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This article provides an overview of neural models of synaptic learning and memory whose
expression in adaptive behavior depends critically on the circuits and systems in which the
synapses are embedded. It reviews Adaptive Resonance Theory, or ART, models that use
excitatory matching and match-based learning to achieve fast category learning and whose
learned memories are dynamically stabilized by top-down expectations, attentional focusing,
and memory search. ART clarifies mechanistic relationships between consciousness, learning,
expectation, attention, resonance, and synchrony. ART models are embedded in ARTSCAN
architectures that unify processes of invariant object category learning, recognition, spatial and
object attention, predictive remapping, and eye movement search, and that clarify how
conscious object vision and recognition may fail during perceptual crowding and parietal
neglect. The generality of learned categories depends upon a vigilance process that is regulated
by acetylcholine via the nucleus basalis. Vigilance can get stuck at too high or too low values,
thereby causing learning problems in autism and medial temporal amnesia. Similar synaptic
learning laws support qualitatively different behaviors: Invariant object category learning in the
inferotemporal cortex; learning of grid cells and place cells in the entorhinal and hippocampal
cortices during spatial navigation; and learning of time cells in the entorhinal-hippocampal
system during adaptively timed conditioning, including trace conditioning. Spatial and temporal
processes through the medial and lateral entorhinal-hippocampal system seem to be carried
out with homologous circuit designs. Variations of a shared laminar neocortical circuit design
have modeled 3D vision, speech perception, and cognitive working memory and learning. A
complementary kind of inhibitory matching and mismatch learning controls movement.
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1. Linking brain mechanisms to behavioral
functions: Unity and complementarity

Einstein famously said that “A scientific theory should be as
simple as possible, but no simpler”. In the case of how brains
learn and remember, the very phrase “the search for the
engram” (Lashley, 1950, 1960; Thompson, 1976) invokes a
simplicity that may be too simple to meet the adaptive demands
that are placed on advanced brains by ever-changing and often
unpredictable environments. Before the proper level of simpli-
city can be asserted with conviction, a linkage needs to be made
between brain mechanisms of learning and memory and the
behavioral functions that they realize.

Lashley (1950, 1960) already realized that the substrates of
learning and memory are distributed throughout many parts of
the brain. However, being distributed does not necessarily imply
being mechanistically similar. The current article reviews the
conclusion drawn from neural models of learning and memory
that, at least when one links brain mechanisms to behavioral
functions, it seems that there is no single engram.

One reason for this is that different behavioral functions
sometimes require computationally complementary brain mec-
hanisms (Grossberg, 2000). It is argued below, for example,
that brain mechanisms in the What cortical stream for
learning categories for object recognition and spatial naviga-
tion are complementary to motor mechanisms in the Where
cortical stream that control the movements needed to reach
and manipulate these objects.

Despite the need for complementarity, there seem to none-
theless be some remarkable unities in the brain mechanisms
that underlie very different functions. These include the
mechanisms that are used to represent objects in the infero-
temporal and prefrontal cortices (Cao et al., 2011; Carpenter and
Grossberg, 1987, 1993; Chang et al., 2014; Grossberg, 1980; Fazl
et al,, 2009; Foley et al., 2012) and space and time representations
in the entorhinal-hippocampal system (Grossberg and Merrill,
1992, 1996; Grossberg and Schmajuk, 1989; Grossberg and Pilly,
2012; Pilly and Grossberg, 2012; Mhatre et al., 2012). The compu-
tational homology between spatial and temporal representations
has inspired the term neural relativity (Gorchetchnikov and
Grossberg, 2007; Grossberg and Pilly, 2012).

2. Learning and memory by complementary
cortical streams for recognition and action

Both perceptual/cognitive and spatial/motor processes undergo
learning and memory. Neural models of these processes
have proposed, and many experiments have supported, the
hypothesis that perceptual/cognitive and spatial/motor pro-
cesses often use different learning and memory laws to carry
out their disparate behavioral functions.

2.1.  Excitatory match learning vs. inhibitory mismatch
learning

As summarized in Fig. 1, perceptual/cognitive processes in
the What ventral cortical processing stream often use excita-
tory matching and match-based learning to create predictive

representations of objects and events in the world. This kind of
learning enables humans and other sufficiently advanced
animals to rapidly learn new facts without being forced to just
as rapidly forget what they already know. Such a competence
was invaluable in the dangerous world in which our ancestors
evolved. It is also useful in our advanced societies today, since it
enables us to confidently go out into the world without fearing
that, in learning to recognize new information, such as a face,
we will suddenly forget other useful information, such as the
faces of our family and friends. This is sometimes called the
problem of catastrophic forgetting.

Grossberg (1980) has called the problem whereby the brain
learns quickly and stably without catastrophically forget-
ting its past knowledge the stability-plasticity dilemma. Solving
this problem during perceptual and cognitive development
and learning was one of the main motivations behind the
discovery of Adaptive Resonance Theory, or ART. The stabi-
lity—plasticity dilemma must be solved by every brain system
that needs to rapidly and adaptively respond to the flood of
signals - the “blooming buzzing confusion” of James (1890) —
that subserves even the most ordinary experiences. If the
brain’s design is parsimonious, then similar design principles
should operate in all brain systems that can rapidly learn
yet stably remember an accumulating knowledge base in
response to changing conditions throughout life. The discov-
ery of such principles should clarify how the brain unifies
diverse sources of information into coherent moments of
conscious experience. ART describes several of these princi-
ples and the neural mechanisms that realize them.

Match-based learning solves the stability-plasticity dilemma
and is the kind of learning used in ART. Match-based lear-
ning coexists with excitatory matching. Examples of excitatory
matching occur when a learned top-down expectation is suffi-
ciently well matched against a bottom-up input pattern. Such a
match can support a resonant state wherein gain amplification
of the matched pattern, synchronization of the activities that are
amplified, and attentional focusing occur. ART has predicted,

WHAT WHERE
Spatially-invariant object Spatially-variant reaching and
learning and recognition movement

Fast learning without
catastrophic forgetting

Continually update sensory-
motor maps and gains

IT PPC
WHAT WHERE
MATCHING | EXCITATORY | INHIBITORY
LEARNING MATCH MISMATCH

Fig. 1 - Complementary What and Where cortical processing
streams for spatially-invariant object recognition and
spatially-variant spatial representation and action,
respectively. Perceptual and recognition learning use top-
down excitatory matching and match-based learning that
achieves fast learning without catastrophic forgetting.
Spatial and motor learning use inhibitory matching and
mismatch-based learning that enable rapid adaptation to
changing bodily parameters. IT=inferotemporal cortex,
PPC=posterior parietal cortex. See text for details.
[Reprinted with permission from Grossberg (2009).]
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moreover, that fast learning can occur only during such a
resonant state — hence the term adaptive resonance — and that
“all conscious states are resonant states”. ART hereby predicted a
link between processes of Consciousness, Learning, Expectation,
Attention, Resonance, and Synchrony, the so-called CLEARS
processes. All current experimental evidence seems to be com-
patible with this family of predictions. See Grossberg (2007, 2012)
for reviews.

Although it is predicted that “all conscious states are resonant
states”, it is not predicted that “all resonant states are conscious
states”. Indeed, some resonant states, such as the storage of a
sequence of events in working memory before rehearsal occurs
(see Grossberg and Pearson, 2008 for a review), or the entorhinal-
hippocampal resonances that may dynamically stabilize the
learning of entorhinal grid cells and hippocampal place cells
(see Section 8), are not accessible to consciousness.

2.2.  Learning to be an expert in a changing body

Match learning, and by extension ART, does not describe the
only kind of learning that the brain needs to accomplish
autonomous adaptation to a changing world. If only for this
reason, ART is not a theory about “everything”. There are just
as essential, but complementary, spatial/motor processes in
the Where dorsal cortical processing stream that often use
inhibitory matching and mismatch-based learning (Fig. 1) to
continually update spatial maps and sensory-motor gains
as our bodily parameters change through time (Bullock and
Grossberg, 1988; Bullock et al., 1998; Gaudiano and Grossberg,
1991; Georgopoulos et al., 1982, 1986). Indeed, we do not want
the learned spatial representations and motor gains that
controlled our infant bodies to be remembered and used to
control our adult bodies. In this sense, catastrophic forgetting
is a good property during spatial and motor learning.

Inhibitory matching is illustrated by how we make an arm
movement. To make such a movement, a representation of
where the arm is now (its present position vector) is subtracted
from a representation of where we want the arm to move
(its target position vector), thereby computing a difference vector
that represents the direction and distance of movement needed
to attain the target. After moving to the target, the target and
present positions agree, so the difference vector is zero. This sort
of matching is thus inhibitory (Bullock and Grossberg, 1988).

Neither type of matching and learning is sufficient to design
an adaptive autonomous agent, but each is necessary. By
combining these two types of processes together, our brains
can incrementally learn and stably remember perceptual and
cognitive representations of a changing world, leading to a self-
stabilizing front end that solves the stability—plasticity dilemma
and enables us to become increasingly expert in understanding
the world and predicting outcomes in the world. At the same
time, our brains can adaptively update their representations of
where objects are and how to act upon them using bodies
whose parameters change continuously through time due to
development, exercise, illness, and aging.

2.3.  Why procedural memories are not conscious

Brain systems that use inhibitory matching and mismatch
learning cannot generate excitatory resonances. Hence, if “all

conscious states are resonant states”, then spatial and motor
representations are not conscious. This way of thinking provides
a mechanistic reason why declarative memories (or “learning
that”), which are the sort of memories learned by ART, may be
conscious, whereas procedural memories (or “learning how”),
which are the sort of memories that control spatial orienting and
action, are not conscious (Cohen and Squire 1980).

