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2 [Abstract]

M2 iR (NMMs) i 8 T R B B 22 75 F
RERIARARZN A . nmm [ —N38 FIHE S S A Qi i

brid et al. 2015) #EF H T —IRF- K5 (QIF) M4 T
LRSI T3 B, ARG TSR A 22 AL 5 A K
TGN BE R AR . FEIXMHESE PN, — /NP BB A
N MK R G RN 75 B R Z AP LA

L0 (K Hh T8 PR R T DA A AR R A 8 B 2 (NMMLDBE, T BU 1 MPR J5 R 2 T B AN e A M 27

KAtk o SR, Bl — AR T ZIRB G- KA (QIF) #i4
TCHIRE -T2 BAR PRAR 1 X — A, R85
ARG TOIRA IFRES SREL 2B RS R
PERL 7 FE (NMM2). X L, AT A A LB 7
HRAEAFAE IR R BN )% B o, BATHES T4
T RYAE To R 12 R M A B B2 e, B, FRATIE B
7 NMMI 72 NMM2 HJIEME . 82Tk, Fd Tt 7 #r
AP B A 1 RAME R ) B ) 5, RAVPAG IX — B R AE
WSS HUE Y SN A& M FRATRIL, NMM1 A
RE-FF SRS B AR 1) 25 25 ) 2 R AAE, aniat] M 2 e (A
QIF M4 1) H -8R Y - LLAh, TEARSHAAERL b, AN 2 7E
PR BRABE R v, HE (A 20 R (R RO 3 1 SR IRIR 2 05 311,
LV B A0 2R AN IR M B A8 5 3 2 A0 AR 8 % A 12 S N (1)
S IRTAT G 0 o 3X T B 7 1Y 55 AR IR IR I 285 0T 55 350 50 %
PRy B R FEAE AT, a0 AR NG R0 A T H

I 5|= [Introduction]

PR BT (NMMs) St 1 fl 2 BEAR 1)~ 2%
fitk 7% ) R P ) A BRI Al R F 3R (Wilson and Cowan
1972; Lopes da Silva et al. 1974, 1976; Jansen et al. 1993;
Jansen and Rit 1995; Wendling et al. 2002), X LAY 2
UOT R 20 thad 70 4RAQ, MoK 1 T = A 4
Fixi A%, B R (Wendling et al. 2002; Wendling and
Chauvel 2008; Jedynak et al. 2017) BB /R 2% 5 ER95 (Pons
et al. 2010; Stefanovski et al. 2019), LA FEf#EFI{L AL
2 FEE ) (tES) HIRLAE: (Molaee-Ardekani et al. 2010;
Merlet et al. 2013; Kunze et al. 2016; Ruffini et al. 2018;
Sanchez-Todo et al. 2018). ZAIM, "EATH 2 &7 R IR
TR B EAR T AS AL B ) 2 B A
HISR I, AT DAL T9 B H (Destexhe et al. 1998; Pods et
al. 2013; Ermentrout and Terman 2010), 733 Fh B 5
A7 5 A0 B 1 &5 % (Freeman” s “ wave-to-pulse” sigmoid
function) < [A] ¥ 4% 32 pR A0 T4 55 B Ho A7 (Wilson
and Cowan 1972; Freeman 1975; Kay 2018; Eeckman and J
1991) X EL 1% B0 0 3 AV 1 1A PR EE A% - 41
un, BARIEC AR 1T BME T b i I 208
A (Aberra et al. 2018; Galan 2021), {HANE & EA 1M
AT AE R K A

