— 7l e Pk o B i) A AR P T e T ol A R T
% i B S

A theory of loop formation and elimination by spike timing-dependent
plasticity
James Kozloski* and Guillermo A. Cecchi
Biometaphorical Computing, Computational Biology Center, IBM Research Division,
IBM T. J. Watson Research Center, Yorktown Heights, NY, USA
Edited by: Dmitri ‘Mitya’ Chklovskii, Cold Spring Harbor, USA
Reviewed by: Alex Koulakov, Cold Spring Harbor, USA; Armen Stepanyants, Northeastern University,
USA
*Correspondence: James Kozloski, Computational Biology, IBM T. J. Watson Research Center, 1101
Kitchawan Rd., Rm. 05-144, Yorktown Heights, NY 10598, USA.

e-mail: kozloski@us.ibm.com

(Song Jian, translate)

e RNMEAI, BERGAYZ TR %, F2F K% 4R BT 2 M (STDP)HLI =T WA
B EEKEHE BB R AR (trans-synaptic) AL, HKATIERR, 3% STDP 9 Mtk
(polarity) , AW FEALEY. A0 A ANIESh G M F, Zh#e3k (functional loops)

S RBEBIE R, AT AT ORI ERAY R E, #— I T AR F IR
KR %F, STDP & —F© A H 2K X B, —MIFEZTHHIRRAFE TN
W) % A7 STDP 4 69 K R AR T — AR BTN A B F 696 54T, e
AT G RELAS 2 20 A5, RAVAAEA LR, AT B X — TN 6918 £ 47
% ZxtAn A STDP 694835 AF A #AT SR M09 15 2. X R 5 C & KB P 72 4£, RN
M| STDP &5 VAR Y TR Kia RE Lo N 22 Mg KECE HeiR, L2045
KA B 4535 4169 ROE o

*425:STDP, &R, M%, ioil, AWZFF, &, FHEM, LORE

515

0 A BN P28 T 2 TR RT3 1 SE B2 BIMPA L 4E M C neuropil ) Al FEATIHH R
7 18] 43 A5 1) BR i1l (Braitenberg 11 Schuz, 1998;Stepanyants ¢ A\, 2007). 4 &) K i
R 28 A FEZH 23N 5 () R T 4, X e U N FL P R AR 2 4, DL OB IX e g
R o SRTT, 3 L8 0 28 110 40 41 S AL 3 Ve A AE i ] % 1K) J2 Ok 58 4 4
o XMERFHRK — D BIRL R 2T mIGH & (no strong loops
hypothesis) ”, ‘B R F & H K B R € B X3 X E B AR SEBL sl 22 oo 21|
2R TGN 2% 1 30 FM 2 (Crick and Koch, 1998). EAA EL5N R R S 1 v B #2
F R R AR A A A A, AT I AR 3l B] 5 4 b 45 #4) (Le Be A1 Markram,
2006), AHFRATTXS BEAA Ko 9 28 $h 0 45 40 R BE AT 2ok B T IX MR B A, B
DX 3l [ (R o WAL, ()N 0 AR R il [ i 2 (R RE NS 5 FEAEBOR BT H A Bk
di b, E T A AR RN AR (100-200 ML TG, 0.05-0. 1mm) 52 /A 7] fE
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Mo I IXEEBRIA,  H AT ANE 2RISR B 2 A Tl B i A1 5 A R BT SO
3T S0 G ] e e A e 1 5 5 i 7 A Y

INITIALTOPOLOGY LEARNED TOPOLOGY

LOOP-REGULATING STDP

B 1:STDP 464F 28 7 & B o 7146 3641 F 89 B3k i3 (£) B — (DA QSR AV 2 (R K &)
B AAYZ AR E)RIEREA Kk =2F k=3 693 %, X FE A STDP 5 3 MW L o /5 5
(FPTF, o), B(PMETEX—IE, xMAEEH(LE)Fofk K (L E)HE BALGG BT £, v 4
AT RARIAT o BiX B RIEZ 5 R AL AH WAAEE, NSRRI AMA SR, A
Ab 2T E G B B AR GG Ak K R Ak, m F R AR (8. BiE F MR PR F S
STDP = & — AR AR 095 T 364 (6) 2l I AP 2 LR K &),

PATTRERNTE ) &2, S 1) 5038 =2 75 70 Jay 0 [m] B v 48 R ol W2 21, IR 32
RN RN 2/ 1 R it s 2, BRIk it B 44 3 v 28 14 (STDP; Markram 25 A,
1997), J& 75 1] AR 70 A, NI B AR 6 AT ArT RIS 40 4k [ 2 000 () #4145 44 - STDP
IR 5 4L 43 1) Hebb 22 S BIAVE AT AN, &40 Hebb 2= 2] BRIy, —iEEk
SR HBEALIIFNE TC 2 (B A B S B nas. A/, STDP 25 B [ 42 53 fii 5y Al
S fith J5 0 28 G T HE B 4RF R B[] I (Morrison 25\, 2008), 3% A 50U it it A% 1 5%
fi ¥ S R Canti-symmetry ), 32 B R T 5 it /i B85 5 Al 5 4 48 G 2 S B0 R (B
D)o SAJE,FRATE 7818125 1) 3 A r) @2 3 P Jsg %o R P Ko B i EEL 65 0 1 235 ) ) 2 T
et ?