2.4.  Spatially-invariant recognition vs. spatially
localized action

There is another basic reason why these complementary
What and Where processes need to work together. The What
stream attempts to learn spatially-invariant object categories,
so that a combinatorial explosion does not occur wherein
every view of every object at every position and distance
needs to be represented by a different category.

Indeed, learning in the What cortical stream leads to
recognition categories that tend to be increasingly indepen-
dent of object size and position at higher cortical levels. The
anterior inferotemporal cortex exhibits such invariance (Bar
et al., 2001; Sigala and Logothetis, 2002; Tanaka et al., 1991).
Although how this occurs needs careful discussion (e.g.,
Zoccolan et al,, 2007), such object invariance prevents a
combinatorial explosion in memory of object representations
that otherwise would need to be learned at every perceived
size and position. Cao et al. (2011) and Grossberg et al. (2011)
have used ART to simulate recent neurophysiological data
about properties of invariant category learning and recogni-
tion in inferotemporal cortex.

In becoming spatially invariant, recognition categories lose
information about how to direct action towards the locations
in space where desired objects may be found. In contrast, the
Where stream learns spatial maps that do enable us to locate
such desired objects, as well as the movement gains that
enable us to accurately act with respect to them. On the other
hand, Where stream spatial processing gives up information
about which objects are in those spatial locations. Interactions
between the What and Where stream (“What-Where fusion”)
overcome these complementary deficiencies to enable learned
spatially-invariant object representations to control actions
towards desired goals in space (e.g., Brown et al., 2004; Fazl
et al., 2009; Grossberg, 2009), including actions that are learned
by observing a teacher who experiences the world from a
different perspective, by sharing joint attention during social
cognition (Grossberg and Vladusich, 2010).

In summary, because of their different types of matching
and learning, perceptual and cognitive learning provide a
self-stabilizing front end to control the more labile spatial
and motor learning that enables changing bodies to effec-
tively act upon recognized objects in the world.

2.5. Synaptic learning laws that support complementary
computing

Object, spatial, and temporal representations all use a family
of learning laws whose variations are called gated steepest
descent, normalized gated steepest descent, instar, outstar,
fuzzy ART, and adaptive threshold learning laws. These
variations of ART learning laws all support match-based
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learning and excitatory matching. Indeed, when these synap-
tic learning laws are embedded into ART networks, their
learning turns on when resonance occurs, and turns off when
a big enough mismatch occurs between the predicted state
(e.g., a learned top-down expectation) and the actual data
(e.g., a bottom-up input pattern).

The motor representations use variations of vector asso-
ciative map, or VAM, learning laws that support mismatch-
based learning and inhibitory matching (Gaudiano and
Grossberg, 1991, 1992). In VAM learning laws, the difference
vectors that control actions also serve as error signals that
drive the learning process. Just as ART learning laws are
triggered by a context-sensitive state, namely a resonance,
VAM learning laws are modulated by whether or not the
system is in a postural or movement state. Learning during a
fixed posture can adaptively change movement gains to help
achieve desired target positions. Shutting off learning during
movement prevents learning from undermining correctly
calibrated gains. All these movement systems have GO and
STOP, or burster and pauser, signals that can be used to
control the modulatory signals that gate learning off and on.

3. Equations for short-term memory, medium-
term memory, and long-term memory

Despite the need for specialization to accommodate require-
ments such as complementary computing, all of the neural
learning laws that the author has introduced to model a wide
range of behavioral functions, and that are used by many
other modellers, can be characterized using a small set of
equations for short-term memory, or STM; medium-term
memory, or MTM; and long-term memory, or LTM). These
laws are embedded within a somewhat larger number of
modules or microcircuits (e.g., shunting on-center off-sur-
round networks, gated dipole opponent processing networks,
associative learning networks, spectral spacing and timing
networks, difference vector networks, and the like) which, in
turn, are specialized and assembled into modal architectures,
where the term “modal” stands for modality (e.g., archi-
tectures for vision, audition, cognition, cognitive-emotional
interactions, sensory-motor control, and the like).

Modal architectures are less general than a Turing or von
Neumann architecture for general computing, but far more
general than a traditional Al algorithm. They are designed to
be capable of general-purpose self-organizing processing of a
particular modality of biological intelligence. Their particular
specializations of the basic equations and modules have been
selected over the millennia by evolutionary pressures. ART
networks form part of such modal architectures.

Modal architectures, in turn, embody new paradigms
for brain computing, including Complementary Computing
(Grossberg, 2000) and Laminar Computing (Grossberg, 1999).
As noted above, Complementary Computing describes how
the global brain is organized into complementary parallel
processing streams whose interactions generate biologically
intelligent behaviors. Laminar Computing describes how and
why the cerebral cortex is organized into layered circuits
whose specializations can support all forms of higher-order
biological intelligence. ART networks are embodied in

laminar cortical circuitry for vision and visual object recogni-
tion; audition, speech, and language; cognitive information
processing; and cognitive-emotional dynamics.

Grossberg (1968c, 1969a, 1969b) introduced laws of STM,
MTM, and LTM that are used, with suitable variations and
specializations, in many contemporary neural models,
including ART architectures. One variant of them is:

3.1.  STM: Short-term memory dynamics of fast cellular
activation and inhibition

dXi
i —Ax; + (B—Cx;)

n n
x|+ Y [y Drizii | —(E+Fx) Ji+ Y 9(Xe) YiGriZii | -
k=1 k=1

)

This equation describes the activity, or potential, x;, of the
ith cell (population) in a network of n interacting neurons. It
includes both the Additive and Shunting models that were
introduced in Grossberg (1968c, 1969a). In the shunting
model, the parameters C#0 and F #0. The parameter E=0
when there is “silent” shunting inhibition, whereas E+#0
describes the case of hyperpolarizing shunting inhibition.
In the Additive model, parameters C=F=0. The excitatory
interaction term [I; + X1 _ ;fu(Xe)y Drizei] describes an external
input I; plus the total excitatory feedback signal [Y!_.f,
(%)Y, Drizki] that is a sum of signals from other populations
via their output signals f}(x;). These output signals are often
interpreted in terms of the spiking frequencies that are
generated by potential x,. The term Dy, is a constant connec-
tion strength between cell populations k and i, whereas terms
¥, and z, describe MTM and LTM variables, respectively.
The inhibitory interaction term [J; + Y% _ ;g (Xk)YrDyiZii] has a
similar interpretation.

Eq. (1) assumes “fast inhibition”; that is, inhibitory inter-
neurons respond instantaneously to their inputs. Slower
finite-rate inhibition, with activities X; that are computed by
inhibitory interneurons, uses an equation like (1) to describe
the temporal evolution of the inhibitory activities. The output
signals from these inhibitory interneurons provide the inhi-
bitory feedback signals to the excitatory activities. With slow
inhibition, the inhibitory feedback signals would be g, (Xk)
instead of g, (xg).

3.2.  MTM: Habituative transmitter gates and depressing
synapses

dv.
T =HEK-y) - L)Y @)

Eq. (2) describes how the strength y; of the habituative
transmitter gate, or depressing synapse (Abbott et al., 1997), or
dynamic synapse (Tsodyks, Pawelzik, and Markram, 1998), in
the excitatory feedback term of (2) accumulates at a fixed rate
H to its maximum value K via term h(K—y;) and is inactivated,
habituated, or depressed via a mass action interaction
between the feedback signal f,,(x;) and the gate concentration
¥, The mass action term may be more complex than this in
some situations; e.g., Gaudiano and Grossberg (1991, 1992).
The habituative transmitter gate Yy in the inhibitory feedback
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term of (1) obeys a similar equation. It should be noted that
not all signals are habituative.

3.3. LTM: Gated steepest descent learning combines
Hebbian and anti-Hebbian properties

dz;;
dit) = Mf;(xi) [h;(x)) — z;| v
and
le“
d_t) = Mf;(x) [hu(x:) — 2] @

Eq. (3) describes the outstar learning equation, by which an
ith source cell can sample and learn a distributed spatial
pattern of activation across a network of sampled cells. When
the gating signal f,(x;) is positive, the adaptive weights z; can
learn about the activity-dependent signals hj(x) across the
sampled network of cells. Then each z; converges via term
[h)-(x)-)—z,vj} to a time-average of the signals hj(x;) at a rate
determined by fi(x;). As a result, z; can either increase or
decrease through time while tracking h;(x;). This tracking
operation is called steepest descent; hence the general name
of such a learning law: gated steepest descent. When the gating,
or sampling, signal f;(x;) equals zero, then neither learning
nor forgetting can occur.

Eq. (4) describes another variant of learning by gated
steepest descent; namely, the instar learning equation, by
which the adaptive weights z; that abut the jth target cell
can, when f;(x;) is positive, sample and learn the distributed
pattern of signals hi(x;)) that are passing through their
synapse. The adaptive tuning of these weights converts term
> Se(X)YpDrizei in (1) into an adaptive filter whereby an
input pattern can more effectively activate the cells that were
able to sample it during prior learning. This is the learning
equation that was used in the competitive learning and self-
organizing map models in Grossberg (1976a, 1978), and later
applied by Kohonen (1984). The catastrophically unstable
memories of competitive learning and self-organizing maps
in response to dense non-stationary series of input patterns
led to the introduction of ART as a way to dynamically
stabilize learned memories using matching and attentional
focusing by top-down expectations upon bottom-up input
patterns.