2015 4, ZR%FAE . Pazo Al Roxin(MPR) (Mont-

FIPIANB o T R T3l T RS e RS s TR . MR
S, IR O B T H i S AR I S ph e il
AR, BRI EZEIR (Pazé and Montbrié 2016; Devalle et
al. 2018; Ratas and Pyragas 2018), #)45%fih (Montbri6 et
al. 2015; Ratas and Pyragas 2016; Devalle et al. 2017; Du-
mont and Gutkin 2019; Coombes and Byrne 2019; Byrne et
al. 2020, 2022; Avitabile et al. 2022), [IPRi%ER% (Laing
2015; Pietras et al. 2019), FEHL#3) (Ratas and Pyragas
2019; Goldobin et al. 2021; Clusella and Montbrié 2022),
AKFFRILIE (Montbri6 and Paz6 2020), #ibi £+ (di Volo
and Torcini 2018; Bi et al. 2021), A5G H#AA] ¥4 (Taher et
al. 2020, 2022).

FEARH 212 AR AR N, MPR 2 S 26
ATDME AN FIR I F SRR E,  DARI RV [ A f -1 ith 2k
BT (Devalle et al. 2017). %R EA] TS A
AIEHCEIR R A NMM, B4R B IS #7135 #8
MBI 1547 N, FRHT MPR BBl ) 5 07 R (1 B 2
P (Devalle et al. 2017). L I, LIGUEHRH, Kk
S5 LT BRI IR ) [R] RUBE (Lopes da Silva et
al. 1974; Jang et al 2010). X EERT ()5 fh 5 Jy 24 A] DA
IS A TR R AR, TR T YFE NMMs
HI2EAl (see, e.g., Lopes da Silva et al. (1974); Jansen et
al. (1993); Wendling et al. (2002)). FHAHF7E A 5 HE
A 7K i, AATERAT AT ST T A B 5 ik R
nmm(Coombes and Byrne 2019; Byrne et al. 2020, 2022).
SR, AEBA B R Ash 1541 MPR T T U2 i
7 a & ) nmm 2 [A) B 1E 2 FURE R 57

FEASCH, JATT 0B 14 283 B8 N T QIF A
ZETTHHAR R B T BT 2 H) NMM. 43 21 NMM,
WAE FHARZ N NMM2, AL 1 N 26 e 1) R
e —AHTRMEES), B TES . X
AN TR RUBE [ SR L4 i LA 1) o ikt e B 5 A
FI AL B R . FFA)Z, FE Devalle 55 A
(2017) 2 J7 , FRA TR 75 A5 G218 1) 5 Ak A1 &M 4 N )
BT, PR AL AR 2R B ) 2 R LA X
FRVFBA VTR —ABA 15 ALE R AR NMM,
TENEEE L, AT IR NMM1 . 2 ok, A
IS 15 5 B ) AR B S BUE R AT I P Bh s, 9 T
P T A (9 25 o X IX AN RG240 Hr
B, XA R AR, NMM2 BB EE R3S



11 #7% [Models]

Rk, CRHEAR 2 TR SN AR B R 8L, B
L AN R 22 7T 8] WY 25 1) B AT SRR -

II 2% [Models]

A BERSHEIBEEREA NMM[NMM with

static transfer function]

20 tHed 70 FAREM, HEUREAIZE B (Wilson and
Cowan 1972), Freeman (Freeman 1972, 1975) Flig il
B IR BL O IR « S5 T 2R FLAE 1974), 1974 K J o X AME
BRFET WA KRB S TR S —Fo& R /12 1)
IR RLRE, K NS B GR R R B AL ek e
R R PR R BB o B AN TR R — AN ER SR
1 PR, DR SR B SR AN FL A SR Y PR FE I B0 11 S R A 4
% 724 & 5 % (Grimbert and Faugeras (2006)) X
Jansen-Rit A —AMREFHIA2H) . F2 Tk, T4
IR IXHADTCER

RAMPEPE F H— A B AT AR LI, H 2k 1
TR ST A r(AL N kHz) AR 5 R sh
w(PBALN mV) #44 (Grimbert and Faugeras 2006; Ermen-
trout and Terman 2010):

721 = Cyr(t) — 2740 — u

X, S8 7, WE TIEEN AR (ms), v &AL T
mV /kHz BRI -, C RRITN, FFE 1o
AN Z TP SR bR . FEI ] ¢ = 0 I
— AU dirac-delta FIKIMIEZ S, (1) FIfRELECVIA6 F
1k (@(0) = w(0) = 0) REHI u(t) = Cyr72te V™ IX
A PSPs i Bl AR — > B 3 4 23 2 — AN Y
FERRZEG, EEIE T KA G S B AR T L (8]
(Ermentrout A1 Terman 2010).

