of F', which implies the uniqueness.
Therefore our problem reduces to show that det J > 0. Following similar calculations for the diagonal entities, we
rewrite the expression of det J (3.18) as follows.

1 ON ON
EdetJ— 1—g1% —a1%
A * _1 _)\2
1 _ exp(—A°/2)
—1-a( = exp(—*/2dg) - A -
oo V2m c 5= exp(—A /2)+ X[ T exp(—g2/2)dg
=1- glAl — ¢ —d Ag. (319)

Here we define

A
1 2
A= — —g°/2)dg,
! /,oo V2 exp(=g°/2)dg

.20)
L exp(—2?/2) 3
A2 = 1 2 2Yer +oo 1 2 :
5= exp(—A?/2) + A [T —= exp(—g?/2)dg
We need the following technical lemma.
Lemma 3.4. For all A > 0, the following inequality holds
A+ Ay <1, (3.21)

where A1, Az are defined as in (3.20).

We postpone the proof of Lemma 3.4 to the end of this section. Applying Lemma 3.4 to (3.19) with A = \Z—* > 0,

we conclude .
cC —ao

1
Edetjzl—glfh— Ay >1—A;1 — A > 0.

cx
Therefore both the linear stability and the uniqueness are proved. O
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The bound (3.9) in Proposition 3.1 implies that both b* and ¢* go to infinity as g1 /Vr approaches 1. This explains
why there is no steady state of (2.25) when ¢g1/Vr > 1. Noting that b* represents the mean of a Gaussian solution of
(2.22) and that ¢* is the variance, we interpret that the steady state loses tightness as g1/VF approaches 17.

Corollary 3.1. When 0 < g1/Vr < 1, the unique steady state of (3.2) (b*,c") satisfy
b* — 400,c" — +00,
as g1/Vr approaches 17. And when g1/Vr > 1, there is no steady state of (2.25).

Proof of Corollary 3.1. The part when 0 < ¢g1/Vr < 1 follows from the bound (3.9) in Proposition 3.1. Non-existence
of a steady state when ¢1/VF > 1 is implied by Proposition 2.2. Indeed, since the ODE (2.25) represents the special
Gaussian solution (2.24) of (2.22), Proposition 2.2 gives that when ¢g1/Vr > 1 for every solution (b(t), c(t)),

N(b(t),c(t)) = +o0, ast— +oo,
which implies that there is no steady state. O
Now we complete this section by proving Lemma 3.4.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. For convenience we introduce the following notations for Gaussian density and Gaussian tail
probability

B 1 ILLQ B —+oo 1 g2
o) = Zmen=t) 000 = [ e ds

and rewrite (3.21) into

1-d(\)+ = <1

which is equivalent to
%aﬁ(/\) S Q) (B(A) + AL — 2(X))). (3.22)

First we consider the case A > 1. We rewrite (3.22) as
D(A
<P(A) + A1 —D(N)—=.
() + A1 = 2T

By the famous Gaussian tail probability inequality ®(\) > lJr%qﬁ()\)7 we have

Naig

N =

P(N) > A

s = T3a2 therefore

by

A
)

A
14+ A2
A2 1 A2

_ ® >
oz TV T 2 e

() 4+ A(1 — (V) > ®B(N) + A1 — (X))

©-

In the last inequality we use A > 1.
It remains to deal with the case A € [0,1]. In this case, we rewrite (3.22) as

H(A\) >0, Xelo,1],
where H()\) is defined as

HQ) : = 2N (¢(N) + A(1 = 2(N))) — %aﬁ(/\)

We claim that H”(z) < 0 for z € [0,1]. If this is true, we deduce for A € [0,1], H(\) > min(H(0),H(1)). And
min(H (0), H(1)) = 0 since H(0) = 0 and from the A > 1 case we know H(1) > 0. Therefore our final task is to show
the desired sign of H”(z), actually one calculates

. e’ (2\/5612/2(1'2 -3) foz/ﬂ et + 2z)
H"(z) = I .

And by fox/ﬁe_tzdt > %e_“2/27 we deduce

2/2, 2 @/V2 —t? 2/2, 2 T _z2/2
2V2e" ? (2 - 3) / eV dt + 20 < 2v2e" P (a® — S)Ee T4 2
0

=2z(2® —3)+ 2z < —4z +22 <0, Vzel0,1].

Then the proof is complete.
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3.1.3 Proof of Theorem 2.2

With preparations in previous sections, now we prove Theorem 2.2, that all solutions of (2.25) converge to the unique
steady state (b*,c¢*) when g1/Vr < 1.

In Proposition 3.2 we show the linear stability, which implies local convergence in a neighborhood of (b*,c*). For
global convergence, the key observation is that the system (2.25) is a cooperative system [21] in the following sense: If
we write the ODE system (2.25) as

% = fl (b7 6)7
% = f2 (b7 6)7
then by Lemma 3.2 the following derivatives are both positive,
o) _ ON_ 0h _ 0N

o~ e b —a1%>04

The long time behavior of cooperative systems, or in a more general framework called monotone systems, has been
characterized extensively in literature. We refer to [21], in particular, its section 3.7 for ODE in RZ.

>0,

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Now we begin the proof of Theorem 2.2. By Proposition 3.1 the solution (b(¢), ¢(t)) is uniformly
bounded in R x RY for t > 0, with a positive lower bound for c¢. We shall use the following result on cooperative
systems.

Theorem ([21, Theorem 3.21, Section 3.7], in a modified form). For a solution y(t) = (y1(t),y2(t)) € R®,t > 0, of a
cooperative system. There exists t* such that for t > t*, y1(t) and y2(t) are both monotone in time.

By this theorem, b(¢) and ¢(t) will be eventually monotone in time, since (2.25) is a monotone system. Together
with the upper and lower bounds, we deduce that (b(¢),c(t)) will converge, monotonely in each component, to some
point in R x R" as t goes to infinity. Then it is easy to verify that such point must be a steady state for (2.25).
Therefore by uniqueness in Proposition 3.2, it is the unique steady state (b*,c"). O

An alternative approach to prove Theorem 2.2 is to use Theorem 3.22 in [21], which states that for a cooperative
system on a domain D C R?, the w limit set contains a single equilibrium if the trajectory has a compact closure in D.
In our case D = R x R™, and Proposition 3.1(bounds for b, c and positive lower bound for ¢) ensures that the closure
of the trajectory is compact.

3.2 Long time behavior of the v-homogeneous problem: Proof of Theorem 2.3

With results on the ODE system (2.25), in this section we move on to prove Theorem 2.3 for the v-homogeneous PDE
(2.22). Specifically, we aim to show that when g1/Vr < 1, as time evolves a solution of (2.22) converges to the unique

steady state given by (2.29)
. 1 (g —b)?
p(g)f\/%exp< S )
which is a Gaussian with mean b* and variance ¢*. Here (b*, ¢") is the unique steady state of ODE (2.25).

We work with the solution formula in Lemma 2.1. First we observe that a general solution will converge to a time-
varying Gaussian. Then we find an ODE structure for the solution of (2.22), which can be viewed as a perturbation of
(2.25). Such a perturbation can be analyzed as an asymptotically autonomous system [31] (see also Appendix B).