B, WR—ARAET A& ML e (“trigger” neuron) TN SE 1
—MERFEMZ T (first-order “follower” neuron) #XEIE . A4 XN <IREE FHZ T
5 Rt 42 g6 2 8] i B2 S IE R 2 B HI 55 o DR AR fil % 4 28 6 (1) 1) 5 A% 1
SEHALZ Ja, BREE 7= A 1) Kkt 2 32 B 218 5 Sl k58 fm(B 1), STDP i&
TTHBR AP 2R 70 2 [R] ) i o 39 4 3% 422 1) )5 B e 4] 22 BH Abbott £ Nelson(2000)
FEHP . X BEIRANTY RN S WL, 18 T Fra 1 2 58 fik (0976 28 1% 82 fi & 2%

(trigger) ALEREZE (follower) : UIERFEAS n W ERFEE 1 3h 1 H AL 7 iR firh i 25 fi
KRG F= AR B R HAL, U s 0 AR Rk g B T A0 S 1 R i R 55 K R IR Th e A . 2T
KRR E S, AT UG o BB AL 7 V2RI B, Mg PR 50, Rl
I S R DRI I, J2 HH STDP EL A SR+ I8 55 1Y

2Ry STDP X 22 [l e 4t Fh A5 4 (K2 i S A 1 WA O 0000 o 230 W A0 5
FUR WY, A R AR Y BBl (] B 32 12 U T A RS IR R A o FRATIIAON, I RIS
ARZE [ e AN ST IR EE L AR A, WA AUB IEFritE STDP JE BRI SEAP £ 2 G4t # AN
THREIEBL . BATITT IR, Xt Foty 2 ST REI PRI SRABR 23 A 7] e 2 o e 2 [T it 4
PRI 205K, X EE R R e i St R] e = 15 2SR AL A e 6
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K Song 2 A (2000) 17 E 512541 100 A28 76 W 2% (I AFAN P22 TG 33k 4T
D3, FATMEE T MZEIESh 10 FP G R R IR EE SR . RSN, AT
X XSG S BEAT T BN . B BB, DAER R IX i 4 B S A2 T Rk
SRR e . s, A ORI ER A R U, T HLE A Y Song
2 N (2000) T i€ -

0 YV B V) 2 (NE L )
H A 1m=20ms, Vies=-60mV, Eexce=0mV, Einn=-70mV, Vinresh=-54mV, DA
& m%)ﬁ EI/‘J E’ﬁi EEAJ:TS: Vreset:‘60mVo

Rl LT gexe AT ginn FR A T fih BT 06 1 B SR M B 2k, W1 [F Song 5 A
(2000) I FE, EPA

gexc(t) (t)+g_ ng h()_>g'h(t)+§'h°

FERAWERNE LT, KSR RZES LN -

g e
9o |__, FI /)
Texc( dt J 8exe }F 7, h( dt J 8 inh

H 1 texe=1inn=5.0ms, Ginn=0.015, 0<Za<gmax> I H gmax=0.01. HATAN
#B M 4% Cintra-network ) A4k W 2% (extra-network) ¥ %1 A ¥ 465 1 8.
RNASTEIAE, P93 4% 2.=0.005 AT Ak & 2% 3.=0.01 .

X T A0 2% N L)L‘TEIEEI’JEK Fexe=20Hz 7= 2 X A5 ¥4 ] 55 IX Poisson
GRUEFFH o IR, AR A PR R S ) FE S5 IR Poisson 4 U %) B
WA e 77E, HF roin<rinn<rmaxs rmin=5Hz, 3 H rmax=1000Hz. 7 %
— AW E P K B, di=0.1ms, rinn PA— AN B [E)H £ 1,=2.0ms EIR, 2R )5 DA
5 — A3 Foy B LG AR ) B = 0 1, ) 4% p 48 o AR IX — I () 2B KPR AR I T
Al 1t

zZ, d:l:;h = inn $l] Tinh (t) - Tinh (t)+ (rmax ~ "min )Y(t) °

Xt T T A AR A AT X B AT U], STDP Xt T M4 ot j Bl 4 ot i
5% fir B8 S R0 14 T 3 A

g, /)=2, )+ g, G )y m@), IRk ]

2.(.7)= 8,01+ (e 2,0 P.(0.g) - TSI 5

H A u=0.1, g ¥ 245 7E X 8] [Gmin» Gmax]o 1EUI Song %25 A (2000), M(i)
A Pa(iy) 5k f6 5, Bt
dM dP,
T 7——1‘4()*'1 n - h
H P t+=1-=20ms. 1E 40 Song 25 A (2000)frik, &4 — ALt i 77—
ANEAE WAL, MO)EL S > A4-, A-=0.00035, 1440 B —A
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R W R — D SAE AL, Po()BE =BG IN A+, 4+=0.00035. 1% 5T
LA 2 SEIL T STDP 1 ) 5 Fr ek B (L 1)

oAt

T AL (randomize) T AT W 4% i3t 47 73 #1 ( 2B,C,4C 1 5),
WATENE 7 —DRENFIR RG], WEMN LB n, Hdon 2 AT R 2%
(R BCAE B A AR XS Jo &R I BB o AR IX BE 4R AR R 51 6 R R BT A
X mc R AL E HFATHE R, NI ERE 7 W& 85 2] B
(learned weight matrix) , [F B A% IR 1 W 2% (1) 2% 2 # 4 o

AR BN 2% i ME— 3R (B 2C) BHTREE, MARBEZEEAN], BH
XK (k>20) , BRI REEALCH BT 102°%. Nk, ST
HKE Kk, RATMET 100 TMKE N k-1 FIFEVLERZ . IRATZ BT LB X Lk 4%
FROAME—842, SR ARANER KR TP X M4 e AT R AT B e (BRI,
A SRS TR EEE, R Ao 2 %) o SR, AT
KEEERTUAE— A I FMEMNAET ZIRER. FE L, TR &R
(k<3), XRWIRIITGHL, FOAAREIME— B a U —H .

FATT AR AT HE B e B — (P3RS, IXAEAE BI{E (weight threshold) j74E
—NFERAE Chalf-full) ZERE CAFF 100 NMHZ TG, —ANF 5000 4N 1 A1 5000
A0 FIRERE) o 4T 4.00 2.00 1.0. 0.5 1 0.1 ms LR, XEEEE 554 0.0032.
0.0030. 0.0033. 0.0037 A1 0.0046. EILIXFF 7, FRATTHE A AL 79 1 5K
50, FFTERTAE 925G R M [0 I B B PR AR S . BT AE 5 B 5000 /M
TN ST AT 28 1R 4T LR e o

R TR e EAE (B 5B, C) , ATRHA 1 Thivierge 1 Cisek (2008)
W TS 2, KR 2] 2 E AR RN, BRATTUL Ims (95 FFF
NEEAME TCAE ARG T F, FLFFEERT 8] 5 Bt AT B [P BIAESSE, JF A S
MEL B Z AR TOAH R B R 190 . FRATH —A 10ms A%+ 55 FERI & T B
2RI M ARG R BT B, ARG ERAIE R T — AN BIE, 1% BE S T IX g 1
L 5% IR T ITHE . A S IR € 1000 (XEIME, FFRAIX 1000
AME T 5B FH AR AR RRANABEHULIH) I) £86 S Us i (1) B 75 ] ke 281 oK) 28 =42 P R4