R i A% 16 5 A 75 22 A S AR B M B K 5 HIL
HLR Z AR RoRAM 7R, RIABE R, @. JlId A% e
B, BRGSO R R AN FRL S T e A
T v, B () = DUI(E)]. BURBRIZE, LARMSL
IR, 2T A s BUBRBUE R — N R AR ALK
PR 2 TR AN ) BN, T R AR 22 56 WL
%< (Wilson and Cowan 1972; Freeman 1975; Eeckman and
J1991). s B pR B —Fiig W2
_ 2eq

1+ ep(o—1I)’

Hrf, eq ARG IO I BRI A, To A B
16 CATBEFRN e ), p T T ZBMELLKIRIE. BT
XA s B BR AL, s bR MO DUARE SE (A A5, Gt
I3 - K BAR B 73 AN K AT B S R0 il

Sigm|[I]

Fourcaud-Trocmé et al. (2003); Brunel and Hakim (2008);
Pereira and Brunel (2018); Ostojic and Brunel (2011); Carlu
etal. (2020). 7E—LEH FT 1, © BN A1 24 JE B AL ) bR
B, A Z 5 A\ HI (Jansen and Rit 1995; Wendling et al.
2002). WL, f F IR AE2A R RSl 2 ) [ O6 2&
T W AR E B, WA 4% 22 4 AT Terman(2010)
PRIk, XA A S 1A 22 7 AT g R e B D e 22
I See AU HE S I I T 4 2k

SEANFIRITER (2) BBk T 2% F& [R5 € f 4
JCAPHE, PARCEATTZ AR BAEH o R8Ok A2,
FRATHRE SRTE — A BA7 8 JI4E S it R A1 38 SR 38 B — A
i VS DS S & (AN ERY P Sl b VA1 a8

I(t) = ku(t) + p+ Ip(t)

He, ks RS, p NEERZELRARIR, Ip N
R TR RS, — S RLRT B 7B 1
BH A 1) R T8 A D A 326 BB K 18 58 (O Grimbert and
Faugeras (2006); Wendling et al. (2002); Lopez-Sola et al.
(2022)) 7T, TATK R 3) T HIARTE su(t) 1E
AR 2% R I

e, BAVEISE X s = u/(Cry) REHT RSk
SR, FFEABAR R 2 RE5E () A — ™
N—W il TR R T B TR R, AR
Bl 715 B B 2 P 4 SR

TS = 2
752 = O [Ks(t) +p+ Ip(t)) —22 —s

Hob, K = Cyr. BflTE FIHEIX M NMMI

B RIS AL RE TTH
NMM2[Quadratic integrate-and-fire
neurons and NMM2]

EE—ANH j = 1,...,N BRIl me s &
1 QIF & o fE. Fhff A E TR B ALB) A
U; i (Latham et al. (2000); Devalle et al. (2017))
(%_$¥%_uuﬁmﬂm
MU > Upex B Uj HEEBEN Ueser o TEXADITFEH,
U, MU, > U, FRosPha o) i 8 s An AT s A7 A,
I o FUR (HA), ¢ JEHEE (uF), gr AMIFHE-F (mS).
MPRAZHE, WETREAE T & ERSE U,. £
BN BIRAFERIGO T, MEIT U; KREEBAL AT DL K
L BB U, B s TR N R, 2 U,
KB THRE Upex > Uy B B ER
Bz, Bl U; BEE N Ueger