And as aforementioned, we use the notation p(t,g) := po(t, g), since (2.22) is a reduced model for (2.1),

We start from the following semi-explicit solution formula of (2.22), which is the special case k = 0 in Lemma 2.1,
given by

p(t,g) = (pt,o x Gi)(9)- (3.23)
Here as in (2.12), pt,0 is a shrinkage of the initial data pinit(g), which is a probability density on R,
peo(y) = e'pinic(e’y),  p(0,9) = pinic(9)- (3.24)

Here in the case k = 0, G is simply a Gaussian which depends on the solution implicitly,

L o (_ (z — B(t))Q)
V/27C(t) 20(t)

And B(t) and C(t) depend on the firing rate as in (2.14)

Gt(x) =

B(t) = t e " gin(s)ds = t e~ (go + g1N(s))ds.
J J 029

¢ ¢
C(t) = 2/ e*Q(tfs)a(s)ds = 2/ 672(2&78)(@0 +a1N(s))ds.
0 0
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To see why we expect that a general solution converges to Gaussian, we can rewrite the solution formula (3.23) as

_M> pro(y)dy. (3.26)

1
p(t7g)=/RiTC(t) eXp< 2000

This shows, at each time ¢, the solution can be understood as a superposition of a sequence of Gaussian with a same
variance C(t) and different means B(t) + y. Furthermore, since pinit(y) is a probability density function, one observes
that p:o(y) = e'pinit(e’y) converges to the Dirac measure under some mild condition. With suitable uniform in #
bounds on Gy, one can show

lp(t,-) — Ge()|| = 0, ast goes to infinity,

in some norm. This indicates that a general solution of (2.22) can converge to a time-varying Gaussian.
Now we look into the dynamics of the mean and variance of Gy, i.e., B(t), C(t). Differentiate (3.25) with respect to
t, and one obtains,

4BU) _ gy 4 guN (1) - Blb),

dt
dC(t)
dt
This is very similar to the ODE system (2.25), except the determination of the firing rate N(t). While in system
(2.25), derived from an exact Gaussian solution, the firing rate is solely determined by mean b(t),c(t) as a function
N (b(t),c(t)), which is defined in (2.26). While in general case, we need to deal with a superposition of Gaussians with

different means (3.26) as follows,

N(t) :/Rg+p(t7g)dg:/Rg+dg/RGt(g*y)pt,o(y)dy

(3.27)
= 2(ao + a1 N(t) — C(1)).

:Apt,o(y)dy4g+Gt(g—y)dg

- / (N(B() + 4. C(0))peo(y)dy. (3.28)

In the last line, we use that G¢(- — y) is a Gaussian with variance C(t) and mean B(t) + y. As mentioned, we expect
that p:o(y) = e'pinit(e'y) converges to the Dirac measure at zero, then from (3.28) we expect that N(t) will converge
to N(B(t),C(t)) as time evolves. This inspires us to reformulate (3.27) as a perturbation of (2.25),

diit) =go+ g1N(B,C) — B(t) + gie(t), .
d(jh(tt) = 2a0 + 201N (B, C) = 20(t) + 2a1€(t).

Here e(t) = N(B(t),C(t)) — N(t) is the “error” from using the ODE system to approximate (3.27), which can be seen
as a perturbation, and actually goes to zero as time evolves. Since by Lemma 3.2 we have |%| < V—IF, we estimate the
error as follows,

le(®)] = [N() = N(B(t),C(#))] < /RIN(B(t) +y,C(t) — N(B(1), C(t))Ipe.o(y)dy

1 1
< — d = 5 7t/ ini d .
<V, /Rlylpt,o(y) v=goe Rlylp t(y)dy

We have assumed that the initial data has a finite first moment in Theorem 2.3. Therefore the perturbation e(t)
exponentially decays

le(t)] < Ce™, (3.30)
for some C' > 0. As a perturbation from the ODE (2.25), the long time behavior of (3.29) can be analyzed in the
framework of asymptotically autonomous system in literature [31]. For reader’s convenience, we summarize the precise
definition and a property on asymptotically autonomous system in the Appendix B.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Now we begin the proof of Theorem 2.3. We first show (B(t),C(t)) converges to (b*,c"), the
unique steady state of (2.25). This is from analyzing the system (3.29) in the framework of asymptotically autonomous
system. By Theorem B.1 in Appendix, we can prove that (B(t),C(t)) converge to the unique equilibrium of (2.25), if
we can show that the solution is uniformly bounded in time.
For this boundedness of (B(t),C(t)), we adapt the proof of Proposition 3.1. Actually, one can calculate the same
Liapounov functional as in (3.8) and find that
d1

L1157 4807) < € = Co(BO + C) + Ce™ (1B(®)] +1C(0))
Co

< -t
<C+Ce 3

(B(t)* +C(1)*),
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since by Young’s inequality |B| < 3 + 6|B|*,|C| < 1 + 6|C|* for all § > 0. Then we derive that the solution is still
uniformly bounded and therefore we deduce from Theorem B.1 that

(B(t),C(t)) — (b*,c"), ast goes to infinity.
Then by the triangle inequality, we get
lp(t, ) = P" (ller) < IP°() = Ge( i@ + 11Ge () — Pt )l L1 -

The first term is the difference between two Gaussians, and converges to zero as time evolves since (B(t), C(t)) converges
to (b*,c"). It remains to deal with the second term. Since (B(t), C(t)) converges to (b*,c") we can get uniform bounds
on ”athHLl(R):

- B _ B 2
HathHLl(R) = /R lg C(t)(t)| 271'10(15) exp <— g QC(g)) ) dg < Ci < o0, (3.31)

for ¢ large. Then by the formula (3.23), as a standard estimate for an approximation to the identity, we deduce

lp(t, ) — Ge()llLrwy = 1(Pe,0 * Ge)(-) — Gt ()l 1wy

< [ [16ta-0 - G@imotwisas < [ [ ([ 10,600~ swilds) oot dad
:/R/Oldsdylylpt,o(y)/RIath(gfsy)Idg: (/R|y|pt,0(y)dy> 106 Giell 1 vy -

Finally, by the uniform bound on [|0;G¢| ;1) (3.31) and the definition of pt,0 (3.24), we conclude
(6. = GOloscn < ( [ Il ) 105Gl
R
<C (/ Iylpt,o(y)dy) = Ce’t/ lylpimie(y)dy < Ce™".
R R

3.3 Long time behavior of the full model: Proof of Theorem 2.4

In this section we characterize the long time behavior of the full model (2.1). Recall the Fourier expansion in v (2.6)

1 = ik:v‘z/—"'
p(t7v7g) = V_F Z pk(t7g)e ,
k

Ve —ikv 2T
prlt.g): = / (v, *Frdv, ke,
0

We have shown that the solution p(¢,v,g) converges to its zeroth mode V—leo(t,g) in Theorem 2.1. Then in Theorem
2.3 we give the long time asymptotics for the reduced model when there is only the zeroth mode. However, the long
time behavior of the full model (2.1) is not a straightforward consequence. Here is the difficulty — we need to control the
contributions to the firing rate N(¢) from non-zero modes, for which the convergence in Theorem 2.1 is not sufficient.
This point will be elaborated throughout this section.

In terms of the Fourier modes in v, for ¢ > 0, the firing rate N(t) can be represented as

oo oo +oo
N(t) :/0 gp(t,Vr, g)dg = VLF/() 9( > pk(tg)) dg. (3.32)
+oo

k=—o0

+o0 1 oo
= > V_F/() gpr(t,g)dg = > Ni(t), (3.33)

k=—o0

where we define ) o
M) =g [ omit)ds, kez,
F Jo

to be the contribution to the firing rate N(¢) from the k-th mode. Sufficient decay of Ny (t) in k will be shown later
which justifies the exchange of sum and integral from (3.32) to (3.33).

We aim to control those extra Nj terms and to adapt the framework in Section 3.2.