There are many variations of these gated steepest descent
equations that are been used in networks that support
different behavioral functions; e.g., normalized gated steepest
descent, doubly-gated learning, spike-timing dependent
learning, etc. It should also be noted that not all connections
are adaptive. Variations of the following normalized instar
learning law have been used to learn maps of orientation
and ocular dominance in cortical area V1 (Grossberg and
Seitz, 2003; Grossberg and Williamson, 2001), grid cells and
place cells in the entorhinal cortex and hippocampal cortex,
respectively (Grossberg and Pilly, 2012, 2014; Mhatre et al,,
2012), and recognition categories in the inferotemporal cortex
(Carpenter and Grossberg, 1987, 1993):

dz;
0~ MF,09) | A~ 2) -2 5 ey |. ®)
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In (5), the term —z; ¥’ h(x,) describes a competition for
k#i

synaptic activity by other signals converging on the jth cell.
Rewrite (5) as
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and then as
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The sum z; = } z; over all the weights z; in (7) that converge
onto the j™ cell obeys:
le'
Gt ij(X;)Zk: h(xe)[A —zi]. ®)

Eqg. (8) shows that the total synaptic weight z; converges to
A, and thus is normalized with a value that is independent of
the total number of connections that abut the jth cell. This
property is often called conservation of total synaptic weight.

This sort of learning law is experimentally supported by
data about the competition among developing axons that abut
a target neuron for limited target-derived neurotrophic factor
in order to survive (Cabelli et al., 1995, 1997; Purves, 1988), and
about the conservation of total synaptic weight by balanced
synaptic depression and potentiation (Royer and Pare, 2003).

4. When learning is not Hebbian: Combining
LTP and LTD
4.1.  Gated steepest descent learning

As noted above, gated steepest descent learning weights
can increase (long-term potentiation, or LTP) or decrease
(long-term depression, or LTD) during the learning process.
One reason for this assumption is that these weights learn
about distributed patterns of inputs across a network, as was
first mathematically proved in Grossberg (1968a, 1968b), not
just about a single input through a single connection between
pairs of cells, as postulated by Hebb (1949).

If the initial value of a weight that learmns by gated steepest
descent is smaller than the activity in a pattern that it is learning,
then the weight will increase during learning (LTP). However, if
the initial weight value is larger than the activity in a pattern that
itis learning, then the weight will decrease during learning (LTD).
Likewise, if two or more patterns are sampled sequentially in
time during learning, one with larger activities and another with
smaller activities at a given cell, then the corresponding adaptive
weight may first increase and then decrease to track the average
of the activities that it samples through time.

Reflecting this difference in the assumed functional units of
learning, Hebb (1949) asserted that adaptive weights can only
increase during learning whenever there is temporally contig-
uous pre- and post-synaptic pairing of inputs. Due to this
property, weights could saturate at their maximum values as
learning trials continue, assuming that all biological computa-
tions, including the computation of adaptive weights, have finite
maximum values. They could then become useless for dealing
with changes in environmental contingencies such as those that
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might require a later reduction of weight. Such a reduction in
weight can occur, for example, during reinforcement learning
when a previously reinforced cognitive-emotional association,
such as a conditioned reinforcer or incentive motivational
adaptive weight, is later extinguished in favor of different
reinforcing contingencies (Dranias et al., 2008; Grossberg, 1972,
1975; Kamin, 1969; Pavlov, 1927).

Despite this basic problem of Hebbian learning, it has
become commonplace for many experimental neuroscien-
tists to reflexively label results about associative learning as
being examples of Hebbian learning. This attribution does not
sufficiently take into account what Hebb actually wrote.

Outstars and instars were the first mathematically defined
neural learning laws to combine both Hebbian (weight increase,
LTP) and anti-Hebbian (weight decrease, LTD) properties, so
that they can they track the patterns with which they are
associated in time. These tracking properties were mathemati-
cally proved in a series of articles in the 1960s and early 1970s
for increasingly complicated learning situations; e.g., for spatial
pattern learning in outstars and recurrent networks (Grossberg,
1968b, 1969a), serial list learning (Grossberg, 1969c; Grossberg
and Pepe, 1971), learning of arbitrarily complicated space-time
patterns (Grossberg, 1969d) as in the case of birdsong
(Hahnloser et al., 2002), and category learning in competitive
learning and self-organizing map models (Grossberg, 1976a).

Instars and outstars were joined at recurrent competitive
networks in Grossberg (1976a) to show how to learn arbitrary
maps from m-dimensional to n-dimensional vectors. In this
universal recoding model, instars use their adaptive filters to
enable the m-dimensional input vectors to selectively acti-
vate category cells as part of a competitive learning or self-
organizing map model, after which the category cells read out
the n-dimensional output vectors that they learn using out-
star learning. This type of instar-outstar map learning
scheme was called counter propagation by Hecht-Nielsen
(1987). ART shows, in addition, how to learn maps whose
adaptive weights are dynamically self-stabilizing, by using
learned top-down expectations from the category cells that
are matched against the m-dimensional input patterns. The
top-down expectations also often use outstar learning; e.g.,
Carpenter and Grossberg (1987).

4.2.  Monotonic weights during match-modulated category
learning

As noted above, if adaptive weights could only get larger or
smaller through time whenever temporally contiguous pre-
and post-synaptic inputs were paired, then they could
become “stuck” at maximum or minimum values that may
not adapt to changes in environmental contingencies. How-
ever, some category learning models do posit adaptive
weights that can only change monotonically through time,
such as fuzzy ART and fuzzy ARTMAP (Carpenter et al., 1991,
1992). Because of the monotonic change through time of
these weights, they are guaranteed to converge to a limit. The
problem is to ensure that the limiting values enable useful
category recognition behaviors. Unlike the Hebb rule, this is
ensured by control processes that prevent learning except
when there is a good enough match between a currently
active learned top-down expectation and bottom-up input

pattern. Temporally contiguous pre- and post-synaptic pair-
ing of inputs is not sufficient. See Section 6 for a discussion of
how such matching happens.

5. Neurophysiological data about LTP and LTD

Bliss and Lomo (1973) using the anesthetized rabbit preparation,
and Bliss and Gardner-Medwin (1973) using the unanesthetized
rabbit, provided the first demonstration of a long-term potentia-
tion (LTP) of synaptic efficacy following tetanic stimulation of
afferent fibers in the perforant path to dentate gyrus synapse in
the hippocampus. Long-tem depression (LTD) has also been
reported in the hippocampus, including at area CA1 pyramidal
cells, in pathways that can also induce LTP at higher rates of
stimulation (e.g., Dudek and Bear, 1992; Levy et al., 1983; Levy
and Desmond, 1985, Levy and Steward, 1983; Mulkey and
Kalenka, 1992). Such LTP and LTD effects have also been reported
in the cerebral cortex, including in the visual cortex of cats and
rats (e.g, Artola and Singer, 1987, 1993; Fregnac et al., 1994;
Kirkwood et al.,, 1995; Komatsu et al., 1981; Singer, 1983), among
other structures in a literature that is, by now, vast.

These results do not disclose, however, how shared synaptic
properties may control different behavioral functions in differ-
ent parts of the brain, or how and why particular combinations
of functions are controlled by specific brain regions. For exam-
ple, how do similar learning laws contribute to the learning of
categories for visual object recognition by inferoretmporal and
prefrontal cortex, as well as to spatial navigation via the
entorhinal-hippocampal system? Why are both spatial naviga-
tion (space!) and adaptively timed conditioning (time!) repre-
sented in the medial and lateral streams, respectively, of the
entorhinal-hippocampal system? This article reviews some of
the network- and system-level interactions that are proposed to
give rise to such behavioral properties.

6. Adaptive resonance theory: Fast category
learning without catastrophic forgetting

6.1.  Solving the stability—plasticity dilemma

One emerging family of neural models controls how the visual
cortex learns, recognizes, and remembers invariant visual
object recognition categories and how this process is linked to
object and spatial attention, predictive remapping, conscious-
ness, and object search in the visual cortex. All these models
build upon the category learning and memory capabilities of
Adaptive Resonance Theory, or ART, models (Carpenter, 1997,
2003; Carpenter and Grossberg, 1987, 1993; Carpenter et al.,
1991, 1992; Grossberg, 1976a, 1976b, 1978, 1980).

All of the main ART predictions have received increasing
support from psychological and neurobiological data since ART
was introduced in Grossberg (1976a, 1976b), and ART is cur-
rently the cognitive and neural theory of recognition learning
and memory with the broadest explanatory and predictive
range. Successive developments of ART have explained and
predicted increasingly large behavioral and neurobiological data
bases, ranging from normal and abnormal aspects of human
and animal perception and cognition, to the spiking and
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oscillatory dynamics of hierarchically-organized laminar thala-
mocortical networks in multiple modalities. Indeed, some ART
models explain and predict behavioral, anatomical, neurophy-
siological, biophysical, and even biochemical data. In this sense,
they provide a growing set of examples capable of partially
solving the classical mind/body problem. See Grossberg (2012)
for a review of these developments.

6.2. Top-down matching, resonance, attention, and fast
learning

ART solves the stability—plasticity dilemma by proposing how
top-down expectations focus object attention on salient
combinations of visual features, and characterizes how
attention may operate via a form of self-normalizing “biased
competition” (Desimone, 1998). There is a convergence across
models of how to mathematically instantiate the ART atten-
tional circuit that have grown out of the results about the
properties of shunting on-center off-surround networks that
were originally proved in Grossberg (1973). For example, the
“normalization model of attention” (Reynolds and Heeger,
2009) simulates several types of experiments on attention
using the same equation for self-normalizing attention as the
distributed ARTEXture (dARTEX) model (Bhatt et al., 2007,
equation (A5)) used to simulate human psychophysical data
about Orientation-Based Texture Segmentation (OBTS, Ben-
Shahar and Zucker, 2004).