CUj = 9L



1 % 1% Fobiz 49 % fik5) 77 5 &%) [Slow and fast synapse dynamics limits]

LT J TSN BTN I o () = x5 (£)+ru(t)+

Ip(t). ZFRIERMIE I x, (¢) MR TR g,
K% x A58 TR Clusella and Montbri6 (2022)). 45—
T ke (t) Rk B HAMMIE TG u(t) P25l i, 4
HREN ko 75 NMMI H, AR w(t) B ().
SRIM, TERXFENLT, KA BHMEshE a —Suhi
SE

) 5 (t’ - t§k)) dt’
ot o RN § OB kAN RO I,
i) 7, ZEHCAERE 6 BB RN R B85 T (1)
WG T AP 22k 1 3 Aok 20 B P A1 SN P,
DM I IR . EHLARIREIL T, R T DA Bl
Ip = P B, Hobt PR 000430350 3 0 2 1
BRIEIZIK A5 A% F S I (Galan 2021). Q5448 s kb
TR T RYERE BHRE, KAE— MR E,
I FLTT DA S92 A8 0 S DR,y T ke
D, FRATTHESX BB PR R T F QIE M8 70X H 3
[ 77 T R AR 1 (B ) LASE S BIGE TR 720 11) o

H9 T ST E J A, T D7 (K L
NEATEN . 4k Devalle %5 N (2017) 2 J5, FATEXL T
A

V= (- T ) jw- v, s=

T Oy
FEBE LRASE (B 70 SMUFTE TTEN) N
Tm = C/gLa
_ Oy
=R oy
_ ¢ 1
A A R,
I
A= gr (Ut - Ur)’
_ Ip(t)
Ig(t) = oL (U =T and
o xi(®)
€] (t) - gL (Ut _ UT) .

WX L, QIF BRI AR5 N
TmVj = VP +n+ Jrms + & + Ip(t).
Rz J15 72
TsS = 2
TsZ =1 — 2z — s.
XA R IR KT E] (c/gr)~ HE (U — U,) FIHIR
(90 (U = U,)) MZH{EI) QIF RS EHNA
A M 28 A I 8] A (7, AT 7, DA AR ER
KLy BRI BT (r A s, LA kHz J9 ALY fEALBEEEE K

ANFEIZHU 2 A H EAE TSI, BLRAE 3 T 22 5600
BRI E R E S HUEN, 0 E XA R AR E

a BEHZMAAEHRIEAEIE
(NMM2)[Exact mean-field equations with
second order synapses (NMM2)]

MEEXTIFEE (10), Montbrio 28 A (2015) S T 1E
KH N PR T 4% B QIF M uiA X F e, &yl
ZHRA R T BA &2 0 A B RIR E VEM A T . B
T, A TIE I TR TG S R A,
VG R — R B g R, A I RRAE S A 5 T AR
(Clusella and Montbrié 2022). TieufT, R4 H
B — PR TTRERI R TGS (10) W] LARAlR Dy 78 ) [A]
t, P(V,t) RILEA AL V L cHMR. f£LR
ANZTCIIWIR T (N — 00), X PSR 55 FE (1 I ]
A 2 B0 e -5 B 5 77 F2 (FFPE) 45t RO AN
LI BN RE B EN Vipex = —Viestw = 005
FFPE ] DLl it % i P H AT — ANl [A] 2844 1) - 35 i H
AL w(t) FITE RS 3R r (¢) SRR AR, B AT B (R A2 40 f°F
BIEEAT o (t) AP () I ZETEIR, P(V, ) =
[V—v(t)ir;n—:((;rz“(t)fm)z’ Horlt ot = 20 4+ 200 70 = 1 —
(77 Tm ) + V2 +TmJs + Ip(t). SRz 1), X
O RRERER T MR NMM, AR 2 8 NMM2.,

I 2Z 18 FIIRIE RO SR T 11 5 BRI
[Slow and fast synapse dynamics

limits]