Let us recall the structure of solutions as in Lemma 2.1. We rewrite the formula for each mode (2.11), explicitly
plugging out the decay factor,

—k2(2=)2D(t) k(3= ~
pe(t,g) =e (T P! (VF)g(pt,k *Gx)(9)- (3.34)
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And recall that Gy is a Gaussian multiplied by a phase factor (2.17),

¢ = L ex 7(27B(t))2 12—7T z
Gua2) = s exn (~E5 T v e,

= . X _(Z_B(t))Q—i 2r z— M_i 2r ' in(s
= Qﬂ—C’(t) € p< 2C(t) k(VF)( B(t))fot 62(57t)a(s)ds k(VF)/O gzn( )) y (335)

where we plug in (2.15), the definition of ©.
Then we examine the dynamics of B(t), C(¢), similarly to Section 3.2. Recall the definition of B(t), C(t) (2.14)

B(t) = / T gin(s)ds = / ™" (g0 + 91N (s))ds.
ct)=2 /t e 2= (s)ds = 2 /t e 2" (ag + a1 N(s))ds.

And we take derivatives w.r.t ¢ to find that B(t), C(t) satisfies a similar ODE system as in (3.27), which we can rewrite
as a perturbation of (2.25),

B _ gy 4 giN(t) — B(t) = go + 1 N(B.C) — B + gre(t),

dt
(3.36)
%Et) =2(ap +a1N(t) — C(t)) = 2(ao + a1 N(B,C) — C(t)) + 2a1¢€(t),
where €(t) is defined as
+oo
e(t) := N(t) — N(B(t),C(t)) = Z Ni(t) — N(B(t),C(¥)). (3.37)

k=—o0

Here N(B(t),C(t)), defined in (2.26), is the firing rate of a Gaussian with mean B(t) and variance C(t).

The estimate of €(t) is the key. Here the challenge is that it is difficult to show, at least directly, that €(¢) converges
to zero as time evolves, in contrast to the exponential decay (3.30) in Section 3.2. The trick, is to first derive a control
involving the firing rate N(B(t), C(t)), which is stated in the following Proposition 3.3.

Proposition 3.3. For the voltage-conductance model (2.1), €(t) defined in (3.37) satisfies the following estimate for
t>1,

le(®)] < Ce™ (1 4+ N(B(1),C(1), t>1,
where d* = min(1, (‘2/—;)2(10) > 0.

Combine Proposition 3.3 with the dynamics of (B(t),C(t)) in (3.36), we can eventually show €(¢) goes to zero when
91/Vr < 1. This is different from Section 3.2, where we prove the exponential decay of (3.30) without resorting to the
dynamics of (B(t),C(t)). Actually, in that case €(t) goes to zero even in the case g1/VF > 1, when the firing rate N (t)
itself diverges to infinity.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. We split |e(t)| into two parts as follows,

k=+o0

le(t)] < [No(t) = N(B(),CEDI+ > [Na(®)]- (3.38)

k=—o00,k50

The estimate of the first term in (3.38), |No(t) — N(B(t),C(t))| is similar to that in Section 3.2. Using the explicit

formula (3.34), we write
t y)d
‘, /g+po g dg = V /g+/pto g ) Y

=/Rpt,o(y)dy/RV—F9+Gt,o(g—y)d9
- / peo(@)N(B() + 3, C(1))dy.

N()(t)

In the lase line, we use that G (- — y) is a Gaussian with variance C(¢) and mean B(t) 4+ y from the formula (3.35).
On the other hand recall that (2.12) p:,0(y) = €'po,o(e’y) is a shrinkage of po,o(y), and note that poo is a probability

density from
Vr
/Po,O(y)dy:/dy/ DPinit (v, y)dv = 1.
R R 0
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Therefore we also expect p¢,0 goes to the Dirac measure. We proceed to estimate |[No(t) — N(B(t), C(t))| following the
strategy in Section 3.2:

[No(t) — N(B(t), C(t))| =

/R (N(B(t) + 3, C(t) - N(B(®), c<t>>pt,o<y>dy\

< / IN(B(t) +,C(8)) — N(B(t), C(8)|pr.o(v)dy.

Using the estimate on % in Lemma 3.2, we get

IA

(No(t) = N(BE.CO)| < 5= [ ey = g [ ooty

1 VF ¢
= v [y|pinit (v, y)dvdy < Ce (3.39)
F RrRJO

Now it remains to estimate the second term 3 F=1> ko0 [Nk(t)] in (3.38), and we shall use the decay of non-zero

modes. First, by the explicit formula (3.34), we have

_k2(27 2 (2T _
VeNe(0) = [ gepnttig)dg = TP [ gdg [ )™ F Gl ~ )y
R R R
202w N2 ik(2r —
=Tt D(t)/dypt,k(?/)/e M99, Gl — y)dg.
R R
Therefore
K2(22)2D (1) iK(2E)g A
e VF [VEN ()] < [ dylpee(y)] | le VF 79+ Gei(g — y)ldg
R R
— [ bl [ losGunlo - w)ldg
R R

:/Rdylpt,k(y)l/Rg+67‘t,o(gfy)dg~ (3.40)

In the last line we use |Gy x| = Gi,0 from (3.35). Now we can rewrite (3.40) in terms of N(b,c) as our treatment with
No,

K2(2=)2D(t)
e Vel U VENR() < | VEN(B() +y, C(1))lpes(y)ldy. (3.41)
R

On the other hand, recall again (2.12) p: x(y) = e'po.r(e'y), therefore p; . and pox have a same L' norm, which we
denote as ci. By the definition of po x (2.12), ¢t is less than one:
2

—ikaig Ve —ikv
ck == | |pok(y)ldy = [ dyle F pinit(v, g)e Fdv.
R R 0

Ve
S// |pinit (v, g)|dvdg = 1.
RJO

Then we continue the estimate in (3.41), by comparing with ¢, N(B(¢), C(t))

IR PO LN ()] < / Vil (N(B(t) +, C(t)) = N(B(1), C(1)))pes(y)ldy + e Vie N(B(E), C(2))

< / lype (9)ldy + Ve N(B(#), C(1)), (3.42)

where we use Lemma 3.2 the bound on % again. For the first term in (3.42), we estimate in the same way as for Ny
in (3.39),

/Iypt,k(y)lder_t/Iypo,k(y)ldy
R R
Vi
Se*t// |y|pinit (v, y)dudy.
RJO

Combine this with (3.42), we deduce
M TFPO N ()] < Cet + e VEN(B(1), C (1)
< C+ Ve N(B(t),C(t)).
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Therefore we get

INu(8)] < Ce™™ PO (1 4 N(B(1), C(1))). (3.43)
Sum (3.43) up for k # 0, we have
R e T e
YoooInwl<c > e (14 N(B(t),C(t)))
k=—o00,k#0 k=—o00,k#0
I ko
<o S PEPOG L N(B), O)). (3.44)
k=1

By D(t) > ao(t — et_l) in Lemma 2.2, we have D(t) > ao(

I}) > 0 for t > 1. Therefore for t > 1 we obtain from

et +1
(3.44)
k=00 o~ (3D
> IM@<c sapg (LT NV(B(),C(1)
k=—00,kz0 1—¢ (V)P

< Ce FTPO L NB®),C1), t>1.