When a good enough match occurs between a top-down
learned expectation, that is read out by a currently active
recognition category, and a bottom-up input pattern, a
synchronous resonant state emerges that embodies an atten-
tional focus. This resonance is capable of driving fast learning
of bottom-up recognition categories and top-down expecta-
tions within the attentional focus that can refine previous
knowledge; hence the name adaptive resonance. It has been
mathematically proved that match learning within an ART
model leads to stable memories of arbitrary events presented
in any order (e.g., Carpenter and Grossberg, 1987, 1991).
Simple learning laws, such as variants of instar and outstar
learning, can solve the stability-plasticity dilemma when
they are modulated by the results of such an attentional
match. In particular, the adaptive weights in bottom-up
pathways that help to learn recognition categories are often
normalized instar or fuzzy ART laws (Eq. (5)), whereas the
weights in top-down pathways that help to learn expecta-
tions are often outstar laws (Eq. (3)).

6.3.  Matching and synchronous oscillations

The resonance process is predicted to take place in the What
cortical stream, notably in the sensory, temporal, and prefrontal
cortices, where top-down expectations are matched against
bottom-up inputs. When a top-down expectation achieves a
good enough match with bottom-up data, the emerging atten-
tional focus is often realized by oscillatory dynamics that
synchronize the firing properties of the resonating neurons.
These match-sustained oscillations were predicted to
occur in Grossberg (1976b), where they were called order-
preserving limit cycles to specify that the oscillating activities
do not reverse their relative sizes through time, in keeping

with the idea that resonating features preserve their relative
importance during the resonant event. Such oscillations are
currently called synchronous oscillations (e.g., Eckhorn et al,
1988; Engel et al, 2001; Gray and Singer, 1989). Several
subsequent modeling studies have simulated how these
oscillations can explain data about such varied properties
as fast synchronization by cooperative feature linking during
perceptual grouping and attentional matching (Grossberg and
Somers, 1991), perceptual framing, temporal order judg-
ments, and stochastic resonance (Grossberg and Grunewald,
1997), and analog sensitivity of fast synchronization of
perceptual grouping by the laminar circuits of visual cortex
(Yazdanbakhsh and Grossberg, 2004). Of particular interest
are simulations within realistic spiking laminar cortical
circuits of faster gamma oscillations during a top-down
attentional match and slower beta oscillations during a big
enough mismatch, with the mismatch initiated within the
deeper layers of the cortex (Grossberg and Versace, 2008).
This gamma/beta prediction has received neurophysiological
support from several labs in different parts of the brain (e.g.,
Berke et al., 2008; Buffalo et al., 2011; Buschman and Miller,
2009). The prediction is consistent with the possibility that
other neural mechanisms can also cause such oscillatory
frequencies.

6.4. The cycle of resonance and reset

Match learning has a serious potential weakness: If a brain
can only learn when there is a good enough match between
bottom-up data and learned top-down expectations, then how
can it ever learn anything that is really novel? When learning
first begins, and no learned recognition categories exist, then a
novel input pattern can activate a potential future category that
has the best match with it via the small, random initial weights
in the bottom-up pathways. Then contrast enhancement via
the rules of competitive learning and self-organizing maps
(Grossberg, 1976a; Kohonen, 1984; von der Malsburg, 1973) can
strengthen these bottom-up weights to ensure a better match
with the input pattern in the future. However, this can occur
only if, on the first learning trial, the activated category can read
out top-down signals that provide a good enough match with
the novel input pattern to allow learning to proceed. In order for
a top-down expectation to match the features that activate any
new recognition category, all of its top-down adaptive weights
initially have large values, which are pruned by the learning of a
particular expectation to match the feature patterns that
activate the category. After this first category is learned, its
large learned weights can compete with the small random
weights in the bottom-up filter to interfere with learning about
new objects and events. How is this problem overcome in a
situation where the learning is unsupervised, and no external
teacher is available to force the selection of a correct answer?
ART proposes that this problem is solved by an interaction
between complementary processes of resonance and reset
that are predicted to control properties of attention and
memory search, respectively. These processes help our
brains to balance between the complementary demands of
processing the familiar and the unfamiliar, the expected
and the unexpected. A big enough mismatch, which is com-
puted within the attentional system, is proposed to activate a
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complementary orienting system, which is activated by unex-
pected and unfamiliar events (Fig. 2b and c), and which
includes the nonspecific thalamus and the hippocampal sys-
tem. See Carpenter and Grossberg (1993) and Grossberg and
Versace (2008) for consistent data. Output signals from the
orienting system rapidly reset the recognition category that has
been reading out the poorly matching top-down expectation.
The cause of the mismatch is hereby removed, thereby freeing
the system to activate a different recognition category (Fig. 2d).
In this way, a reset event triggers memory search, or hypothesis
testing, which automatically leads to the selection of a recogni-
tion category that can better match the input.

6.5. Memory consolidation and direct access to globally
best match

As sequences of inputs are practiced over learning trials, the
search process eventually converges upon stable categories.
It has been mathematically proved (e.g., Carpenter and
Grossberg, 1987) that familiar inputs directly access the
category whose prototype provides the globally best match,
without undergoing any search, while unfamiliar inputs
continue to activate the orienting subsystem to trigger mem-
ory searches for new or better-fitting categories until they
become familiar. In other words, ART provides a solution of
the local minimum problem and clarifies how familiar objects
can be rapidly recognized even as the total number of learned
memories increases dramatically. The processes of search
and category learning continue until the memory capacity,
which can be chosen arbitrarily large, is fully utilized.

6.6.  Vigilance, acetylcholine, and nucleus basalis

A vigilance parameter controls how big a mismatch is needed
to drive a memory search. Low vigilance permits the learning
of general and abstract categories because it tolerates large
mismatches between the currently active top-down expecta-
tion and the bottom-up input exemplar with which it is being
matched. High vigilance forces learning of more specific and
concrete categories, with individual input exemplars learning
to activate their own categories in the limit of very high
vigilance.

Vigilance is computed within the orienting system of an
ART model (Fig. 2b-d), where the total bottom-up excitation
from all the active features in an input pattern I is reduced by
the total inhibition from all the feature detectors that it
activates (see F; in Fig. 2). If the ratio of the total activity
across the active features in F; (that is, the “matched”
features) to the total activity due to all the features in I is
less than a vigilance parameter p (Fig. 2b), then a nonspecific
reset, or arousal, wave is activated (Fig. 2c), which can drive
the search for another category with which to classify the
exemplar. This can be accomplished by letting p multiply the
bottom-up inputs I to the orienting system,; that is, p is the
gain of the bottom-up inputs to the orienting system. The
orienting system is activated when the total excitatory input
pl is greater than the total inhibition from the features X*
across F; that survive top-down matching; that is, when
p‘l‘ - ‘X*J_‘> 0, where H denotes the number of positive in uts
or matched features. Rewriting this inequality as p> |X* TI)

Fig. 2 - Search for a recognition code within an ART learning
circuit: (a) Input pattern I is instated across feature detectors at
level F; as an activity pattern X, while it nonspecifically
activates the orienting system A with gain p, which is called
the vigilance parameter. Output signals from activity pattern X
inhibits A and generates output pattern S. S is multiplied by
learned adaptive weights to form the input pattem T. T
activates category cells Y at level F.. (b) Y generates the top-
down signals U which are multiplied by adaptive weights and
added at F, cells to form a prototype V that encodes the leared
expectation of active F, categories. If V mismatches I at F,, then
a new STM activity pattern X* (the hatched pattemn) is selected
at F;. X is active at I features that are confirmed by V.
Mismatched features (white area) are inhibited. When X
changes to X, total inhibition decreases from F; to A. (c) If
inhibition decreases sufficiently so that the total inhibition due
to X is less than the total excitation due to I multiplied by the
vigilance parameter p, then A is activated and releases a
nonspecific arousal burst to F,; that is, “novel events are
arousing”. Arousal resets F, by inhibiting Y. (d) After Y is
inhibited, X is reinstated and Y stays inhibited as X activates a
different activity pattern Y'. Search for better F, category
continues until a better matching or novel category is selected.
When search ends, an attentive resonance triggers learning of
the attended data. [Adapted with permission from Carpenter
and Grossberg (1993).]

shows that the orienting system is activated whenever p is
chosen higher than the ratio of active X* matched features in
F; to total features in I. In other words, the vigilance para-
meter controls how bad a match can be before search for a
new category is initiated. If the vigilance parameter is low,
then many exemplars can all influence the learning of a



278 BRAIN RESEARCH 1621 (20I5) 270-293

shared prototype, which eliminates all the features that are
not shared with all the exemplars, thereby leading to learning
of an abstract category. If the vigilance parameter is high,
then even a small difference between a new exemplar and a
known prototype (e.g., F vs. E) can drive the search for a new
category with which to represent F, thereby leading to
learning of a more exemplar-like category.

Vigilance can vary across learning trials. For example,
during supervised learning, it may be controlled by a process
of match tracking (Carpenter et al, 1991, 1992) whereby a
predictive error (e.g., E is predicted in response to F) causes
the vigilance parameter p to increase just enough to trigger
reset and search for a better-matching category. Match
tracking gives up the minimum amount of generalization in
the learned categories to search for a better-matching cate-
gory. It hereby “tracks” the degree of match between input
exemplar and matched prototype, and thus increases vigi-
lance by the minimum amount needed to trigger a reset and
search for a new category. Match tracking hereby realizes a
Minimax Learning Rule that conjointly maximizes category
generality while it minimizes predictive error. Otherwise
expressed, match tracking uses the least memory resources
that can correct errors in classification.

ART predicts how vigilance may be controlled by acet-
ycholine via the nucleus basalis of Meynert (Grossberg and
Versace, 2008; Palma et al.,, 2012; Palma et al., 2012), thereby
proposing a more precise interpretation of various data about
the role of acetylcholine in cortical dynamics (e.g., Kraus
et al., 1994; van Der Werf et al., 2002).