A 2SR PRI FERET 2] NMM1[Slow
synapse limit and map to NMM1]

22 B NMM (4) FRS BT 2 3788 NMM2(13)

A AT LB, FRATTAT MRS 2 53, 53 ] LA
Pefr BT B Y Je . EPMIEAL R, S5l /) 2% e Al
E RS Y, {HAE NMM2 1, JRCEER » AN
MPFRASRE, ME—NRALE. L, NMM2 it
FEPIBE AT o 3 128N, (R BHESE R, BRI
5 Rl B B A O

Devalle et 25 A\ (2017) &8, fE— " Na¥EER (R—
By SR Ak AR AL, B AR T DL IR R B8 B ek SR ik )
bR B N A e . AT ARG S AT S R,
FEE 1 RMA e, 248 10 R Al IR 7o v AATHE =
RSN ZS B R J7FE (Ermentrout 1994). EiX B,



IV & %34 % [System dynamics]

ATENE 7 AR R A2, DA NMM2 A PAIE =0 2
NMMI1 JER . FAVERATIMBIN (I(t) = 0) FITEH
THATIZFERIHES:

L FRATTHE A5 3 Hp E T I BT [R] R K (13) B4R
Ter PHRAEN /7, HRLL

-t
t=—, S5=TmnS, Z=TmZ T =Tnl.
Ts
AL, BATBEE N T € = 1 /750 )T, NMM2 R (7
FEZ (1) F1 (13)) 525
dr
- = — 2~
edt - + 2rv
d
Editi =n+v? - (nF)* + J5
ds
—= =Z
dt
dz . J
—_— = — 22 — S.
dt

IAEEL € — 0 (15 — 00), 7 Al v B FEAEMZ IS 8] RE I
RErER, B

0~ é + 270

™

0~ n+v? — (77)? + J3.
KETTREMIREH 7 = Ua(n+ J3) s, K Ua(1) =
—BVI+ VI2 + A2, X J2E QIF BB L s A, e
N RS g R S R R AR . R, FEARPR € — 0,
% (15) 1, IERXfE )y NMMT A5, 285 4).

FE R B F T, AR 7 X S A 2 KR
& EXF 7 /s BT BRECFRATIIRA R ik, W] DA fdi
AR B (5 T L NMMI RT NMM2 2 [R5 H,
XXM FTE Bq. (4) i @ = 7,,1UA, K = J7p, and
p=1-

R H, AT A =110 s BEHESHN A3
Uao REXHARETIN SR M, EF— A EE
PEMEZE R QIF AU f — T 1THIZRX T — oo AL
Ao SR [ A2 A5 IR 10 I Al A% 338 R Kt B AR BLY TS 74T
A (Fourcaud-Trocmé et al. 2003; Carlu et al. 2020). X%
BT BEE RN, SRS RSN, X EAAE
SEYGHE T 43 3] T 4RIE (Rauch et al. 2003).

B RIRZZfHAR PR [Fast synapse limit]

N T IRRPER AR, 7 NMM2 J7 F8 o i 1]
BN T =t/ ERXADFHERT, JFEXL 6 =

Ts/Tm = 1/€; RGTLEL
dr

d7—=;—|—2fv
%:n—&—vz—(wf)Z—kJé
ds
5d—t_=2
5%:%—25—5.