By Lemma 2.2 again we deduce

k=+oc0
SNk < Cem I L N(BR),CW®), 2 L. (3.45)
k=—00,k#0

Plugging (3.45) and the estimate for Ny in (3.39) into (3.38), we finally conclude our estimate on €(¢),

k=+oc0

le(®)] < INo(t) = N(B(t),C(O) + > INu(t)]

k=—o00,k#0
< Cemt 4 Ce” P01 4 N(B(1), C(1))
< Ce ¥ (14 N(B(t),C(t), t>1,
where d* = min(1, ($)%ao). O

Now we begin the proof of Theorem 2.4. First we prove that when 0 < g1/Vr < 1, the solution converges to the
unique steady state.

Proof of Theorem 2.4, Case 0 < g1/Vr < 1. WLOG, we consider the case Vp =1 and 0 < g1 < 1, otherwise we rescale.
As in Section 3.2, we shall first show that (B(t),C(¢)) is uniformly bounded. Recall the dynamics of (B(t),C(t)) in
(3.36)

9B — g0+ aN (@) = BU) = g0+ 9 N(B.C) = B+ gaelt),
%ﬁt) = 2(a0 + e N(t) — C(t)) = 2(a0 + a1 N(B, C) — C(£)) + 2are(t),

By Proposition 3.3 and 0 < N(b,¢) < bt + /¢ in Lemma 3.3, we deduce for ¢ > 1
le(t)| < Ce™ (1 4 N(B,C))
< Ce "1+ |B| + VO). (3.46)
Following the same calculation for Liapounov functional as in (3.8) we obtain

d 1

5 (B* +00C°)] < C = Co(B(t)” + C(1)°) + Ce()(|B(t)| + [C(1))) (3.47)

Using (3.46) and Young’s inequality we get for ¢ > 1,

) (IB()] +[C1)]) < Ce " (1 + |B(t)| + /C O+ C®)I)
<Ce ¥t 4 cem TN (B(1)? +C(t) ).

Plug this in (3.47), and we have

DS (B% 4 80%) < 0 — (Co — O™ Y (B + O(0°).
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Therefore we derive that (B(t),C(¢)) is uniformly bounded in time. Then using (3.46) again, we get that e(t) goes
to zero exponentially. Now applying Theorem B.1 to the asymptotically autonomous system (3.36), we conclude that
(B(t),C(t)) converges to (b*,c") as time evolves.

Now we estimate the distance between the solution and the steady state. By triangle inequality we have

1 _(g—b*)?

1 1
llp(t, v, g) — V_F\/We = |1 o,veyxr) < llp(E v, 9) — V—FPO(t79)|\L1((0,Vp)xR)

1 1
+ ”V_th’O(g) - V_Fpo(t7g)”L1((0,Vp)><R)

1 1 _ <y;b:)2 i

— e c 1 .

Vi onct L1((0,VF)XR)

The first terms goes to zero by Theorem 2.1, the last term goes to zero since we have shown the convergence of

(B(t),C(t)) to (b*,c"). For the middle term, it is the same as in the last step of the proof in Theorem 2.3. Actually
recall (2.6) that the initial value of zero order mode

1
+ HV_FGt,O(g) -

\%3
po,o(g)Z/ Pinit (v, g)dv,
0

is non-negative with unit mass fR po,0(g)dg = fR fOVF Pinit(v, g)dvdg = 1. Then we can estimate in the same way as
Section 3.2

||VLFGt,0(9) - VLFPO(t7g)HL1((O,VF)><R) = p(t,-) = Gt,O(')HLl(R)
= [[(pro * Ge,0)(+) — Gt,O(')HLl(R)
< 10sGrollu [ olpeow)ds = e 10,Geolrce) [ lpoo(w)ds
< e tC.

In the last inequality, we use a uniform bound on [|9yG¢,0] 11 (r) implied by the convergence of (B(t),C(t)), as in the
proof of Theorem 2.3. O

Next, we treat the case g1/VF > 1 and prove the firing rate N(t) of (2.1) diverges to infinity as time evolves. The
key estimate is also Proposition 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.4, Case g1/Vr > 1. WLOG we consider the case Vg = 1 and g1 > 1. By Proposition 3.3 for ¢t > 1
we have [N (t) — N(B,C)| < Ce™*'(1+ N(B(t),C(t))), therefore

N(t) > (1= Ce™ N(B(1),C(1)) = Ce™", 121,
and it suffices to show that N(B, C) goes to infinity. Since N(B(t),C(t)) > %B(t) by Lemma 3.3, it suffices to show
that B(t) goes to infinity. Recall the dynamics of B(t) (3.36),

dB(t
% =go+ 1 N(B,C) — B(t) + €(t)
> go+g1N(B,C) — B(t) — Ce™" — Ce "' N(B, 0).

If g1 > 1, then there exists T such that for t > T, Ce~ %"t < 2=l and Ce ¥t < 40 then

dB(t) S 1

g1 —1 1
S+ LT N(B,C) > =
3 2390+ 75— N(B,C) 2 g0+
which implies B(t) goes exponentially to infinity by Gronwall’s inequality.

When g1 = 1 we shall follow the e-¢ definition of the limit. For every 0 < r < min(g1, go), there exists T' = T'(r)
such that Ce 4"t < r for t > T. Therefore for t > T

g1—1
Bt
—LB0)

dB(t
B 5 (g0 -+ 1 -r)NB,C) - B)
> (go— 1) — rB(t).
Then we deduce that there exists 71 = T4 (r) such that for all t > T1(r), B(t) > 9",

U
In summary, for every 0 < r < min(g1, go) there exists 71 = Ti(r) such that B(t) > 2=" for t > T1(r). Therefore
by the the -0 definition of the limit, we conclude

lim B(t) = 4o0.

t— o0
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4 The fast conductance limit

We introduce a timescale ratio parameter £ > 0 into the model (2.1), which is the ratio of the timescale of conductance
with respect to the timescale of voltage. Precisely we consider the following model

£ £ 1 1> £ € £
&fp +gaﬂup = g(ag((fgin(t) +g)p +a (t)agp ))7 CAS (07VF)7 ge R7 t>0. (4'1)

whose boundary condition, initial value and definitions of a®(t), g, (t), N°(t) are the same as in (2.2),(2.3) and (2.4) for
the simplified model (2.1). Here we just use the superscript € to stress the dependence on ¢.

In this section, we study the effect of the time ratio parameter £ and the fast conductance limit £ — 0. We derive
a limit model and analyze its behavior. Our motivation is twofold. Physically, the timescale of conductance g is much
smaller than that of the voltage v, which implies that € is very small. This motives the study of the effect of a small
¢ and the limit € — 0%. Moreover, the fast conductance limit links the kinetic model (2.1) to a “macro” model with
describes the voltage v only. This provides an another way of model reduction, in contrast to our analysis in Section
2 and 3, where we reduce the dynamics to g direction only, motivated by the long time behavior — the convergence
to v-homogeneous problem in Theorem 2.1. Such an alternative way of model reduction may provide new insights,
especially on periodic solutions, of the original model (1.1).