6.7.  Vigilance diseases: Autism and amnesia

Various mental disorders seem to include problems with
vigilance control, leading to the hypothesis that it may be
useful to classify the symptoms due to vigilance malfunc-
tions as illustrations of “vigilance diseases”. Autism and
medial temporal amnesia seem to be examples of such
diseases. It should be clear, however, that a problem with
vigilance is not the only problem that individuals with these
mental disorders may have.

Persistent high vigilance has been predicted to cause
symptoms of hyperspecific category learning and attentional
deficits in some autistic individuals (Grossberg and Seidman,
2006). This prediction has been tested through psychophysi-
cal experiments done with high-functioning autistic indivi-
duals (Church et al., 2010; Vladusich et al,, 2010). It is also
consistent with reports of abnormal cholinergic activity in
the parietal and frontal cortices of autistic individuals that is
correlated with abnormalities in the nucleus basalis (Perry
et al., 2001; Rubenstein and Merzenich, 2003).

Persistent low vigilance has been predicted to cause some
symptoms of medial temporal amnesia (Carpenter and
Grossberg, 1993). A lesion of the hippocampus removes the
orienting system from cortico-hippocampal interactions
(Fig. 2). Memory search is hereby prevented, and the ability
to learn new categories is impaired. A hippocampal lesion
has the effect of causing vigilance to equal zero. Learning that
occurs without mismatch-mediated reset and memory
search can only form general categories.

Relevant data from amnesic individuals have been
reported by Knowlton and Squire (1993), who showed that
amnesic subjects and normal subjects perform equally well
on easy categorization tasks, but amnesic subjects perform
far worse on more demanding tasks. To explain these data,
Knowlton and Squire (1993) posited two separate memory
systems. However, Zaki et al. (2003) quantitatively fit these
data with a single exemplar-based model whose sensitivity
parameter was chosen lower for amnesic than for normal
subjects. This exemplar model is usually expressed in terms
of formal algebraic equations. When the formal exemplar
model is interpreted as a real-time dynamic process under-
going only locally defined interactions, its operations include
a top-down attentional matching process akin to that in ART.
A low sensitivity parameter c in this exemplar model (see
their Eq. (4)) then plays a role similar to that played by a low
vigilance parameter p in an ART model (Amis et al., 2014).

7. Invariant object category learning,
attention, predictive remapping, and search

In order to achieve autonomous learning and memory in a
mobile organism, ART models are embedded within larger
architectures that can solve several fundamental problems
that arise when searching a scene. The first architecture of
this type is called the ARTSCAN model (Fazl et al., 2009;
Grossberg, 2009). ARTSCAN predicts how an observer can
learn to recognize objects when seen from multiple perspec-
tives, and thereby to learn view-invariant object categories
while scanning a 2D scene with eye movements. As the eyes
scan a scene, two successive eye movements may focus on
different parts of the same object or on different objects. How
does the brain avoid erroneously classifying views of differ-
ent objects together under unsupervised learning conditions,
even before the brain knows what the object is? ARTSCAN
proposes how the brain controls eye movements that enable
it to learn multiple view-specific categories of a given object
and to associatively link them with view-invariant category
representations of that object, and only that object. See Fig. 3
for a macrocircuit of the more comprehensive ARTSCAN
Search model.

7.1. Attentional shrouds and Where-to-What modulation
of invariant category learning

To accomplish view-invariant object category learning during
free scanning of a 2D scene, the ARTSCAN model predicts a
critical role for spatial attentional signals from the Where
cortical stream in modulating invariant category learning in
the What cortical stream. Several studies have reported that the
distribution of spatial attention can configure itself to fit an
object’s form. Form-fitting spatial attention is sometimes called
an attentional shroud (Tyler and Kontsevich, 1995). ARTSCAN
explains how an object’s pre-attentively formed surface repre-
sentation in prestriate cortical area V4 may induce such a form-
fitting attentional shroud in parietal cortex. In particular, feed-
back between the surface representation and the shroud are
predicted to form a surface-shroud resonance that locks spatial
attention on the object’s surface. I have predicted that such a
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surface-shroud resonance supports conscious perception of the
object’s visible surface qualia. After such a resonance locks
attention upon a surface, it can also propagate top-down to
lower cortical areas, such as V1 and V2, and bottom-up to
higher cortical areas, such as prefrontal cortex, to synchronize
them all to support the conscious percept, as discussed more
completely in the next section.

While this surface-shroud resonance remains active, it
also has other important functions: First, it ensures that eye
movements tend to end at locations on the object’s surface,
thereby enabling different views of the same object to be
sequentially explored, as confirmed by Theeuwes et al. (2010).
Second, it keeps the emerging view-invariant object category
active while different views of the object are learned by view-
specific categories and associated with it.

This latter function works as follows: As each view-
specific category is learned by the What stream, say in
posterior inferotemporal cortex (ITp), it focuses object atten-
tion via a learned top-down expectation on the critical
features in the visual cortex (e.g., in prestriate cortical area
V4) that will be used to recognize that view and its variations
in the future. Such a view-specific category and its learned
top-down expectation are modeled by ART. When the first
such view-specific category is learned, it also activates a cell
population at a higher cortical level, say anterior inferotem-
poral cortex (ITa), that will become the view-invariant object
category (Fig. 3a).

Suppose that the eyes or the object move sufficiently to
expose a new view whose critical features are significantly
different from the critical features that are used to recognize
the first view. Then the first view category is reset, or
inhibited. This happens due to the mismatch of its learned
top-down expectation, or prototype of attended critical fea-
tures, with the newly incoming view information. This top-
down prototype focuses object attention on the incoming
visual information. Object attention hereby helps to control
which view-specific categories are learned by determining
when the currently active view-specific category should be
reset, and a new view-specific category should be activated.
Such a reset is controlled by the usual balance between
resonance and reset in any ART model (Section 6.4).

However, the view-invariant object category should not be
reset every time a view-specific category is reset, or else it can
never become view-invariant. This is what the attentional
shroud accomplishes: It inhibits a tonically-active reset signal
that would otherwise shut off the view-invariant category
when each view-specific category is reset (Fig. 3a). As this
process is iterated, and the eyes foveate a sequence of views
on a single object’s surface through time, they trigger learn-
ing of a sequence of view-specific categories, and each of
them is associatively linked through learning with the still-
active view-invariant category.

When the eyes move off an object, its attentional shroud
collapses in the Where stream, thereby transiently disinhibit-
ing the parietal reset mechanism that shuts off the view-
invariant category in the What stream. This shroud-mediated
reset mechanism between the Where and What cortical
streams is different from the top-down mismatch-mediated
reset within the What stream that resets the individual view-
specific categories.

When the eyes look at a different object, its shroud can
form in the Where stream and a new view-specific category
can be learned that can, in turn, activate the cells that will
become a new view-invariant category in the What stream.

Are there data that support these model predictions and that
can be used to further test and develop the model? Chiu and
Yantis (2009) have described rapid event-related fMRI experi-
ments in humans showing that a spatial attention shift causes
a domain-independent transient parietal burst that correlates
with a change of categorization rules. This transient parietal
signal is a marker against which further experimental tests of
model mechanisms can be based. It supports the predicted
sequence of V4-parietal surface-shroud collapse (shift of spatial
attention), transient parietal burst (reset signal), and collapse of
the currently active invariant object category in cortical area ITa
(shift of categorization rules). The transient parietal burst is
domain-independent because any object’s surface-shroud reso-
nance can inhibit it, and the burst itself can inhibit any view-
invariant object category. These and related results (e.g., Cabeza
et al, 2008; Corbetta et al., 2000; Yantis et al, 2002) are
consistent with the model prediction of how different regions
of the parietal cortex maintain sustained attention to a cur-
rently attended object (e.g., the shroud) and control transient
attention switching (e.g., the reset burst) to a different object.

7.2.  Conscious awareness of visual qualia: Crowding and
parietal neglect

The ARTSCAN model enables an answer to be proposed to
the following fundamental question: What brain event sub-
serves conscious awareness of visual qualia? The background
leading to this proposal unifies two streams of neural model-
ing. ART predicts that “all conscious states are resonant
states” and the FACADE theory of 3D vision and figure-
ground perception (e.g., Grossberg, 1994) predicts that “all
consciously visible percepts are surface percepts”. Combining
these two predictions raises the question: What sort of
resonance supports conscious visible surface percepts?

I have predicted that a surface-shroud resonance supports
conscious percepts of an object’s visible surface qualia. After
such a resonance locks attention upon a surface, it can also
propagate top-down to lower visual areas where finer visual
features are represented, such as V1 and V2, and bottom-up
to regions as high as prefrontal cortex, and can synchronize
them all to support the conscious percept. A wide range of
data are naturally explained by this prediction, such as data
about crowding (Green and Bavelier, 2007; He et al., 1996;
Intriligator and Cavanagh, 2001; Levi, 2008) and data about
parietal neglect (Driver and Mattingley, 1998; Mesulam, 1999).

Crowding probes the relationship between seeing and
recognition (and thus learning and memory) by showing
how seeing and recognition of individual objects can fail
during certain conditions. ARTSCAN provides a deceptively
simple explanation of crowding (Foley et al., 2012). It predicts
that we consciously see an object only when its surface
features are included within a surface-shroud resonance.
When crowding occurs, however, such a resonance may not
isolate an individual object. This can happen, for example, if
the cortical magnification factor, among other factors, causes
multiple, peripherally-viewed, object surfaces to all share a
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single surface-shroud resonance. Since surface-shroud reso-
nances create a link between conscious perception and the
categories that we used to recognize objects, objects that
share a single surface-shroud resonance cannot be individu-
ally recognized.

Parietal neglect describes how a parietal lesion can cause a
patient to consciously ignore the corresponding region of
space. ART proposes that neglect may happen because,
despite the fact that the lesion may leave the visual cortex
intact, the corresponding surface-shroud resonance cannot
form to support a conscious percept of the corresponding
object surface.