Hrp, 7,5 M2 2AE (14) HPOE N EHATRIN LR 1F
PR R A AR IR A AREGRAT T, 6 — 0 (75 — 0), 53 (19)

b
dar A

b Y
dt 7T+ "

d
d—§:77+v2—(77f)2+JF,

FrpAMER] 7 iR A RS 1) 5 = 7o IXSEWRI R
R A7 S5 A1 HL LSRN (2015), AW 9 — J I
A ZAEVEA R DAL —MEE IR — e
T RN B RIE BIRAS s —MARE [ il (IR ) 388 3 0
JSE T RS APRAS A0 — AN DR XRS5 1 22 A R (G 3l
R IR RIS 2D R et ol o

25

Wy —
Sigm
eg = 0.68,p =026, [ = 5.27

[

Firing rate r

0 : . : : : .
T K e e e s

Input {

1: QIF W44 (17) ML EN A = 1 fils B (2) )
FEHBREL U A

IV RA%sh7S 5 [System dynamics]

76 b—5, ATEAIEH 7 NMM2 1] BA7EE 5
flt AR BR (7, /76 — 0) T BEEE] NMM1, A5 48 %
Z(18)0 R, B[] B0 A HE 1] 5 IX AN BR AN —
o R 1 AMNIGH T SRAF AN R 40 48 0 2 2 R X
S PRI 2368 ST 0T R FR 7, R 7 (OB 1H . BVE R, FESE
B, X St E R T AR SO B 2R R S R, LA



IV & %34 % [System dynamics]

7o 1 IR TT (Pyr)s JEEIS (B9 2 7, A1 Sk J5 HLUAL
To(PV+) FIAH 22 IR IR 41 Bl (NGFC)(Neske et al. 2015;
Zaitsev et al. 2012; Povysheva et al. 2007; Avermann et
al. 2012; Olah et al. 2007; Seay et al. 2020; Karnani et al.
2016; Bacci et al. 2003; Deleuze et al. 2019). i, —
PR, SR M P B T 5 B B A O T 2 ot DA KR
fl BT 20 BFD S A S A AR . b T ERATT R B R B AR A PR AT,
DRI FRATTVAE A 418 7 £E AN [R] S TR AR 1B 4% 47 (10 I 8] 5 2

Neuron type ~ Neurotransmitter 7, ( ms)  7s(ms)  7m/7Ts
Pyr Glutamate 15 10 1.5
PV+ GABA 7.5 2 3.75
NGFC GABA 11 20 0.55

JARETC TR PR G & u AL IXFEI4HT KPR
BF AT B S AEET, XRHEE RN
B, XHH TARHTEE . Kk, AR 1R REE
KR EE &, EATT IR R B T A £ SO AR AR T B
R, 40 QIF(10)(H K EEHM I8, 12 WA 5.
NI 7 /7 WX BRI RABAE 2 KR BATH T
PR 2 [ S5 1, FEAR o, AT AL T
FH A NMM1 R [ SN FiE (Eq4) 5530 (18)
—it2) A NMM2(Z& 2 (11) #1 (13)).

BB RPN ARG i THATE TR B NMM2

K r Flo BEEIEFRORHES AR RE 17), FIkH
MRS S ES, A
Tmro = YA (04 TmJr0),

A
Vo = —
2T, o
So=T0
zZ0 = 0

BEAh, ro Fl vy & Montbrio 28 A (2015) 44T H 4 R4t
WP R o TEVER, BE AN AME— A RS HUE Ty
AUA B EVEEL 70 AUER ro(RT s0) BIFRIER T, 10 75
AT RIEA .

RUE = FhfiA (NMM1. NMM2 A1 Montbrio 25 A
(2015) [M)546 2 40) AR ZAMFER, (HeElTrf etk
A e AN, TEUnFRATTIEAE 12X P 13 B (R IR o 425 1) NMIML 1
HANED RURR S PE IR «

Ap =7t <1 /T [+ J7m50]>

NMM2 [l ik o2 A, T HAEARAT G L
T, REEEAEARER. B, JAEE R EUE
FEFLERAE AUTO-07p(Doedel et al. 2007) IR K
o370 B FRAT 3 0 0 A T PR NMM B oh e (J >
0) I (J < 0) $h&TTIFEZ) 7%

A $ERFRZZ JT [Pyramidal neurons]