ZR

JERA STDP R —# #4308 % T 8 (Loop-regulating plasticity) #J7 X,
B, AR R STDP 7 4 #ir 8l Cadiabatic approximation) (B /N2
JE) ESWARE T EATE AR B x(0) B p(0) 18] % A O B
IR W, HP:

Aw,, o f C,, (t)S(e)dt »

Ho Co(O)=Ix(¢-0)y(t") &M K F T (correlator) , S(r)f& k% ¥ STDP H
R B, W R S(1<0)=exp(Lt), S(>0)=-exp(-At). F EIX R EAE — D H
AN HH 5% T 0 N SO Bl 1) S M I 2% v IR E B B IS AT, AE AR X ()= Wx(0)+E(2)



He x 2Emshi—A4rmE, HaEE XN xi, REIEZEE (weight
connection matrix) B A 75 & Wy, IF HH N2

(é O e+ T)>, =9z}, o

WATUE B L P S A A EAE BE M B A — 5D, A1 FE X
(1) 5 21 RN 2= 2 B X 288 A B 5 B I S 3, T SR AW=AW (W,1,Co) , H
it STDP [ 8 2 09 B 18] % %, Co 52 WBf B AH 5¢ 8% (instantaneous
correlator) C(0). M 55387 A0 0 DL AE & 5 € 19 77 2052 42 J5 I 28 36 3

N T AT R A AT R AT B, %R — A R A XA RS L&
PERI 2, XA S Jy 5 n] LR R 3 n R B K

Xx=Wx=(-1+A4)x,
Horp 4;>0, 2 W28 B 58 B CRL3G BCE 58 B 19 JE X) M oo 3= MR M 4 B
M), -1 FRxHFEWI (self-decay term) o % F R, AT H— I
FEV & (“loopiness” measure) KAl vF W 2% /1 Bt & R~ 10 BT A 34 2% 11 58
f%, Bp

PR 2 tr[ ]R8 b is B (trace operation) , 4 1E ) T AH AR B £ #5%k (9
1M 0, HAAERIT a; R~ K285 5 0 B 2895 5 7 BIERD 1),
ZEEUTEKEZEE T AkMASHRAEN 2%, B k-CGFAK)2. JNHTF
WX 2% 3% #: 55 FF  (network connectivity matrix) A K, %1z &R ¥ 15 34 &
P2 1 R fipd 5 BE () SR ARGE BA R 3 AT TE 2, AT A5 2RSS REAT SR A Y
IR BRI E &

SR, 38 A AT bR D B A R B, AT DUAE AN 56 B R 4R 4
TG00 T B B & . BRI, — > 30 40 B0 8 B & N 1% B 36 % BUE W 2% 1) A%
Ty WATIEE-1/2tr[447], (THREFEEHEED , XX THRE, Bl
Fr A P28 BB I~ J7 A, 0T oo, B R . R EIRATE LA
H Fh35 E (topological loopiness) M-

=S Lol o]

TATT A Ml B, N AR AR AR E BB R [ W=-1+4, BENLWE AR
BE AR L2 STDP, Ae~tr[04eAAT] R W 45 I 4k [¥) 6 45, m?%ﬁ’]#ﬁl
EI’J DKLt STDP b SR o W 59 3% AN I 2, AT 3 35040 4 <20 B2 [ dk 2 (
B 3 rp B < BE BT BCE R BE R — ) o Rk, AT AL %iﬁﬁﬁﬂ(lu
STDP A1<[a] #% i 75 %8 14 (loop-regulating plasticity) ”

BIAAT 2 LR % 69 ©I 39 5 T B

X P A 3R AT 2 R S i 2 Ak ] i S5 AR 2 I8 1 P A A R (R i 2
T e 34 i (1 B A A A R W2 9 AT STDP A Dy — i [0 i 1 7 28 1%
T A E B R 3 T 2 IR 2% BRI 4 1k AL IR St X 2, JRATT I B AR A2



W ECREN, FANEEEEN TAYMFMHERMAELE RS . FA
2l T Song & ANQ000)HELAL, LA=FF Xy RS LEMN). T, &
fiTEEE 7 —ANH 100 M & T M4, BN nEWcka frg =
s 99 AP 2% P B N YR 1Y% A P R ik, DA A 2500 AN 55 kA Ak B2 R
BE AL FE 401 A Bl ML 2 08 1 < Hh 30 0 28 % N UK o BT A 19 2% 4 Pk 58 il 6
22517 STDP. H &k, AT 1250 A B B, AR M4 T iz it
250 A 0 ) 1 SR ks 4 ) B N A 3R S5 O R I R R 2% AT PR TR R R
o) g ABE, L 4% 1) BE B 28 & (instantaneous aggregate) ¥ K I#
RWT (S WA E) =, AR R 7 WUFA R 2 U89 STDP 5 % (Burkitt
EN, 2004), FHFME TR EHMEER IR EME; KBRS RS
7 Giitig 25 A (2003) /) STDP 5 3 # .

A Decrease In Network Loopiness B Fewer Closed Loops Than Random

[ — S - random
1 . S =Y

Number of closed loops
j‘l 'Il
j//
= i i
] 1

o
5 10 15 20 0 0.002 0004 0006  0.008 0.01
Time (secs) Adjacency weight threshold

Fewer Unique Loops, Varying Delay

—— random
*— 4.0 msec
$—20
1.0

—&—05
5—0.41

Number of unique loops

10 15 20 25
Loop length

5

B 2: STDP 694 B 4E4 88 o (A)ZR B AT 1) 69 238 F (A LA K 2,% —R), £ 100 MpE T
H4T STDP ¢4 W 45 YL 3|, FlaT, STDP FHMAM T2 (@GR, AKX 2, F =R).
X E FaB)F 5 R BT gLt 20s WL ESN AN ERAE G TR L ERIFAEL, BKREA
5. 3 A= 2 69 H ZR 4K B R ) 25 35 4 09 A B 09 R R R Y. B A T AR R BLE AR R AL
W 2693 o (OB FESH 10 £ )E, A5 ANE kAL R R E 69 W %Fr 5000 A5 48 69 AL 45 KA
897 —PE IR Ao VIR HRAE IR K09 B 4o 38T B A AN AL R 69 AR A A (MK 0.003 5] 0.0046), &
TR 695 3] MA&Z R RAAJEE, RT3 M &8 R Z R A 5000 4o 38K A9 R fig 3L SR AR T 47
A STDP #9315 M 36 330 % o