Let’s derive the fast conductance limit model formally first. Consider ¢ — 07 in (4.1). We collect the O(2) terms
and get the following “quasi-steady” equation in g direction

Ayl(g — gin())p — a(t)Byp] =0, t>0,v € (0,Vr),g € R. (4.2)

Solving (4.2) we deduce that for every fixed v, the profile in the g direction is a Gaussian whose mean is gin(t) and
variance is a(t). Therefore for some p(t,v) we writes

p(t/l),g) = p(t,v)g(g;gi,,(t),a(t))A (43)

N _ (9—gin ()2

Here we use the following notation for Gaussian: G(g;gin(t),a(t)) = m@ 22()) . Actually, p(t,v) is the
mTa

marginal density in v, and therefore a probability density on [0, V], which can be checked by integrating (4.3) over
[0, VF] x R.
Then we plug (4.3) into O(1) terms of (4.1), and obtain

9 (p(t,0)G(g; gin(t), a(t))) + (99(g; gin(t), a(t))) Dup = 0. (4.4)
Integrating (4.4) in g on R, using the zeroth and first moment of G
[ 9t a®.alNds =1, [ 90096 a(t))dg = a0,
we deduce a transport equation for p
Op+ gin(t)0vp =0, ve (0,Vp),t>0. (4.5)
For the boundary condition, we similarly integrate the boundary condition (2.2) in g and get
p(t,0) = p(t,Vr), t>0. (4.6)

Finally we derive a formula of N(¢) in terms of p, by which we can represent gin(t) in (4.5). Plugging (4.3) into the
definition of firing rate (2.5), we obtain

+oo
N() = / gp(t, Vr, g)dg
0

+oo
:p(t,vp)/o 99(9; gin(t), a(t))dg
= p(t, VF)JV(gin(t)7 a(t))7

where the function A4(b, c) is defined as

“+o0o —+oo 1 _(97b2
N (b, ¢) = b, c)dg = % dg, beR,c>0. 47
(b,0) / 4G9 c)g/O gﬁe—Lg c (47)

Since gin(t) and a(t) depend on N(t) (2.4), we actually have derived a nonlinear equation for N (t)

N(t) = p(t, VF)/V(g() + glN(t), aop + alN(t)). (48)
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Now we have derived the fast conductance limit model, summarized as

Op+ gin(t)0wp =0, v e (0,Vp),t>0.
p(t,0) =p(t,Vr), t>0. (4.9)
N(t) = p(t, VF)JV(go + glN(t), ao + alN(t))7 0< N(t) < 00,

where gin(t) = go + g1 N(¢) as in (2.4).

The fast conductance limit model (4.9) is a nonlinear transport equation in v. A key feature is that N(¢) solves a
nonlinear equation (4.8), which depends on the boundary value p(t, Vr). When 0 < p(t,Vr) < 1/g1, (4.8) has a unique
solution. But if p(¢,Vr) > 1/g1, then there is no N(¢) € [0, +00) satisfying (4.8), which we interpret as the blow-up of
N(t). Precisely we have the following lemma on the nonlinear equation (4.8).

Lemma 4.1. Consider the following equation in N* with a parameter p > 0,
N* ZﬁJV(g0+g1N*,ao+a1N*), (410)

where A is defined in (4.7). When p > 1/g1, there is no solution N* for (4.10). When 0 < p < 1/g1, there is a unique
solution N* for (4.10). Moreover, denote the solution in the latter case as N*(p), and then we have

lim N*(p) = +oo.
p—(1/91)~

In view of Lemma 4.1 we shall add a “physical” restriction on p(t, Vr)

0< plt, Vi) < &, (4.11)
g1
which is crucial for the well-posedness of (4.9). By Lemma 4.1, under (4.11) we can uniquely solve N(¢) from (4.8),
otherwise the firing rate blows up. Before we give the proof of Lemma 4.1, let us present the arrangements of this
section.

In Section 4.1, with some essential assumptions on the solution, we give a rigorous derivation of the fast conductance
limit model (4.9). Through semi-explicit formulas similar to Lemma 2.1, we can see clearly the effect of ¢ as well as
what happens to each Fourier mode when ¢ goes to zero.

Then in Section 4.2 we give a sharp characterization of the long time behavior of the fast conductance limit model
(4.9): depending on the L* norm of the initial value, either the firing rate N(¢) blows up in finite time or the solution
global exists. In the latter case, the solution is periodic in time.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. The nonlinear function .4 (b, ¢) defined in (4.7) has been studied in the context of the ODE (2.25)
in Section 3.1. Actually A4(b,¢) = VpN(b,c), where N(b,c) is defined in (2.26). Then the equation (4.10) becomes
finding a N* such that

N* ZﬁVFN(go+g1N*7ao+a1N*) ZO (412)

By Lemma 3.3, Ve N (b, ¢) > b we deduce from (4.12)
N* > gop+g1pN™.
Therefore if g1p > 1, there is no solution N* > 0. While when g1p < 1,

N* > ~
1—g1p

gop,

which goes to 400 as p goes to (1/¢1)”. Indeed, this argument is in analogy to Corollary 3.1.
It remains to check the existence and uniqueness of N* when g1p < 1. We shall again use the result from the ODE
system (2.25). Let b* = go + g1N*,¢" = ap + a1 N* then (4.12) is equivalent to find (b*,c") such that

go + (g1pVr)N(b", ") = b" =0,
ao + (a1pVr)N(b*,c*) — " =0,

which is equivalent to finding a steady state of the ODE system (2.25), with g1 replaced by g1pVF and a1 replaced by
a1pVr. By Proposition 3.2, we get the existence and uniqueness by checking (¢g1pVr)/Vr = g1p < 1. |

If we define 4 (b,c) := b instead of (4.7), i.e., extending the integral in g from R™ to R, then the equation (4.10)
becomes
N" =gop+g1pN".
Clearly in this case, we need 0 < p < 1/g1 to get a non-negative firing rate. Moreover, N*(p) = T%}% goes to infinity
as p goes to (1/g1)”. Lemma 4.1 extends these facts to the nonlinear function (4.7).
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4.1 Convergence to the fast conductance limit

In this section we derive the fast conductance limit model (4.9) rigorously, under some essential assumptions on the
solution.
First let’s derive the solution formulas for (4.1), like Lemma 2.1 for (2.1). We still consider the Fourier expansion
in v:
—+oo

1 iy 27
P(tv,g) = 3= > piltg)e™ T,
— (4.13)

VF —ikv 2T
pi(t,g) = / p (t,v,g)e  Vrdv, k€L
0

And similarly, plugging the expansion (4.13) in (4.1), we get that each pj, satisfies
e . 2 £ 5 € 5
e0upi, +ick 1 gpk = 9 ((=gin(t) + 9)pi +a°()06pk), g E€R, £>0. (4.14)
By the following change of variable
T=t/e, u=v/e, Up:=Vp/e, (4.15)

we reduce (4.1) to the case € = 1 (2.1), in new time variable 7 and voltage variable u. Then adapting Lemma 2.1, we
get solution formulas for (4.1) in Lemma 4.2 below.

Lemma 4.2. The solution pi,(t,g) of the equation (4.14), the k-th mode of the Fourier expansion in v (4.13) for (4.1),
is given by

& iek(2% ¢ £ 5
pilt, g) = €V (pF L % G L) (9)- (4.16)

Here p5 . is a shrinkage of pg ., which is the initial data for the k-th Fourier mode multiplied a shift in frequency:

%
5 £ € € £ —igk 2% F B —ikv 2T
Pii(y) == e P ule’y), porlg) =e VFg/ Pinit(v,9)e  VF dv. (4.17)
0

And G3 i, is a modified Gaussian with a phase factor and a decay factor, given by

\/ﬁ exp <—%) exp (ikaé—zes(t z)) exp <—k252(‘2/—7;)2D5(t)) :

Here the mean B®(t) and the variance C°(t) are given by

Gfk(z) =

t/e ~ t 1
BE(t) _ / 67(t/57T)gfn(67~')d7~' _ / gef(tfs)/sgisn(s)ds.
0 0

t/e - t 92
Ce(t) = 2/ e 2N f (e7)dF = / Ee_Q(t_s)/Eae(s)ds.
0 0

Moreover ©°(t,z) and D (t) are given by

t (s—t)/e, e d t
0°(t,2) =~ ~ B O L [ yas, (418)
fO e2(s—t)/sas(s)ds € Jo
and Ty )
t 1 s5— g _¢€ d
DE(t) = 1/ o (s)ds =l AT (4.19)
€ Jo %fo e2(s=t)/eqe(s)ds

With Lemma 4.2, we can derive the fast conductance limit model under two assumptions. First we need an
assumption on initial data as follows.