BATE T T NMMI EXE RS (J > 0) 1
BRI )%, B EE A = 1 M o 1 J. ARYE
x1, BAMKET 7, = 15ms Al 7, = 10ms. HT
NMM 1 FHAEAE (22) XFF J > 0 R ESEH, KRR A
ARIRIIRAT A, BIENIZEARBEENT A, EAakA
FRE BT A0 KT IEZELR AN 0, IR G J AT,
REA— NS 2T, fig LT —Ahm
ANFEAT B (SN) 23 2R K X 3. [ 2a S i 28
BoRTHA SN 40 &, EATESEESHCE AR A — 4
RAEETE. EMZD TR XA (SRR R X ), (KiE
PERIEE MRS ISR, B3 = AR RE A S ST
Bitm, B 2b SR T J = 40 BIEE R SRR 0 KIE
o B HEE 7, Ao BEA RIS XK. 2R,
W P IR MR A S 2 PSR A TR, NMMIL A —A4
ZHGER, KT S BAT E R AR Rk, &
O ANB) s A P AL T E R AR 1 — /A N
J — J/V/A(Z . Montbrio % A\ (2015)). Kk, B
FARIEIII N, 75 (n, J) SECE W, DA X I3
B4/ o

i NMM1 fl NMM2 [AZ) S E A, XFA SN
I ST MAEAE T NMM2 Al A A
5y 25 Rk, B 2a, b TR B HOE TR
BAL, BRI, KT AB) R4z % H — A JERX
Al: 7E NMM1 1, FadS B2 F1 5, M7E NMM2 1, 5Eil
ErE PERAS A AT BRI RS IRGAT 8. ln, K
2¢, d o8 T NMMI1 () F1 NMM2(H ) B0 745 3
IS IR FE A1, FFBEIAE ¢ = 100ms FI/MK . NMM2 A
IXEBLHAR N, 1 H NMM2 5t & 5 3 R 30 5h 1 52
Mt NMM1 AR L,

NMM2 (I B IEHRAT At BT i A 3l s (S
B R BIANE) 55 BT A ERRE R R A0 U Y S L8
2a )RRl AR R R IX AN REAEAE A SEE (2R )
RN A (B 107 i 2k o 6+ 7, M TGS R
Ze) MAEFE, X7 SR FEZR S Montbrio 55 A (2015)
T R B SR A A A AR B AR AL o BRAIG 77, /7 FRDLEERTT LA
SUR X FE L o B 2a HH R R R AR 26 it 2R T, 43K
N1 AR I RAMEIR (7, /76 — 0) BF, FEIRDCHR (3L
o EAREEIR B A% T EESR BRI n B, FHLLE
INTEEER 7, g W DRI, TE A BRS040 F i) R
FES M B AR . 3. AELEARFR T, NMMI ] L
ST PRI NMM2 13 7152 SR, X MR A RE
PAMER LR S HE L.



IV & %34 % [System dynamics]

(a) 100
T fTs = 0.125
80 f ’
G0
~ T fTa = 0.2
40
20t
Tr.llllfl'-'—¢=2
0 . o
20 40
(b) gq I .
PN SN N
= : J=40,A=1
0 -—'—- Tm = 1'-’. = 10
1 -0 0 2 4

() 014 i i i ‘
| p=10, J=10,A=1
012 |l|l Tm = 1-.il_T¢= 10
T il
- AT,
= l I| II I| II|I|I| """"""""""
= 01 | I||.“:I
I NMM2
NMML
0.08
400 500
(d) g.111
= 011
=
=
0.109
0 100 200 300 400 500
£ [ms]