FATAEFH e K1) 40 50 0 45 BUME 90 46 A0 FRATT Y X 4%, T P 358 ) 4 UM
NERI — o X T B0 W28 A0 51 N IE BRI, 25 2 W IR ) D AE
HEH TP B s ], e(E R 2 B RE . 20t 20s BB 2553,
STDP X an 40 2 € X M- EA H R gZm, A 1 77 ik,

K FE RN 2<k<100 I3F ENE (B 24) o BAVE A te[[4)F3F 5 T A H

KW P & T Re PR % RO i, L [l I 0 2 AR R B B

B {8 (sliding threshold) KM M (K 2B) o FATH XA & 5 BEHL M
%% (randomized network) H [AH Al & 34T 1 ELE, BE AL N 2% 2 a8 ot
= 20 B ) BLEE 43 A BB B AL EE BT 2 TE 48 4% b Y O ik R A R A (L
D) . REERKERTIMEMITA A KE (2<k<100) , FHHEH
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W & BUE B EL 3 0, STDP 52 3] W 2% o 1) P 45 2 BE ¥4 % 1) £l & L Bl Bl
P9 28 o fR) ek 2 BE 2 o DR, SR (Rl i U T 2R R 1 R 3R DA IR D[R]

RAEIER T BR T TREA YR

FATAE R A R i ZE R 2 X aX AN 4 R AT AR e, PR FRATT T 2
PRE 5 e ot W E AN STDP 55387 bR £ 1 = B 8] 22 g KAE 3 — 20 R R, &
Uk /> S R % %2 2] Canti-loop learning) . FATEARfniE, 5 BEHLAL W 2%
L, HAMDIRAREE LSS HED T, XL % E T
ME— I DNRERA %, XD HERAME T ERE RS . Kik, FEAT@E
o AF A 0.1 2| 4.0ms 1) 5% ik 2E 38 SR AR A0 0 4%, %F SRR 1 T e M 0 B6 AT
TRBE. KT REANERKE 2<k<25, BRAIMET 100 T&KEN -1
(1) ML B A, X T 2 20 X 2% A0 Bl AL I 2% (L 20 BT ). FRATTAE B B B 52 19
SR FEE, WRTHRINGENEIS N KA NS T NS
Hr, FRATR Ak N M 2 (S o). S5 R 5 AL, IE a0 B S8
MEE, MK RMERFE T HEA L ENREA TR, X215
25 FH [F) I 0 PR FE B B B, X R T RS Y [B] B T B A (B 20).

M %A+ (In-hubs) « #F P8 (Out-hubs) FeIRHEHF B

A
o Ao
P i + F e
& S T o P ++$¢+
T 0015 ® 80} SR T
2 2 % B R T T =3
@ : o
[ k] m T T T —:E -qg:
£ pans pu ' + &E‘LF# R
£ 0014 3 6ol - T e
5’ = i i iy ++ -#_F +
s : % B - —i-t et &f
> 0.0054 - ¢ 40T i s
g T L LETTI o
@ £ FE L o+
o = \ HE =
o = oy *
g .l W, T 4%
100 i
_ e UL T R e iy BT
Intra-network 0 100 Intra-network 0 20 40 "s0 ' &0 100
in-degree koege Intra-network in-degree
B 1001 L
E
e o ' -
3 0015 $ sof i =
& 7 5
e ‘? + e
£ 0014~ 3 60 4
= e 2 :EZI £
® = : 5 | .
: _ : — _ = - =
Z 0005~ T : s 2 401 A :
3 4 _ : - g
3 e 2 g =
& el = + 4 -
IR RN .-
400 " i
200 - w0 (}% - :
Extra-network 0 100 Intra-network 0 100 200 300 400 500
in-degree out-degree Extra-network in-degree

A 3: STDP &) B33 . (A%t M 4586 STDP & 32 10s J&, M4 A2
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TR RMEEBONESE BT LR, EEBBGRES T —ARABME, ZBRER TH
BN, EZMEENEE. REETUANEGHG ELHFM R GREZLILBLHENRE. B)
Xt 57 649 9NER W) #a N A 3% B 458 B &9 STDP 3¢ W S0 A 69 % vfr 48 Ro

BeR ok, AR STDP 4% > W 2% 1 o Ath #0872 15 5 FRATT0 %2 3]
[¥) STDP X 2 BE 1 82 Wi 5 O¢, BRI oNVF 2 A [8] 10 90 0 45 14 7T R 53X B 5 el
FH— BB SRR X MRS e o a0, G R = PR R N 8 1) — Bh 7 vk =2 R IR
WX 2w T B A & <A 0 (Out-hubs) , B4 &« 0y (In-hubs) 7,
A /& P & #F /& (Ma’ayan 28 N, 2008). #Z M &% b o F o £
5 O Ml 5 FE R, H SRR MLATIE AR D, A LA VE 2 0 R AT E R,
1H 9 R i ) B B AR /b o JRATRE U B B AE N H 2] STDP 2 3] 1) W 25 1% 32 40
B, JEXPRIE AT RS, R AN BEE O, R RAT M g A
A I ANTE (in-degree) FIH & (out-degree) #HREL(E (Degree)
e B E K BUE ). X RN N R TR AE S R R
BT TR 2 BE A A ) AR AT AR A (] 3A) . A I, T8 R Ok 3 A
W 2% B NN B, FRAT R I 7 — AN IEM KR8 & (K] 3B), X R W ERB KK
AP R I 28 $h v, bl BE R RE A A G, T FRATT AR R 2% N 0 B
A fE R B IR 55 1) A0 B 48 N