7.3.  Seeing and knowing via two kinds of attention and
resonance

Models like ARTSCAN illustrate how two different types of
resonances may occur that support the difference between
seeing and knowing. A surface-shroud resonance coordinates
What and Where stream representations of surfaces and
spatial attention, respectively. It supports conscious seeing
of an object’s surface qualia. The attention that occurs during
such a resonance is spatial attention. A feature-category
resonance coordinates What stream representations of object
features and their recognition categories, as modeled by ART.
It supports knowing what the object is. The attention that
occurs during such a resonance is object attention. During
conscious awareness of an object, both kinds of resonances
may be active, and even synchronous, to support seeing the
object and knowing what it is.

7.4. Invariant object learning, recognition, predictive
remapping, and search

The pARTSCAN (positional ARTSCAN) model (Cao et al., 2011)
builds upon ARTSCAN to propose how an observer can learn
view-, size-, and positionally-invariant object categories in a
2D scene. pARTSCAN suggests a role for persistently firing
cells in the inferotemporal cortex (Brunel, 2003; Fuster and
Jervey, 1981; Miyashita and Chang, 1988; Tomita et al., 1999)
in this process. Such persistence represents a specific kind of
short-term memory that is reset when spatial attention shifts
from one object to another.

The 3D ARTSCAN model (Grossberg et al, in press)
extends ARTSCAN to propose how the brain maintains the
stability of binocularly fused representations of a 3D scene as
the eyes fixate different objects in the scene. Each eye
movement requires a new binocular match of an object’s
features, yet perceptual stability is maintained. This compe-
tence requires that predictive remapping occurs (Duhamel
et al.,, 1992; Gottlieb et al., 2005; Mathot and Theeuwes,
2010; Melcher, 2007; Melcher, 2008-2009; Saygin and Sereno,
2008; Sommer and Wurtz, 2006; Tolias et al., 2001; Umeno and
Goldberg, 1997) via gain fields (Andersen et al, 1985;
Andersen and Mountcastle, 1983; Deneve and Pouget, 2003;
Gancarz and Grossberg, 1999; Grossberg and Kuperstein, 1986;
Pouget et al., 2003) to ensure that predictive eye position
information enables the attentional shrouds and binocularly
matches to be computed in head-centered coordinates that
are stable as the eyes move.

The dARTSCAN (distributed ARTSCAN) model (Foley et al.,
2012) clarifies why visual backgrounds do not become dark
when spatial attention, via a surface-shroud resonance, is
focused on a particular object, how Where stream motion-
activated transient attentional components and What stream
sustained attentional components interact (Corbetta et al,,
2008; Corbetta and Shulman, 2002; Dosenbach et al., 2007,
2008; Egeth and Yantis, 1997), and how prefrontal priming
interacts with parietal attention mechanisms to influence
search efficiency.

The ARTSCAN Search model (Fig. 3; Chang et al., 2014)
builds upon pARTSCAN view-, size-, and positionally-
invariant object category learning and recognition via
Where-to-What stream interactions. It can also learn to focus
motivated attention upon such an object using a combination
of conditioned reinforcer learning and incentive motivational
learning during cognitive-emotional interactions (Grossberg,
1975; Grossberg and Seidman, 2006). Finally, it can search a
2D scene for a valued goal object using What-to-Where
stream top-down ART expectations and basal ganglia volition
(Fig. 3b), hereby proposing a neurobiologically-grounded solu-
tion of the Where’s Waldo problem.

Combining all of these developments within a 3D ARTS-
CAN Search model enables learning of view-, size-, and
positionally-invariant object categories of objects in a 3D
scene, and search of such a scene to detect, attend, recognize,
and look at a valued target object in it, without disrupting
perceptual stability during the search.

8. Laminar cortical dynamics of vision,
speech, and cognition

How similar learning mechanisms may govern different
functions is exemplified at multiple organizational levels.
For example, although all neocortex seems to share many
basic anatomical features, notably its characteristic organiza-
tion into six horizontal layers and sublaminae, their specia-
lizations in different cortical regions may support vision, or
speech, or cognition. Figs. 4-6 summarize three examples of
the LAMINART family of laminar cortical architectures: the
3D LAMINART model (Cao and Grossberg, 2005, 2012;
Grossberg and Yazdanbakhsh, 2005) of 3D vision and figure-
ground separation, the cARTWORD model of speech learning
and perception (Grossberg and Kazerounian, 2011), and the
LIST PARSE model of cognitive working memory and learned
list unitization or chunking (Grossberg and Pearson, 2008).
These models illustrate how functional diversity may arise
even when the synaptic learning laws and the overall anato-
mical architecture share many features.

8.1. Laminar computing: A revolutionary new paradigm
for intelligent computation

These LAMINART models illustrate the computational para-
digm of Laminar Computing (Grossberg, 2007, 2012) whose goal
is to clarify how specializations of the characteristic bottom-up,
top-down, and horizontal interactions in the cerebral cortex
embody different types of biological intelligence. Laminar
Computing proposes how this can happen, while explaining
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Fig. 4 - (a) The 3D LAMINART model circuit diagram. The
model consists of a (V1 Interblob)-(V2 Pale Stripe)-V4 boundary
stream which computes 3D perceptual groupings, and a (V1
Blob)~(V2 Thin Stripe)-V4 surface stream which computes 3D
surface representations of lightness, color, and depth. The two
processing streams interact to overcome their complementary
computational deficiencies (Grossberg, 1994) and create
consistent 3D boundary and surface percepts. (b) A block
diagram of the 3D LAMINART model. [Reproduced with
permission from Cao and Grossberg (2005).]

how the laminar design of neocortex enables it to support (1)
self-stabilizing development, learning, and memory that solve
the stability-plasticity dilemma, (2) probabilitistic decisions that
reconcile the demands of automatic data-driven bottom-up
processing and task-selective attentive top-down processing,
and (3) analog coherence, or the ability to unify the sensitivity of
analog computing and the stability of digital computing. LAMI-
NART hereby embodies the best properties of feedforward and
feedback processing, digital and analog processing, and bottom-

up data-driven processing and top-down attentive hypothesis-
driven processing.

8.2. Fast feedforward vs. slower feedback processing of
unambiguous vs. ambiguous data

When unambiguous information is processed, such as a famil-
iar and well-rendered scene, a LAMINART architecture (Fig. 7)
can quickly group the scene in a fast feedforward sweep of
activation that passes directly through layer 4 to 2/3 and then
on to layers 4 to 2/3 in subsequent cortical areas (Fig. 7c and e).
This property clarifies how recognition can be so fast in
response to unambiguous scenes; e.g., Thorpe et al. (1996).

On the other hand, if there are multiple possible groupings in
a scene, say in response to a complex textured scene, then
competition among these possibilities due to inhibitory interac-
tions in layers 4 and 2/3 (black cells and synapses in Fig. 7) can
cause all cell activities to become smaller, because activities in
the model’'s competitive circuits are self-normalizing, or tend to
conserve the total activity of the circuit. This property emerges
from the architecture’s shunting on-center off-surround net-
works, which also enable input contrasts to be processed over a
large dynamic range without saturation (Douglas et al., 1995;
Grossberg, 1973, 1980; Heeger, 1992).

8.3. Trading certainty against speed: Real-time
probabilities that run as fast as they can

Said in another way, these self-normalizing circuits carry out
a type of real-time probability theory in which the amplitude
of cell activity covaries with the certainty of the network’s
selection, or decision, about a grouping. Amplitude covaries
with processing speed and, due to the feedback interactions
within these circuits, the coherence and synchronization of
cell activations. Low activity slows down feedforward proces-
sing in the circuit because it takes longer for cell activities to
exceed output thresholds and to activate subsequent cells
above threshold. Network uncertainty is resolved through
feedback (Fig. 7c and e): Active layer 2/3 grouping cells feed
back signals to layers 6-then-4-then-2/3 to close a cortical
feed back loop that contrast-enhances and amplifies the
winning grouping to a degree and at a rate that reflect
the amount of statistical evidence for that grouping. As the
winning grouping emerges, and weaker groupings are sup-
pressed, the activities of the winning cells become more
active and synchronous, and thus can resume transmitting
this cortical decision to subsequent processing stages.

In summary, a LAMINART circuit “runs as fast as it can” in
response to the available evidence, trading certainty against
speed: It operates in a fast feedforward mode when there is
little uncertainty, and automatically engages a slower feedback
mode when there is uncertainty. Feedback selects a winning
decision that enables the circuit to speed up again, since
activation amplitude, synchronization, and processing speed
both increase with certainty. Such decision-making properties
go beyond the Bayesian statistical approaches to biological
intelligence that are so popular today.
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Fig. 5 - The cARTWORD model describes a hierarchy of
levels responsible for the processes involved in speech and
language perception. Each level is organized into laminar
cortical circuits, wherein deep layers (6 and 4) are
responsible for processing and storing inputs, and
superficial layers (2/3) are proposed to group distributed
patterns across these deeper layers into learned unitized
representations. The lowest level is responsible for
processing acoustic features (cell activities F; and E;) and
items (cell activities Cﬁ”), whereas the higher level is
responsible for storing of sequences of acoustic items in
working memory (activities Y; and X;), and representing
these stored sequences of these items as unitized, context-
sensitive representations by list chunks (activities C}L’) ina
network, called a masking field, that is capable of selectively
representing lists of variable length. [Reprinted with
permission from Grossberg and Kazerounian (2011).]