Assumption 4.1. (i) For different ¢ > 0 the nitial data p,;; is the same, i.e.,
piEnit(Umg) :pinit(v7g)7 v E [07 VF],QER, e>0.
(i1) Let
VF —ikv2T
Pr,init(9) 1:/ Pinit(v,g)e  VF dv
0
be the k-th Fourier coefficient in v of the initial data, then we assume

+oo
> I+ gD Prnitl 22 ) < 00

k=—o00
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Moreover, we impose an assumption on the solution, that is, we assume the firing rate N°(¢) has a limit in C[0, T]
for some T > 0, as stated in the following.

Assumption 4.2. For some T >0, and N(t) in C[0,T], the firing rate N°(t) > 0 has the following limit
Ne(t) = N(t), in C[0,T],
ase — 0T,

Assumption 4.2 implies that N°(¢) is uniformly bounded and the limit N(¢) > 0. And as a consequence, we have
well-defined limits for gf,(¢) and a®(¢)

gin(t) = go + g1 N°(t) = go + g1 N (t) = gin(t),

a(t) = ao + a1 N°(t) = ap + a1 N(t) = a(t), (4.20)

in C[0,T] as € goes to zero.

Assumption 4.1-(i) can be relaxed to convergence of pf,;; in the norm corresponding to Assumption 4.1-(ii). Here
we assume the initial data for different e > 0 is the same for simplicity and clarity. Assumption 4.1-(ii) gives the control
on the regularity in v and the first moment in g.

Assumption 4.2 is more essential, since it is imposed on the solution rather than on initial data. Actually we shall
show in Theorem 4.1 that for the limit model, the firing rate can blow up in finite time. Therefore Assumption 4.2
does not always hold, since the limit firing rate may not be well-defined.

Now we can state the rigorous result on the fast conductance limit.

Proposition 4.1. With assumptions 4.1 and 4.2, as € goes to zero, the solution p°(t,v,g) of (4.1) converges to a
solution of the fast conductance limit model (4.9) in the following sense. For T > 0 in Assumption 4.2 and every
0<To<T, ase— 0T,

p(t,v,9) = p(t,v)m exp (—%) ., in L=((To, T); L' ((0, Vr) x R)).

Here p(t,v) is a solution of the fast conductance limit model (4.9) and it satisfies the bound (4.11).

Proof of Proposition 4.1. The idea is to pass the limit for each term in Lemma 4.2.
First we consider the limit of pf(t,g). Recall (4.17) pf (y) := et/spak(et/fy). Note that

) Ve ) Vr R
& —zst—"g B —ikv 2L —ikv &5
pO,k(g) =€ Vr pinit(vmg)e Ve dv — pinit(U7g)€ Vr dU7
0 0

in L'(R) as ¢ — 07. Also note that for a function h(x) in L'(R), its shrinkage e*/*h(z /) goes to (Jz h(y)dy) 6(x), the
Dirac measure at x = 0 multiplied by the integral of h, as ¢ — 0" (e.g. in the sense of distribution). Therefore for D ks
we have

pik — ck6(0), ¢>0,

as € goes to 0F. Here cy, is defined as

Ve —ikv 2T
ck = // Pinit(v, g)e Vrdv, ke€Z. (4.21)
rJo

Precisely, we shall use that for a L' function f, as & goes to 0T
piwxf—ef, in L'(R), (4.22)

and that this convergence is uniform for a family of f with a uniform W"'(R) bound. Recall (4.17) p§,(y) =
et/EpS’k(et/Ey), the “shrinkage factor” e'’® is increasing w.r.t ¢, therefore this convergence is uniform in (7o, 7T) for
To > 0.

Now we examine the limit for G} ;. First we note that as ¢ approaches zero, the integral of %e_(t_s)/s becomes
more and more localized at s = ¢t. Then using Assumption 4.2 on the uniform convergence of N¢, we deduce

t
€ 1 — —S E €
Be(t) = /0 ge (t=s)/ gin(8)ds = gin(t) = go + 1 N (¢), (4.23)

as € — 07. Similarly

¢
Ce(t) = /0 ge_Q(t_s)/gafn(s)ds — a(t) = ao + a1 N(t), (4.24)
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as € — 0. Next we consider exp (isk%@f(t, z)) From (4.18) we get

e e 56(87t)/6a6(s)d8 ¢ e
€0°(t,2) = —e(z — B (t))f(;t e2(s=1)/2q¢(s)ds _/0 in(s)ds.

With Assumption 4.2, the first term goes to zero, and the second term goes to — fot gin(s)ds. Therefore

t
lim exp <iak2—ﬂ-@6(t,z)) = exp (—szl/ gm(s)ds) . (4.25)
Ve Ve Jo

e—0t

Finally we look at the decay factor exp (—k252(‘2/—;)2D6 (t)) By the expression (4.19),

t t (s—t)/e, & d 2
2D (1) = 5/ a®(s)ds — (fote @ (s)ds)” (4.26)
0 Jo e26=8/2as(s)ds
which goes to zero as € goes to 07 thanks to Assumption 4.2. Therefore we have the following limit
. 2 2,27 \2 e
lim exp <—k e (=)D (t)) =1. (4.27)
e—0t VF
Combine (4.23),(4.24),(4.25) and (4.27), we get the limit of Gf
2T t 1 (g - gin(t))2> 0 +
() — —ik== [ gin(s)ds | ———— I Im®) ) g9, ase— 0t 4.28
tk(g) = exp < 7 v /0 gin(s) s) oma) exp ( 3a(0) thy s ( )

For a fixed k, thanks to the explicit expression, the convergence of Gf j, is uniformly in L'(R) for t in (Ty, T). Moreover,
by checking the formula for the derivatives, we can similarly deduce the convergence in W' (R).

i 27
Combining the W1 convergence of Gi 1 (4.28) with (4.22), also noting that EFVE g ase 0", we deduce
from the solution formula (4.16)

i€ 2 € 5
pi(t.g) = T 4 x Gi )

iek( 2% e c €
NG )g(pt,k * G?,k + ik * (Gip — ng))

—+ 3 exp (-mff—z /O t gm(s)d5> 2;@) exp (- (g ’Qgi(‘igt)f) . ase— 0t (4.29)

in L'(R) and uniformly for ¢ in (Tp, T). Apply the limit (4.29) to each Fourier mode, and exchange the sum and limit,
which is ensured by Assumption 4.1-(ii) and [|pg (£, )||L1 () < [|Pk,init(9) || L1 (m) from (4.16), and then we get

p°(t,v,g9) = p(t,v,9), ase— 0", in L= ((To, T); Ll((O7 Vr) x R)),

where ¢, is defined in (4.21) and gin(t), a(t) are still given by

where

gin(t) = go + 1N (1), a(t) = ao + a1 N(t),

as in (4.20). We denote the marginal density in v direction p(¢,v), as in our previous derivation,

p(t,v) = VLF ]:i o exp (ik%(v - /Ot gin(s)ds)) 7 (4.30)

then
_ b e=aw®)
p(t, v, 9) = p(t,v) o) P ( 2a(t) ) '

Now we check that p(¢,v) indeed satisfies the fast conductance limit system (4.9). First we note that Assumption