BB FH GBI (Loop-eliminating plasticity) Z )& 45 K & STDP &k 3%

Intra-network Outputs vs. Intra-network Inputs C 1ot e D Intra-network Outputs vs. Extra-network Inputs
105 e 5 1 100
+ period 1: STDP 15 *
a0 %‘L 0 period 2 : STOP 3 5 . 4 sof
] + period 2 : TR,
e " period 2 : STDP5s 10° s *, \
801 y ¢ pericd2: RSTDP 3s b SO 5 a0t
s} 2 - period2: RSTDP 55 kep kA
o 5
g 7o ooy ° L B 7ol
g 0 _§'
10
T eor 0 0.005 001 £ 8O
] s
E 50 is € 50
10" = E
e 3
g aor e g g a0
g E
E dof = o £ dor
E — =
o 107 (k=3 0y
zo0f PR N 20
s k=2 \ -
10 : 101
§ 10°
0 5 3 0 0.005 0.01 0 :
0 20 40 60 80 100 B 200 250 300 350 400 450
Intra-network in-degree g i Extra-network in-degree
B i £ Wees S 3 E 1
= k=5 s
os| * Q&" 09
o % Foeeg % -
Y 10" (k=3 - T 8
08 b-Bua g SRy o8t
x> . k=2 & *-\:3 &
g e b
z o7t i p P o7t
: k. 2 oy 0.005 001 :
£ osf £ osf
g . 3
B el 10" z
5 o0s e a w 2B
fop T
04r 04r
. 3 O 3
03t 6 k=3 goa] o0at e
W i i
o2r 02r
L .
. 10°
0.1 : : . : . 0 0.005 0.01 0.1 ‘ : . : : .
0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 Adjacency weight threshold 28 3 32 34 36 3.8 4
% Win, intra-network . Win, extra-netwark

B 4: R STDP #93m o (A)4e STDP & R Bl Bf Al fe MM Z 5, MR EZ 3 Efl E, 25
T 47/ STDP #9352 B X & o ARFEAAE A 0.005, ARiT R T 474 STDP(SR &) A B W4, A2
#74 STDP(3 &) X & %) STDP (RSTDP, 4L &)3 47K 547 /5 69 M %, (B) N30 M &40 Ak A
L 5AR 4 STDP 2 EMeg A X X Fo (OKEA 5. 3. 2 (MR EF, B4R STDP iV,



@it ey STDP R A (e B 2B Frw)o D)E FA) B, shERRMMANGRZE LN MA LR E L
REIEAR Ko SPIR RN AARIERAL A 0.007, P35 W 4k 69 AR BFEAAL A 0.005, (B) R fik 9h 28 W 47
ANEZTERBAFRNGELEZTB)EFHEEMGEMXXR, EHANA@IF, STDP 694630200 4%
B STDP i# 4%

B 7 IX bR AER AN o AT, BRATIEK A T 2% 1 AR . FRATIN &= T
STDP-27 ] W 2% v it 14 22 7 14 9 i s i A\ A D9 Ml i B HE TR . AR [R]— S
Irh, AT A T ARAE STDP BR BN M [ #  (reversing the polarity) J& 7524
VHFRAE STDP 77 A (1) [ B U8 755 n] B () 5], RN AE X P S G 00 T, 18 BE
RG> TR ROGERE N GR . 3X B PHE S E 2 AEWDAH S I, R B R AR
R 5 7 0 9 ik 2 TR) )2 10 2 T, 8 G K 52 J2 SR AR 5 (Fino 5\, 2008),
L] S IR R TR AT IS 2R 1) 5 ik T E PEURRE s 42 it R it 25 e R 2 A 1, 491
UNAE B2 J2 1 % (Seol 55N, 2007). FRATRIN, ERATMM L, 4T
B2 R AR AEAR TR R AR S 58 R (] 4A, gk (adRid), TZEFR#E STDP ()
1.5s Ja, SO N\ S H 2 R A EAE [ B A R R (B 4B, ZREBbsid).
X L5 S B B D (K] 4C, #iZ R 2B), FliX itk 2 A PAIAEIR K
FEPE A aiah 3 31 5s 1) [ 7] STDP(E 4, £L fbnic), 544k 3 3 5s (K hn#E STDP(&
4 v, EEFRL), ThsE. FATIEIN, HE2 I BN FE 5 4% P 4 i
H RS 2 A7 AE R RE B IEAE DGR R (] 4D), X 26 40 5 it o i N 5 DX 285 PR R i A
H 2 (AR [FIAE A IEAR 5S¢ 22 (B 4E). 3-5s 1 S m) 20 48 1 = St 3 ARV g 1
IXFPEZM, T 3-5s BIFREISEG TS B 5 7 X Rl 2

BE SR Rl Pk 3 954

X Fh ¥ Ah CL AR ) ) 25 ] 98 P ) 4 SR R AT A 2FE 2R R 2% I LR
WORBEMBERREFTREMIE. ZEW TR LIEARS (unforced
system) )& @ 4 -

{t)-wa(t)=0
W=-I+4 W AEE AT LR R i B 2

—leog|/1i|:;%tr[/lk]

Z I R T X R G A F2 2 M 1Y DTk (Prasolov, 1994). SR T,
I BT U B2 IE AN B U A TN A R U VT RT 9 MR X Al £ MR R 4 (R R
DRI 52 o FRATVI BT R 30 A% B 1 X 285 4% 3, 24 % B — e I Hh HE
FIFEFR (U &b 358 WX 48 B N B EE 1 B A, P 3 2% gt A B I e R N B R
R ) X X 285 AR U Vi B UM AR R A T HE P I, R BRAE 8 MM I A,
ZEHAFA AR A A0 Z (R 55 [F2E 51, SRS RN H G Z TR I 5 [R] 22 5 ]k
(B 5A, TR, \ak B HLAL S8 N2 AL, X PR IR e T, XA
[ 20 HAF AT Hom, S HL 4 R4k, IF H 7R B Ak At 2 8] B A
(B 5A, JEHD. @i 8 AL B & H AT S i B 7 B B T A
5] (K 25 (B 5B, A2 #R), #E STDP 24 ] M &% v, 24 55 1) Y B 300E )i s
N FVBE AL 2 o B0 T 58 2 )[R 28 (R 5% an AnT ez I 199 26 =5 14 1) 1 0R
B2 W Hr).