8.4.  Combining the stability of digital with the sensitivity
of analog computing

The LAMINART model also embodies a novel kind of hybrid
computing that simultaneously realizes the stability of digital

computing and the sensitivity of analog computing. This is true
because the feedback loop between layers 2/3-6-4-2/3 that
selects or confirms a winning grouping (Fig. 7c and e) has the
property of analog coherence (Grossberg, 1999; Grossberg et al.,
1997; Grossberg and Raizada, 2000; Yazdanbakhsh and
Grossberg, 2004); namely, this feedback loop can synchronously
choose and store a winning grouping, while suppressing losing
groupings, without losing analog sensitivity to amplitude differ-
ences in the input pattern. Such synchronous storage in the
feedback loop provides the stability of digital computing - for
example, the feedback loop exhibits hysteresis that can pre-
serve the stored pattern against external perturbations — while
preserving the sensitivity of analog computation—so that it can
weigh the evidence for a grouping and translate evidence into
the graded activities of the winning grouping.

o. Spatial navigation: Entorhinal grid cell and
hippocampal place cell learning

9.1.  Place cells and spatial navigation

Section 7 noted how an ART category learning circuit could be
embedded in larger architectures that can autonomously carry
out invariant object category learning as the eyes search a scene.
Are similar laws of learning and memory used to accomplish
behavioral competences that may seem to a casual observer to
be totally unrelated? One affirmative example concermns how
spatial navigation is controlled. This example is particularly
relevant to classical data about LTP and LTD because these data
were recorded in the hippocampus, and the hippocampus and
medial entorhinal cortex (MEC) play an important role in the
control of spatial learning, memory, and navigation (Davis et al.,
1992; Morris et al.,, 1982; Parron and Save, 2004).

Place cells in the hippocampus fire whenever a rat is in
a specific localized region, or “place”, in an environment
(O’Keefe and Dostrovsky, 1971). They can also exhibit multi-
ple firing fields when an animal navigates in large spaces
(Fenton et al., 2008; Henriksen et al., 2010; Park et al., 2011).
The ensemble of all place cells enables an animal to localize
itself in an environment. Research on place cells has clarified
that they receive two kinds of inputs: one conveying informa-
tion about the sensory, notably visual, context experienced
from a given place, and the other from a navigational, or path
integration, system that tracks relative position in the world
by integrating angular and linear velocity self-movement
estimates for instantaneous rotation and translation, respec-
tively. An important open problem is to explain how sensory
context and path integration information are combined to
control navigation; e.g., Chen et al. (2013).

9.2 Grid cells and path integration

What is the source of path integration inputs to place cells?
More generally, how do place cells get learned? Grid cells in
the superficial layers of medial entorhinal cortex (MEC)
provide inputs to hippocampal place cells, and the primary
determinants of their firing are path integration inputs
(McNaughton et al., 2006). Grid cells are so called because
each of them, unlike a place cell, fires at multiple spatial
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Fig. 6 — Circuit diagram of the LIST PARSE model. An Item
and Order working memory is realized by a recurrent
shunting on-center off-surround network in layers 4 and 6
of the Cognitive Working Memory, which is assumed to
occur in ventrolateral prefrontal cortex. The list chunks are
learned in layer 2/3. Outputs from the Cognitive Working
Memory to the Motor Working Memory interact with a
Vector Integration To Endpoint (VITE) trajectory generator
(Bullock and Grossberg, 1988; see Section 9), modulated by
the basal ganglia, to perform sequences of variable length at
variable speeds. Solid arrows indicate fixed excitatory
connections. Solid lines with hemi-disks indicate learned
connections. Dashed arrows indicate fixed inhibitory
connections. Only 1-item chunks (C) and their feedback
connections within a single Cognitive Working Memory
channel are shown, whereas the model uses chunks of
various sizes in layer 2/3 and feedback from layer 2/3 to
layer 5/6 of the Cognitive Working Memory is broadly
distributed. Also, only the excitatory projections from
Cognitive Working Memory to the Motor Plan Field (Y —F)
are shown. [Reprinted with permission from Grossberg and
Pearson (2008).]

positions that form a regular hexagonal grid during naviga-
tion in an open field (Hafting et al.,, 2005). Grid cells also
exhibit a gradient of spatial scales along the dorsoventral axis
of the MEC, with larger receptive fields towards the ventral
end, and anatomically neighboring cells sharing similar grid
spacings and orientations but having different spatial phases
that are not topographically organized.

9.3. Both grid and place cells are learned from
self-organizing maps that obey the same laws

Despite their dramatically different appearance, the receptive
fields of grid cells and place cells can be learned within
successive processing stages in a hierarchy of self-organizing
maps, wherein each processing stage obeys the same laws,
including the normalized instar law of Eq. (5). This Grid-
PlaceMap model has been developed with both rate-based
and spiking neurons (Pilly and Grossberg, 2012, 2013); see
Fig. 8. The difference in appearance of the cell receptive fields
emerges from the different statistical properties of their input
patterns (Fig. 9). The receptive fields that are learned by the
GridPlaceMap model fit neurophysiological data about grid
and place cells and their development in juvenile rats
(Langston et al., 2010; Wills et al., 2010).

Due to the inputs that they receive from multiple scales of
developing grid cells, the learned hippocampal place fields
can represent much larger spaces than the grid cells, indeed
spaces whose spatial scale may be the least common multi-
ple of grid cell scales (Gorchetchnikov and Grossberg, 2007).
These least common multiple scales are large enough to let
place cells support navigational behaviors. In addition to both
grid cell and place cell properties emerging from the same
self-organizing map equations, albeit at different processing
levels, at both of these processing levels, the self-organizing
maps amplify and learn to categorize the most energetic and
frequent co-activations of their inputs.

9.4.  Top-down attention stabilizes grid and place cell
memory

In the GridPlaceMap model, place cells are spatial category
cells that are activated by multiple scales of entrohinal grid
cells in a self-organizing map. However, when Grossberg
(1976a, 1978) introduced the modern laws for competitive
learning and self-organizing maps, he proved that they can
learn well in response to sparse input environments, indeed
with Bayesian properties, but that they exhibit catastrophic
forgetting in response to dense non-stationary environments.
Grossberg (1976b) introduced ART as an enhanced model
capable of dynamically stabilizing its category learning in
response to arbitrary environments.

If, in fact, grid and place cell learning occur in self-
organizing maps, then, as in all self-organizing map models,
one expects that grid cell and place cell learning are dyna-
mically stabilized by ART top-down attentive matching
mechanisms (Section 6). Anatomical and neurophysiological
data from several labs support this hypothesis.

The anatomy of the hippocampal system supports the
possibility that such attentive feedback exists, since feedback
pathways exist from the hippocampal CA1l region to the
entorhinal cortex. Neurophysiological data also support the
predicted role of attention in hippocampal learning. For
example, Kentros et al. (2004) showed that “conditions that
maximize place field stability greatly increase orientation to
novel cues. This suggests that storage and retrieval of place
cells is modulated by a top-down cognitive process resem-
bling attention and that place cells are neural correlates of
spatial memory” (p. 283). It has similarly been proposed that
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Fig. 7 - The LAMINART model clarifies how bottom-up,
horizontal, and top-down interactions within and across
cortical layers in V1 and V2 interblob and pale stripe regions,
respectively, carry out bottom-up adaptive filtering,
horizontal grouping, and top-down attention. Similar
interactions seem to occur in all six-layered cortices. See
text for details. [Reprinted with permission from Raizada
and Grossberg (2001).]

learning of place cell receptive fields reflects an “automatic
recording of attended experience” (Morris and Frey, 1997,
p. 1489). These experiments clarify that cognitive processes
like attention play a role in hippocampal learning and
memory stability, just as they do in learning object cate-
gories, and interact with NMDA receptors to mediate long-
lasting hippocampal place field memory in novel environ-
ments (Kentros et al., 1998). Thus, the learning of grid cells
and place cells in the medial entorhinal cortex and hippo-
campus may be viewed as part of a specialized ART system
for learning spatial representations as an animal or human
navigates its environment, just as the learning of invariant
object categories in the inferotemporal cortex may be viewed
as part of a specialized ART system for learning object repre-
sentations as an animal or human scans its environment.

9.5. Unifying angular and linear acceleration, grid and
place, and space and time

In addition to showing how both grid cells and place cells can
be learned using the same equations, including learning laws,
at different levels of a model hierarchy, the GridPlaceMap
model also illustrates two other parsimonious and elegant sets

of properties that are predicted to arise from specializations of
homologous circuits.

The first homology concerns the fact that path integration
inputs to the model are sensitive to both angular velocity and
linear velocity during movement. Angular velocity is processed
by a well-known type of cell, a head-direction cell (Ranck, 1984;
Taube et al., 1990). The GridPlaceMap model and its precursor
(Mhatre et al., 2012) predicted the existence of a cell that is
sensitive to linear velocity as well. It is called a stripe cell. Both
head direction cells and stripe cells are predicted to exist
within similar types of ring attractor circuits (e.g., Song and
Wang, 2005), where they receive angular and linear velocity
signals and process them into a form that inputs to model
stripe cells. See Fig. 9 for a simulation of stripe cell responses.
Recent experiments have reported cell properties that are
consistent with those predicted by stripe cells (Krupic et al.,
2012; Sargolini et al., 2006).

9.6.  Neural relativity: Spectral timing and spectral spacing
in the hippocampus

The second homology concerns the fact that the entorhinal-
hippocampal system processes information about both space
and time: In addition to supporting spatial navigation with
grid and place cells, it can also support adaptively timed
conditioning (Smith, 1968; Thompson et al., 1987). Why, from
a mechanistic viewpoint, are both spatial and temporal repre-
sentations processed in the same part of the brain? The fact of
this convergence is consistent with data and hypotheses about
a possible role of hippocampus in episodic learning and
memory, since episodic memories typically combine both
spatial and temporal information about particular autobiogra-
phical events; e.g.,, Eichenbaum and Lipton (2008).