4.1-(ii) ensure that
—+ o0

+oo
Z lex| < Z llPr,init]| 1 (r) < 0.

k=—o00 k=—o0
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Therefore p(¢,v) defined in (4.30) is continuous, satisfies the boundary condition (4.6) and is a (weak) solution of the
transport equation (4.5). We also note that p(t,v) = pr(tw,g)dg is a probability density on (0, V) for any fixed t.
It remains to check the limit of the firing rate N(¢). Recall (2.5) for £ > 0 the firing rate is defined by

+oo
N°(t) = /O gp°(t, Vi, g)dg. (4.31)

We need to take limit in (4.31) and exchange the integral and limit in the right hand side. Thanks to Assumption
4.1-(ii), this can be justified by the control on firing rate similarly to (3.42) in the proof of Proposition 3.3. Then we

deduce ( )
1 g—gin(t )
= exp (Mg g
o I omat) T ( 2a(t) I
which is (4.8). Since we know by the Assumption 4.2 that N(t) € C[0,T], by Lemma 4.1 we deduce that p satisfies the
bound (4.11), i.e., 0 < p(¢,VFr) < 1/g:1.

+oo
N(t) = p(t, VF)

O

4.2 Periodic solutions versus blow up

Now we analyze the fast conductance limit model (4.9). First we supply (4.9) with an initial data
p(0,v) = pinit(v), v €0, Vr].

The initial data pinit is also a probability density on [0, Vr]. We assume that the initial value pini¢ is continuous and
compatible with the boundary condition pinit(0) = pinit(Vr). For the initial firing rate to be well-defined, in view of
Lemma 4.1 we need pinit(Vr) < 1/g1.

Depending on the L* norm of the initial value pinit(v), the solution of the fast conductance limit model (4.9) either
blows up in finite time or globally exists. In the latter case, the solution is periodic in time. These characterizations
are given in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose the initial data pinit s a continuous probability density on [0, Vr]. Moreover, it is compatible
with the boundary condition: pinit(0) = pinit(Vr) and satisfies pinit(Vr) < 1/g1. Then we have the following results on
the fast conductance limit system (4.9).

1. If maxyeo,vy] pinit(v) < 1/g1, then the solution p globally exists and is periodic in time.
2. Otherwise if max,cjo, vy Pinit(v) > 1/g1. Then the firing rate N(t) blows up in finite time. Precisely, there exists
T* > 0 such that the solution exists on (0,T") but
lim N(t) = 4o0.

t—(T*)~
Moreover, we have the following upper bound for the blow-up time

0<T" <Vg/go.

Proof. Suppose the solution exists, by a change of variable in time 7 = fot gin(8)ds, 1.e., dT = gin(t)dt, we reduce (4.9)
to a simple linear equation for n(r,v) := p(t,v)

O:n+0,n=0, T>0,v€(0,Vp),

n(r,0) = n(r,Vr), 7>0, (4:32)

whose solution is
n(T7 U) - pinit(v - T)y (433)

where v — 7 should be understood in mod Vr sense (or considering the periodic extension of pinit).
In view of Lemma 4.1, as long as n(r, Vp) < 1/¢1, we can construct the firing rate N(7) from the solution (4.33) of
the linear transport equation (4.32). Then we can construct the solution p, by changing back from time variable 7 to ¢.
In Case 1, we always have n(7, Vr) < max,c(o,v,] pinit(v) < 1/g1. Therefore we can construct the firing rate N(7)
for all 7 > 0. Moreover, in time variable 7 the solution n(r,v) is periodic with the period V, which implies that
t = fOT ﬁ(%)d% goes to infinity as 7 goes to infinity. Therefore changing back to the time variable ¢, we get a global

V1
0 gin(7)
In Case 2, since pinit(VF) < 1/g1, we can find a unique v* € (0, V&) such that

solution p(t,v) with the period T :=

dr > 0. Here we use N(7), gin(7) for N and gi, in the time variable 7.

pinit(v") = 1/g1,  pinie(v) < 1/g1, Yo € (v*, VF].
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Then we can solve (4.32) for 7 < 7* := Vg — v™ but at time 7" the firing rate can not be defined. Transforming back
to time ¢, we get a solution of (4.5) on the time interval (0,7), where

dr < < — < o0.

T /VF?U* 1 Ve—v" Vg
. 0 Gin(T) go go

Since by continuity, lim,_, g« p(t, Vr) = 1/g1, from Lemma 4.1 we deduce that lim,_, i7«)- N(t) = +o0.
O

Theorem 4.1 gives the long time behavior for different initial data under a fixed parameter gi. We can also
reformulate it by fixing the initial data and let g1, which reflects the strength of the nonlinearity, vary.

Corollary 4.1. For a fized initial data pinis(v) which is a continuous probability density on [0, Vr] and is compatible
with the boundary condition (4.6) pinit(0) = pinis(VF). Then there exists a threshold

=1 ini .
si =1/ g, oot
For g1 > g1, the solution of (4.9) blows up in finite time. While for 0 < g1 < g7, the solution globally exists and is
periodic.

Here if pinit(Vr) > 1/g1, we say that the solution blows up at time ¢ = 0. Corollary 4.1 is a direct consequence of
Theorem 4.1.

We can also show that if g1, the strength of the nonlinearity, is too large, then every solution, with a probability
density initial data, blows up in finite time.

Corollary 4.2. If g1 > Vg, then any solution of (4.9), with an initial data satisfying conditions in Corollary 4.1, blows
up in finite time.

Proof of Corollary 4.2. Since pinit is a probability density and continuous on [0, Vr],

fOVF pinit(v)dv 1 1
max pinit(v) > ——m——————— = — > —.
ve[O,VF]p t( )2 Ve Ve = g1
Then the result follows from Theorem 4.1. O
Corollary 4.2 is sharp in the following sense: if g1 < Vp, then ps(v) = é, the density of uniform distribution on

[0, VF], is a steady state with a finite firing rate, therefore a global solution. Moreover, this threshold is consistent with
Proposition 2.2, which can be extended to € > 0 similarly using the change of variable (4.15). Indeed, one can show
for the voltage-conductance simplified model (4.1) that the firing rate N(t) goes to infinity as ¢ goes to infinity for any
solution when g1 > Vp.

In view of the limit process € — 07, we speculate that the finite time blow up of the limit model corresponds to
that N¢(t) goes to infinity as ¢ goes to 07. A numerical simulation by adapting the scheme in [6] is given in Figure 1.
We plot the firing rate N¢ for various €. As e goes to zero, the firing rate of the voltage-conductance simplified model
(4.1) becomes larger and larger. And for the limit model (4.9), formally ¢ = 0, the firing rate blows up in finite time.
This may reflect an intuition given in [27], which says that blow-up happens at a longer timescale than the timescale
of the kinetic model.
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Figure 1: Firing rate N(¢) in a log scale with respect to time for the voltage-conductance simplified model
(4.1) with different ¢ versus the fast conductance limit model (4.9) for ¢ = 0. Parameters: go = 10,91 =
1,,a9 = 2,a; = 0.1. In this case, the limit solution blows up.