76 STDP 2% 3] M2, P o TGN o s IR R A YE R 7E 4-9 Hz 2 ],
5 NEAR, MAERENLNZ F, R EEE(3-16 Hz), S54MTMLNE &
FEMSE(E 5B, AMER). FATKEE T STDP 2% 3] MK FEENLL T e A0 N &6
IXR] 288 ASUAREL « 71355 IXR) 2% AU B8 795 3 P IRX) 8% 40 A ) 24 = A2 s ) L 7 PR (1 5C, ),
3 e X RS SLREAT T \ANMELLL AR FC X Y Kolmogorov-Smirnov £ % (P=0),
SEREAE, LRI E BN RS A, &85 HA A AR .. AT R L
I3 AR, AT = BB B 20 A V& (kurtosis) FTTERLE (skew),
FLLEE T S AL A B A B R 0 Ao WEFETE STDP 2% > 2% 3R &5 R FFE AL
WG 2 [BAFAE 3 E R (N BB BENL . AR IR XU 25 BEAL, 1K 5C,
JERH) o PURBLIL S AT T (23 3R ) RS0, 11550 (%) 22 A4 AR g 55 00 5 0 A AN EC T ¢
KO 45 AN R AR (K] 5C, JEER) R . IX L R0, bR [a] 5 5 mT 38 1 A
FHAR AR R 285 Fh 4, SCHRF X 28 A 75 B 8] A8 58 K3 F AR S i s

A Non- random!zed Network

=
i ; : I b t
F IRt H It 4 % A P
f i i % o 5
LI S S TS i ' .i o A il A e
. * & . e e {3 RSN
S TR TR 5 "' 5 B PR o T S S | S
! TREUL R n.'-‘ i 4 i b o o I ) IO
§ - Foa t!"’,*". 5 % *‘ l: ‘v 5 |. ..':{' b ':.";-‘-.::
¥im e l;" : L o 2 3, B W id iy Ly
g mdes et e 3 8L :'.'1!"... ,.-‘-.p-.-;.w T ERE R S R R T Fasl
£ 'i’. s 4 - 3 E o (lg-. i %-f_l I X ri,'l,: DO U S P R '“&' RIS At
AL Ol TR B B By B M B T ot H Lok EYER) B SFE R 4 ST RO “, §
10 10.5 kbl 1.5 12 125 13 13.5 14 145 15
£ 100
z
H
=
=
&
=
B
L
=
=
@
o«
=
2
E
2
=
B =
H
E non-rand
; £ 03 L 5000 intra-rand
H g~ = 4000 extra- rand/\— K
= 3 = / \
= = all-rand ,r \
v g 3 g 3000 I \ ‘-\
- b -3 ’l.‘:-"
£ = & 2000 ,.' ‘\
= ; 32 S \
g 1000 \\\
E e
2 =2 34 0
-0 5 L] 5 i0 15 20 2 4 [i] 8 10 -20 }0 1] 20
Peri-event ime {msac) Spikes/sac Peri-event ime {msec}
2 Intra-network-randomized Network
H 8
E
&
% 7
H
< 5 % =
=
ol g6
s 2 i :
i
= 3 =
g =
2 == " It
20 -1 -10 -5 0 5 i0 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 -2 -1 o 1 2
Skewness

Peri-event ime {msac) Spikes/sac

B 5 : STDP ¢93h A2 . (A) STDP J& F %6938 & 3h 9 M4 B (L), AR M R AE R AL S BL
R % EBRIER %, Nma IR STDP % 3] 3648(TF)o HAN ST T AT 2T H — A4l
FEANAY 2 TUARYE Ho P 25 S NAAL 09 Ao UK T — AN 2R, AR FF S0 2 9k 3 89 FF K. (B) STDP
W 2 F A 2 B FTE LT B (2 D ARLFERD(ET), EAALIRGH I (bin width, 2

ms)o B 7 B 7T R 6P ARG . £ STDP 4 3] 464h ¥, 48 B W 2569 %48 3t B A= 80 9 B)
BRAARTE(E L), 2 RAREIRE S & EAM A T). (C) STDP F n%(*@)ﬁn AN 09 PR
AT AN EANE FHATRATE, AFPMEANERLEZE). NESERGE)RHEAL
REALEY (TRR) o X 2k A 77 B éé%#éia»‘é/;tii/\/\wié’aﬁmﬂlﬁrﬁ%—éﬁ, FEFRTHREE),
KU STDP % 5] 3P, SALG M A AR RYE, SAMZ. N EARTTEA TR
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AN, B4 E L= AR Fask B (AT ZAK)N B 569 REA ¢ 38 p 1A, AR FEALR
B EANST (L. GE. i, BiR). REFHREATIEEN, 22 AT PN HP <0.05
0.0005)

Wig

BT HRATHI BN 3 M 45 5, AT HARAER) STDP @5 20 75 H 5L 1)
PR S S A PR A — % 5 A, X R A g5 R A R AR B R 1 ]
P R R I B R B BB, IF S A 2 T R B B A0 A ARG YR
SEPL X — A i Sy T /E STDP #f W 82 1) 25 # o 2 B & s 50 P il s )
FEE 6 P AR 1 T RE N I B E0RN T BE A O B A 2 TRl B AH o, AT BLAR
2% 5 MRS 363X Fh T (40 Song 25 N, 2005;Le Be 1 Markram, 2006).
ATT R 2 R T X Fh A ¢ 14 B i A2 SRR .