As noted in Section 9.3, multiple scales of entorhinal grid
cells can cooperate in a self-organizing map to form place cell
receptive fields. These multiple grid cell scales form along a
dorsoventral spatial gradient in the entorhinal cortex such
that grid cells have increasingly large spatial scales (that is,
larger spatial intervals between activations in a hexagonal
grid) in the ventral direction. Grid cells with several different
spatial scales along the dorsoventral gradient can cooperate
to learn place cells that can represent spaces much larger
than those represented by individual grid cells (Grossberg and
Pilly, 2012). In fact, place cells that are learned from these grid
cells are capable of representing the lowest common multiple
of the grid cell scales that activate them (Gorchetchnikov and
Grossberg, 2007; Pilly and Grossberg, 2012). These place cell
spatial scales are large enough to be useful in spatial naviga-
tion. In this way, a “spectrum” of small grid cell spatial scales
can be combined in place cells to represent much larger and
behaviorally relevant spaces. This homology has led to the
name Spectral Spacing for the mechanism whereby grid cells
give rise to place cells.

With this background, we can begin to see a similarity in
how the entorhinal-hippocampal system deals with both
space and time. In the case of spatial representation, the
issue is how to generate spatial representations on behavio-
rally relevant scales. The cooperation of multiple, but smaller,
scales of entorhinal grid cells to learn hippocampal place cells
accomplishes this. In the case of temporal representation, a
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spectrum of small time scales can be combined to represent
longer and behaviorally relevant durations of cell activation,
as occur, for example, during trace conditioning (Moyer et al.,
1990; Solomon et al., 1986). A model that accomplishes this is
called the Spectral Timing model (Grossberg and Merrill, 1992,
1996; Grossberg and Schmajuk, 1989).

The Spectral Timing model shows how large temporal
intervals can be bridged by a spectrum of cells, or cell sites,
with different reaction rates can learn to match the statistical
distribution of expected delays in reinforcement. Although
each of these cells, or cell sites, reacts relatively briefly at
different times, their population response as a whole can
bridge a much longer time interval, ranging from hundreds of
milliseconds to seconds, that can be tuned by learning to
match temporal experimental contingencies.

Spectrally-timed learning has Weber law properties such
that larger inter-stimulus intervals between unconditioned
and conditioned stimuli lead to learned response curves with
broader variances, a property that is also called “scalar
timing” (Gibbon, 1991; Roberts, 1981; Roberts et al., 1989;
Smith, 1968). Hippocampal “time cells” with all the properties
required to achieve spectral timing, including the Weber law,
have been reported (MacDonald et al., 2011); in particular, “
the mean peak firing rate for each time cell occurred at
sequential moments, and the overlap among firing periods
from even these small ensembles of time cells bridges the

entire delay. Notably, the spread of the firing period for each
neuron increased with the peak firing time ....”

It remains to be shown whether the spectrum of time cells
arises from a gradient in a single rate parameter, as is predicted
by the Spectral Timing model. How Spectral Timing can bridge
long temporal intervals using such a gradient has been modeled
in terms of calcium dynamics in the metabotropic glutamate
receptor (mGIuR) system within the cerebellum (Fiala et al,
1996). The most parsimonious prediction is that a similar
mechanism holds in all cases of spectral timing throughout
the brain, including cerebellum, hippocampus, and basal gang-
lia (Brown et al., 1999; Fiala et al., 1996; Grossberg and Merrill,
1992, 1996; Grossberg and Schmajuk, 1989).

9.7. Lateral stream for time and medial stream for space

The Spectral Timing model reflects the part of entorhinal-
hippocampal dynamics that is devoted to representing objects
and events, notably adaptively timed durations of these
events, and includes lateral entorhinal cortex. The Spectral
Spacing model reflects a complementary part of entorhinal-
hippocampal dynamics that is devoted to representing spatial
representations, and includes medial entrorhinal cortex. Both
of these processing streams are joined in the hippocampus to
support spatial navigation as well as episodic learning and
memory (Eichenbaum and Lipton, 2008).
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This heuristic homology between spatial and temporal
representations in these parallel streams is supported by
rigorous mathematical modeling and data simulations.
Grossberg and Pilly (2012) developed the Spectral Spacing
model to show that neural mechanisms that enable a
dorsoventral gradient of grid cell spatial scales to be learned
are formally the same as mechanisms which enable a
gradient of temporal scales to form in the Spectral Timing
model. This claim was supported by quantitative simulations
of challenging data about parametric neurophysiological

properties of grid cells along the dorsoventral gradient that
could not be explained without this assumption. Thus, it may
be that space and time are both in the hippocampus because
they exploit shared computational mechanisms. The phrase
“neural relativity” has been introduced to summarize this
predicted property of the entorhinal-hippocampal system.

Given the prediction and simulations of mGIuR involve-
ment in Spectral Timing, it is natural to ask if mGLuR plays a
central role in controlling the dorsoventral gradient in Spec-
tral Spacing as well.
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10. Movement control: Inhibitory matching
and mismatch learning

10.1.  Complementary computing for object recognition and
movement control

ART-based learning of object representations in the What
stream uses excitatory matching and match-based learning.
Where stream learning for the control of movement, in
contrast, often uses computationally complementary pro-
cesses of inhibitory matching and mismatch-based learning
(Fig. 1). Correspondingly, the What stream learns object
representations that strive to become positionally-invariant,
whereas the Where stream represents the positions and
actions that enable recognized objects to be manipulated.
Excitatory matching and match-based learning can solve the
stability-plasticity dilemma. In contrast, inhibitory matching
and mismatch-based learning can continually update the
spatial maps and sensory-motor gains that are used to move
as our bodily parameters change through time (Bullock and
Grossberg, 1988; Bullock et al., 1998; Gaudiano and Grossberg,
1991; Georgopoulos et al.,, 1982, 1986). Indeed, we would be ill-
served by spatial and motor learning processes that solve the
stability-plasticity dilemma, since we do not want the spatial
representations and motor gains that were suitable for control-
ling our infant bodies to be remembered as we grow up and
used to control our adult bodies. In this sense, catastrophic
forgetting is a good property during spatial and motor learning.

10.2.
vector

Target position, present position, and difference

As an example of inhibitory matching, consider how we
make an arm movement. To make such a movement, a
representation of where the arm is now (its present position
vector) is subtracted from a representation of where we want
the arm to move (its target position vector), thereby computing
a difference vector that represents the direction and distance
of movement needed to attain the target. After moving to
the target, the target and present positions agree, so the
difference vector is zero. In other words, this sort of match-
ing is inhibitory (Bullock and Grossberg, 1988). The differ-
ence vector is volitionally gated, or multiplied, by a basal
ganglia GO signal that determines when and how fast the
movement will occur (Bullock and Grossberg, 1988; Bullock
et al., 1998).

Such a volitionally-gated difference vector computation is,
for example, used in the Vector Integration To Endpoint, or
VITE, model, and its variants, for computing arm movement
trajectories (Bullock et al., 1998, 1993; Bullock and Grossberg,
1988). Let T denote the target position vector, P the present
position vector, D the difference vector, and G the volitional
GO signal (Fig. 10). Then:

dD

3 =A(-D+T-P) €
and

dp

4 = CDI. (10)

—¢

Fig. 10 - Vector Integration To Endpoint circuit (Bullock and
Grossberg, 1988) for control of movement trajectories. T is
the target position vector, P the outflow present position
vector, D the difference vector, and G the volitional GO signal
that multiplies, or gates, D. See text for details.

where [D]* = max(D,0). Eq. (9) says that D computes a time-
average of the difference (T-P) between the target and present
position vectors, and (10) says that the present position vector P
integrates the difference vector D at a rate proportional to the
GO signal G until P equals T, whence the movement stops.

10.3.  Difference vectors as error signals for learning

During motor learning, a difference vector can also generate
error signals when the same target position and present
position are encoded but not properly calibrated. These error
signals activate a form of mismatch learning that eliminates
the mismatch through time by recalibrating system maps
and gains to be consistent. The following pair of equations
illustrate how this can happen by replacing Eq. (9) by

dD

E:a(—D-ﬁ-TZ—P) (1)
and
%f — bf(T)(—cZ—dD). (12)

In this learning process, the adaptive weight Z in Eq. (12)
changes in response to a non-zero difference vector D at times
when the target position T and present position P represent
the same position, but are not properly calibrated. The weight
Z increases if D is negative, and decreases if D is positive.
Learning continues until the adaptive weight Z in Eq. (12), by
acting as an adaptive gain that multiplies the target position T
in Eq. (11), causes D to approach zero at the appropriate times.

Neural models explain and predict data about how mis-
match learning may tune spatial representations and adap-
tive motor gains in basal ganglia, cerebellum, motor cortex,
parietal cortex, and prefrontal cortex (Brown et al., 1999, 2004;
Fiala et al., 1996; Grossberg and Paine, 2000; Guenther, 1995;
Guenther et al.,, 1994). Models that carry out computation
and learning by difference vectors are often called Adaptive
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Vector Integration To Endpoint (aVITE) or Vector Associative
Map (VAM) models (Gaudiano and Grossberg, 1991, 1992).

10.4.  Joining ART and VAM: Self-stabilizing expertise in
evolving bodies

In summary, perceptual/cognitive processes often use ART-like
excitatory matching and match-based learning to create self-
stabilizing representations of objects and events that enable
us to gain increasing expertise as we learn about the world.
Complementary spatial/motor processes often use VAM-like
inhibitory matching and mismatch-based learning to continually
update spatial maps and sensory-motor gains to compensate for
bodily changes throughout life. Together (Fig. 1) these comple-
mentary predictive and learning mechanisms create a self-
stabilizing perceptual/cognitive front end for intelligently manip-
ulating the more labile spatial/motor processes which enable our
changing bodies to act effectively upon a dynamic world.
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