On the contrary, if we assume N®(t) uniformly converges to some N (¢) on [0, 7], then the limit solution exists on
[0, T] as shown in Proposition 4.1. From Theorem 2.1 we know that when € > 0 the solution of the kinetic voltage-
conductance simplified model (2.1) converges to the homogeneous v problem (2.22). However, Theorem 4.1 implies that
this convergence does not hold in the fast conductance limit model (4.9) since all solutions are periodic. This apparent
contradiction can be reconciled by (4.19) and (4.26) in Section 4.1, from which we can observe that the “decay factor”
for non-constant modes is like exp(—ek?t), which vanishes as £ goes to zero. To illustrate this, we perform numerical
simulations by adapting schemes developed in [6]. In Figure 2, we plot the firing rate N(¢) for different £, including
the limit case € = 0. For the fast conductance limit model the firing rate is periodic, which is consistent with Theorem

4.1. While when & > 0, the solution shows damped oscillations, which last longer and longer as & goes to zero.
We remark that results in this section can be directly extended to more general velocity fields gf(v), using the

change of variable in Section 2.5.
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Figure 2: Firing rate N(t) with respect to time for different £ > 0 of the voltage-conductance simplified model
(4.1) versus the fast conductance limit model (4.9) for ¢ = 0. Parameters: go = 10,91 = 0.5,,a9 = 2,a1 = 0.1.
In this case, the limit solution is periodic.
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Appendix A Derivation of the solution formula in Lemma 2.1

In this appendix we give detailed calculations for Lemma 2.1. Lemma 2.1 can be seen as an extension of the solution
formula for the Fokker Planck equation associated with the OU process [29].
Recall (2.7),

2
Opr + sz—ngk =0y ((—gin(t) + 9)px + a(t)Oypr), ge€R, t>0.

To be concise, in the following we drop the subscript £ and introduce p := k\Q/_: Then (2.7) becomes

Oip +ipgp = 9y ((—gin(t) + 9)p + a(t)dyp), gER, t >0, (A1)

We consider the Fourier transform in g

5 L [T ige
B0.€) == Fy(ot.9)) = —= / 9 p(t, g)dg.

Then we have 1
gp = i0¢p,  Ogp = P, \/—2_7rf1 * fa = fif.
In terms of the Fourier transform p, (A.1) becomes,

Oep — pOep = —igin(t)EP — E0ep — a(t)€7p,
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which simplifies to
0up + (€ = m)9ehp = —(a(t)€” + igin (DE)P,
This is a first order equation in £ whose characteristic is given by

dét)
= §(t) — w,

whose solution is
E(s) —n=e"""(E(t) — p).
Solving the equation (A.2) along characteristic (A.3), we get

p(t, &(t)) = p(0,£(0)) exp (*/0 [a(s)é(s)* + Z'gin(S)f(S)]dS) :
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(A.3)

(A.4)

(A.5)

In view of (A.4), by identities x = & — p+ p, 2> = (x — u)? 4 2u(x — p) + p?, where = £(s) in the following calculation,

we get

/0 [a($)€(s)? + igm(s)E(s)]ds = (€(t) — )] / €25 =V0(s)ds]

0

e - min [ € Oatts i [ (s

0

t t
+u2/ a(s)ds—f—iu/ gin(s)ds.
0 0
Therefore (A.5) becomes

p(t,€) = p0,e (& — p) + M)e—Ht(i—u)7
where Hi(x) is the following quadratic function

t t ¢
Hy(z) = :c2[/ 2 a(s)ds] + x[2,u/ eCVa(s)ds +i/ e* " gin(s)ds]
0 0 0

¢ ¢
+,u2/ a(s)derm/ gin(s)ds.
0 0
By the inverse Fourier transform F~!, we have

p(t,9) :-7:5_1[13(07 e_t(§ — ) + M)e—Ht(i—u)]
= "I F M0, et + p)e” O]

= eMIF [P0, €7 E + )] =

\/12_71-]:5_1 [6—Ht(§)])4
For the first inverse transform, we calculate
F B0, e+ )] = Fe ' [p(0, el
=e"p(0, etg)efi“etg.
For the second, we rewrite e~ #t($) in (A.6) as
e~ He(®) _ A(t)ef%C<t)527u(2co<t)+i3(t))sy

where

t
A(t) i= e~ Jo adsmin ffam)ds - o) = 2/ 2 a(s)ds,
0

t t
Co(t) := u/ e“a(s)ds, B(t) ::/ e* ' gin(s)ds.
0 0

Then the inverse Fourier transform of et reads

}-71[6th(§)] _ 1 oo eigéeth(E)dg
¢ - V2T J o

— A1) {L /m exp <—1cg2 — (2Cs +iB — ig)§> dg]
V2r J e 2
2Co +iB — ig

(2Co 4 iB — ig)?

0 L/% /:j o <_%C(£ - c )+ 2C
= A(t)% exp (ﬁ 200(B—g) (B-— 9)2) .

c ' ¢ 20

)

(A.7)
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Together with (A.7) and (A.8), we get

p(t.g) = e F [P0, €€ + )] + (\/%fgl e 7))
= ei“g[etp(07et~)6_wet'] . (Lfg_l[e_Ht(E)])A

V2T

Now we return to the notation py and substitute u = (Q—F)7 we get the formulas in Lemma 2.1

(27T
pilt, g) = eV (pes x o) (9).

Here p; i is a shrinkage of po r, which is the initial data for the k-th Fourier mode multiplied a shift in frequency,

V]
ik 2m F kv 2n
pt,k(y) = etpo,k(ety% pO,k(g) =€ ' VFg/ pinit(v7g)6 Ve dv.
0

And Gy = #]—?1 [e~ )] is a modified Gaussian with a phase factor and a decay factor,

Gir(z) = ﬁ exp <—%) exp <ik‘2/—7;®(t, z)) exp <_k2(%

Here the mean B(t) and the variance C(t) are given by

~—

2D(t)) A

t t
B(t) = / e 7 gin(s)ds = / e (go + g1 N (s))ds.
0 0
¢ ¢
Oft) = 2/ e*Q(tfs)a(s)ds = 2/ 672()575)(040 + a1N(s))ds.
0 0

Moreover O(t, z) and D(t) are given by

By s
0(1:2) = ~(: = BO) sy oo [ sl

and
( Ot e*ta(s)ds)?

fot e2(s=Na(s)ds

D(t) = /Ot a(s)ds —

Appendix B On the asymptotically autonomous system

For reader’s convenience here we recall the definition of the asymptotically autonomous system and a long time behavior
result, taken from the introduction of [31].
We called an ODE

z = f(t,x), =z(t)eR", (B.1)
asymptotically autonomous if there exists a limit equation
y=9(), yt)eR", (B.2)
such that
ft,z) = g(x), t— oo, locally uniformly for z € R". (B.3)

In the following we assume f(t,z) and g(x) are continuous function and locally Lipschitz in x.
We define the following w-limit set w(to, zo) for a forward bounded solution = of (B.1) starting at xo when t = ¢,

w(to, o) = Ns>to{z(t),t > s}

We shall use the following result on the asymptotically autonomous system, which is a direct combination of
Theorem 1, 2 and 7 of Markus’s [25] (which are quoted as Theorem 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 in [31])

Theorem B.1. Suppose the dimension n = 2 and the system (B.2) has ezactly one equilibrium yo which is locally
asymptotically stable and there is no periodic orbits. Suppose x is forward bounded solution of (B.1) then

z(t) = yo, as t— oo.
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Proof. By [31, Theorem 1.3] in 2D the w limit set either contains equilibra or is the union of the periodic orbits of
(B.2). In our case by the assumption on (B.2) we have

w(to, o) = {yo}-

Since yo is a locally asymptotically stable steady state of (B.2), by [31, Theorem 1.2] we conclude that x(t) — yo, as
t — 0. O

To apply Theorem B.1, besides the study of the limit system (B.2), we shall take care to prove the locally uniformly
convergence (B.3) and to prove that the solution is bounded.
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