FEIXBEZH 2 H I I 2205 A7 e i ZH 2L 5 LA a5 R N RO 3R, (A M g
H A OV I RN 1 B A AR, AT AE 2 S Ho A A\ Jth 2 TRl ST AT OC R o A
ERM ARG T, BAIF A 0o Oy A e o IR B ey Das R — A
MR IO SR R HR AR 2R 5 AT D9 i S K v fR N B s ] o 28 e ) R B SR
KAFEATIEI -

FATTBEA BTN 1 S Ak LR, STDP $h AL A 9 /7 o XL SEIR oKk H
1252 STDP R HEFEAH L2 T0 I 22 5 BH AT 5% 1 2l 8 JE 1% 5080 22 1) AR S 1t LA
WM&, AR E RAEIE B Wos T EER R . tah, JRATWER], £
STDP #6122 R 15 30 e (R I 45 44 2 TRV A2 11, m] DLIE I (90 2% 4 $h 45 140 ) T A2 1
SR [0 ¥ 3h J1 5. Biltn, B JR-SCIRA SR fik STDP #2422 (Fino 48 N, 2005)F 5L
STDP %%, A5 A B -BUIR - Fr i 55T [ 6 ) H B, T 3 20 0] 1% 11
IR -

AR R, EAFMERNEMRG T, WAL RE L IR A&
(RIS 25 73 3 SRR B R Zh RE M %, DA K F5 RS £k By e 2 0 4 oh -
WIE 7O g A g DL K g R o B B b A AT G N (Ma'ayan FE N,
2008) , R 7 EEAS TR 4 38 1 A G B 77 SR RS E R AR .
XL EE RAR N, P EMESI YRRl 40 Fh A i s R R ] RE 2 AL U
HEE R

E JR 8 [B] B 1) 25 H A DR BB B2 28 5 R HEAR M 48 0 2 (R AEAE 45 % oA
EFE )W E (Song 25 N\, 2005; Le Be Al Markram, 2006), PR AZ#P2E 638 = il
PP @ (looping motifs) (Song 5N, 2005). BbAb, TEHTLL i o 5 il A 2
R TTH, IR A R . XU TR IE R BT B D A MR R i b LRI
th STDP (Markram %%, 1997). ARIEILATII M, IAEMRTERE, XLMEEE LA
B E A, RATEALUER T AsdE STDP & 1E % FIRESRM4 N 5N . 55
FHR B NP BR I o BRI, B 7 3RAT M B IRLEAL R RN 2 R 2 b, oAt
BLRI ALY R € e R /R .

CARIZ% 450, bR P4 N R A PRSI (U S2 405« 80 55 ) B H At 75 T £ A0
P £ F NS0, 48 N RN A s I T S s 0 T o A SRR 20 e [ R
Tt AR 0 R A 5 B AL SE B 51 BN PE B, AR #E STDP W] R 5 A 9 4k [0 % 1) 4
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Flo Bk, b e BEAH S A\ S5l (1 45 1] g 2= A£G AT STDP(FRATTH A IEAE T
TR BRI s s AL B TR U . B, IEWRAIT R 1, — M
ITZE N T STDP MR S R AU X 28 o i /s H L8 38 A PR BR BB 19 m . 2R,
S 2 [V SER AL R A HE R 5 BCHERRIX LN LA -

BATMEL R, WL iEshEE STDP A2 B i i b A AL 3% (8] 5A, LT
BR), A PR B (& 5B, 4 EMAMIR). XEERHEXT 4
Je R I T e 1) 52 e 0,45 B A #0487 [R) e 22 (R4S 1P 35 T80 28, T AN R 8 EAT 1Y
WAL B, DL AL T “synfire 4 1) 58 18 1) 5 5 1% 7 (Abeles,1991;Hosaka %
N,2008). FeJo, FATHIERIGIAA STDP MRk FI AR 1 o 55 4 Ja) Fii A
BN A RN BN S B IE . TRIE, SRR S B Fh ol &% i A #1) Y8 (sources
of modulation) (Pawlak 1 Kerr, 2008) 3[R b f2 i ik 3 F o 5 Sk 1 5 4 J&) Ko 2
Ao

i

RESE 69 23T

RN BT x()F y(6) AL w ) Hebbian 2% 3] 145 #i5g AT LLE K
i ] HL 1

AW =1C,, (A1)

c:ﬁ@@ﬁ (A2)

Hrpp W E, N T ET WO By 1. 2RI, %;cﬂﬁﬁ:%‘&iaﬁ, NT
TR AL-A2, FAMER AT, B, XN EIRLEEN, KRG
A PO A TAERS, DMETHRAR R R &R .

R AL-A2 WEAREHZ N T 5l NB ], BRI 25 58 18 AT f ik AH 5
AW ~ J' )5 (¢ )t (A3)

c, ()= jj(f_t)yw (A4)
(B2 24 AR G I I P A BRI 2, Bt S()=0 5 0L S I 24

S@O=6(O B E » Gni STDP [—se 556 2% R B (Markram 25 A\, 1997), ALK
HER I TR IS (] BOGRAE, BP S(0) = -S(-0), W]

AW ~ f nyS(t)dt+rOnyS(t)dt (A5)

aw ~ [le.( le. 0 (¢ )ae (A6)
— A NSRBI 2 4E L %?ﬁ_f PAFHIA -
x(e) = wal(e)+ &) (A7)
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HA B OO IR S i R (), S0 — D E, BRI R (G(0E@6))
Z%Mmoﬁﬁﬁ%%(@wﬂmmm)ERme%%mFﬁ%%
(zero-lagged correlator) #H3%:

SMe, <o
Clt)= 0 Al
2 {COeWT’ £>0 (A8)

Hhoh 78S R, 90 Co=lxT(Ox(0)de, A B AE N 1 5, il #y i
—ANGFRFE R . RIE, 2SI RIA AN

AW ~ f[coe“’ e }S(t)dt (A9)
BER I AT SR A I AL 7 B R HOE
+ e% t<0
S()=4 0 =0 (A10)
—eiZ >0

HorpofE STDP R[] 55, RIS TRk i) Hy 3 I 18] 35 5 77 A X 28 1Y) X2 11
MR XER. M ER AAXa, FFHAAR - BERRE w=-1+4, Al
JET H SR AR S AW =A4 U1 R

Ad = J' )eW'Cde (c)c,e” " dr (A1)
%F
[[erear=[ e = -] (A12)
AR T XK R
AM=-w-1/d]'Cc,+C,[w-1/d]" (A13)
B Ja 132
AA~{I—ﬁA}ICO—C{]—IzT T}l (A14)

NG IR CHRED v(1+t). MWIXANRIEA AT IS H, BUE S HT & R FR
(1), = DTN R RAEA AL, R Cold 5 A 8 #(Z WL F I HI5E 0 A20),
MR, AN IARTEE AN KT FR %?@%ﬁ%%ﬂiﬁﬁjﬁ FATE T LAFE 2], STDP IS [A]
WRFEFEHEA A 5IN TR RE YA +1), AEpk EE AL (renormalization) W%
Wes BRI, 0F T2 3 0 3R 347 ?ﬁﬂ”@ﬁiiﬁﬂ(“‘r)_’h —H, FIXLAL4 1
W FRAT N B E AA(t—0)=0.,

FAMUER BT F)

HUAEBATT AT UG TH A 3 A14 35 B S fid sy T 9 At mT 28 424X ) 2% 40 D 254 14
S U, BATPRARBE MG sRE R AL, AR Z AR 1 AL, i
Mg e AR AE 4 I B, AT DI I I 4 0 B A I SR R J (R T 3R AT, BT
Sitr[A¥)/ko IXRNIR S AT LB I E R SR B, PTG EE SN IR
A TN G X M s — S B S AR A B A TR 0B K T T [AAT], EAE
A Rt Mﬁﬁﬁﬂéiﬁu FA VB A U R B AL RE &
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g:Z%tr[Ak]—%tr[AAT] (A15)

X Fhae &= W AR AL AE /N AL A4 3R 7R N Ae~tr[046AAT] s BT LLAR 25 5 Hb 4t 56 1IF
8A8:(I—AT)-1'A’ .[H:'
Ae ~ —tr[Kl]—tr[Kz]

K =(-a")'[(1-4)"c, - (1-4")"

-1

K, =AIC,(1-4")" ~(1-4)"C,] (A16)

BN RIATEAIERA, 7 STDP(EIZE A14)51EM =i AL R, KAl Ko 135
FETEAG IR, KA A X REBE RS U8/ o X TAT AR A 5 I AU SE P40 2
AL, B R BT A MRHEEERE st &, FF HAR B RS2 H e e s IR )
] o

ERATHELE tr [K1], HEN:
ol(f-a" V' (1=a)y' =(1- 4" (A17)

HFHeBRAW R

wl(PP" - P?)] (A18)
AR P, A

wl(P" - P\P" = PJ 1=1[RR"]> 0

IEPIREIECS

tr[PP" - P*1>0 (A19)

TEB W Co=l HIZRAES, PRIE T oK JRIEYE, FRHUEH T FEER C #e
AR o FERRE MERN S IR m e e R 5 AE S AR R R P 3 I A5 St v R
F2(Risken, 1996;DelSole, 1999)#% < kk :

WC,+C " =-00" (A20)

Hrp Q0" &M ) iR E ik &8 (generalized temperature tensor) , ‘& 14 &
Oi0=(oy)* M N T MR T 72 o T HATHE BT OL, 00™=I, — DXFRHRG w=wT
I Co=-W1/2. —FHLAIIERA#E (Horn A1 Johnson, 1991) :

C, = j:veeWdet (A21)
Al Lk — 2 i
C, = L Tttt gy (A22)
8 A18-A19 FIATIES,  t[Ki M 5EBRIE AT LLUE K
[k )= wRR"C,] (A23)
%
tr[RRTeATeA} = tr[(eAR eAR)T]Z 0 (A24)
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MR 530 A22 B A2 tr[K1]>0.
FRAE), 253X Al6 FIEE I tr[Ka], WIS A
oA (1- 47, |- wrlar - 4)" ¢, |
'BRT L AL v an S e
wfa” - alr-a7)c,]
FI-AY-T B A(-AYY, Z300F] AR oy an g aK:

wlc,)-erlr- a7 Y- a)'c,|=ulc, - ol wc,] (A25)
AR A20 HRE 00™=1, HiE T W, FATATLAGH]:
wlew' =-w-C, (A26)
wlrwc,|= ol ]-ulc,] (A27)
AT AT DLHE R M
vk, )= 20[C, [+ o] '] (A28)

ILAE AT AT LUAE FH 2 e 5 07 R TR 20, RIDTAE A21, X T — Mg iAE R,
now, FATATBLXHES
w = —J.:eW'dt
FHM S 2 A28
rlK,]=2 J': tr[eW’eWT’ }dt—J‘: orle” it (A29)

T (A SO GE L A2 A )= )
i

BN )t RN It
[Kz]:zjo ;emc(“)dt—‘[) ;e"dt (A30)

Horpak 2 w i) N ANMRHIEE, e =M ik, >0, BT rhs B2 — D02

2 J. 2kl g = I ey
2 =] 2

BUAEBATAT AXSREAS &, ¢ B AE 20 A30 ) rhus XA
Re(e*/‘kl‘ )2 Re(ej’k”""’” )

BEE S u[K]>0 3 H e T BEE R E(FE N AL6) I FUE IE

AIAE, ARG MR —AMETUA % — MEREE —A M-HEFER,
W (DA AT R AR FUER, B M<0, Vig, FQ)ER“IERER (positive
stable ) 7, Bl X} Vi, Re[A(M)]>0 . W LLUE B XFAE f] N 4E B9 M 5 BE i 2
tr[M™M-1<tr[[]=N (Th 5.7.23, Horn Al Johnson,1991). %&$ W 1E N M-5E %, 4
CO B T, 1%5E A5 2 e[ K] AE S PR AR AL 3
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BATIRLNR K R G AL T a3 S Fa 2R, AR 3 rhil i R R AR AR
K15t B STDP A2 € SR o FH G ] 6, 34 B B /M (B 2K 2) 5564 T-F e 1t e KA (He
G 3 M Lhes o X)), BRI . A0 DL B el B 55 0 A14 9
E£U~Bﬁﬂ€i&~*ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ“, LEREXT U=-Yilogldl M . FRIR B 13 Q0" =1,

ﬁ/ﬁﬁi A (A21) IR AT A A 1% 2 20U% - (Horn 11 Johnson,
1%u ﬁUEaerumU FHA4~4-AT . WL E 3 AR
5W%QWMMMM, Sk koU= (tr[A2]-tr[AA™])<0, 1# RS FEINfasE.

gl
AT E B B P h 2 K22 R 1843 #2 ) Lucas Monzon F11 IBM Research ]
Gustavo Stolovitzky X £ 2= AT DTk, ALK FAe & fa AR 4H.057F
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