2: B NMMI1 Al NMM2 Fritiid (AR 2 e BRI Zh 7S o a #0120 30 B0 T SR A% BRSO R AN XUy TS A% AU
IR (4 28 R T RURa S HE X I, (PR X AR), LS NMM2 = AR 7, /7 AR TE (552, HEZERIE
2R BT SR IR b X T EER J = 40,A = 1,7, = 15ms Ml 7, = 10 ms, K FHERIENRE n FEESME.
RENRESY XHOORR, FENBRESSXAKERR, THELFRAD THEZBUCR N XS FE
B S BE ()93 2 05 (cfo THIRR a)o ¢, dnNMMI(HE ) Al NMM2(# ), n = 10,J = 10,A = 1,7, = 15 ms il
7s = 10 ms (AR v, ¢ MISMAARE s, d ML, IR NFaES, 75 ¢ = 100 ms AR —A 1ms K1)

Ip(t) = 10 fik

B 8842 T [ Interneurons]

X, JAVHEIE 17— B BA B IEPA AR 1)
GABAergic HTIRMZTE (J < 0). i, FAIENE
HEBAYE (PV+) POEIEE LI, EAE PR RN TR
FRP= A RO 45 55 B EE ] (Bartos %5, 2002,2007; Cardin
&5, 2009 4F; BRoE NAZEARE AL, 2009 4F). AL,
% E T 7, =75 F 7, = 2ms, VERE 1.

EIXFBEM T, NMMI 30150 4 e, H—4
B—MIAS) s R E, WA — X SRR (O
Eq(22)). Fk, BEASB)I12EAEN RIS A LR 0 H 3t
WAT . R, FAVIFEA B ERFFERIRS .

SRIM, 75 NMM2 Hf, SRR (A3 s T e Jd i 8 I
Ft Hopf 73 %K% n > 0 MR EE (HB+, WK 3a i1
Wt 2R) . IXFPEEAS AR T — AN K X PR 3R 5 0
31, SRCFFHE M Z M S (ING) #:% (B E%
1995 4F; Traub & 1998 4F; HIEHIZE 2000 4F; ELFEHT
452007 4F; AAREFEAE 2012 ). XAHLHE] I —A1
F W 3b, ¢ s, FEBEHE T NMM2 PR 4 e
X QIF W4 I AROM AL (10)

R ING B, 35 9% 1 H B BT P AR s 5

Z IR AL e e WP A RN (H1 o AHZ ) MK

PEIR GBI BRI R (B T #5H)). 7E NMM2 1, X
Tl 73 2 181 () AR LR T R A zh 7 % 5| i B =R
I, RS A AE RS (R LUAE 7, A 7 7E ING $R 51
FEAETRREEEEH . B 3a H T I X S BT
PV+ &0 7, = 7.5 M 1, = 2ms IR IR, 76X
FRAB LT, 35 502 AE N 5 Y5 ) (40-200Hz) - 2R, 18
RIS HLL 7, /75, Hopf 73 785 E LS, IR 75
SR i R S it (0L 3a R BB R 4R . [RIRE, BT
B0 7 /7. ING BEBIH22UES, P9 75 225 K4
A n KPP ARG TES) LK 3a R R EEL ML) .
B =R, T /75 BIPIANIRER 5 NMM1 Al Montbrio
N (2015) Frr Wi B — 8. IR REH, AT
7E NMM2 H = A 4R35 30, A0 BB R i3y /) % 7 2
HLAAE 2 B ) RUBE

C HEM AP 4R I55R iR
[Network-enhanced resonance in
excitatory populations]

4.1 B W ir. KW, £ NMM1 Al NMM2

AN BoR B RFRLE IR . XRERZ TR, By

AP F, A A A 5 38 8 AN 2 DA IR AR5 (Van
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3: NMM2 $3R FO 20/ B 8 A B b e el 2 oA 3 122, — ANl 5t Hopf 2 %155 7, = 7.5 mst, =

2ms(WEEiZR), 7, = 7.5msty, = 20 ms(BEELIMZ), M 7.m = 7.5mst, = 0.02 ms(E A E %) W IE
BTG . O XIEER 1, = 7.5 mst, = 2ms FaERRIERIT N b /E NN n KRB KR SR 1
fasE, WFEEMW J = —200 A = 1,7, = 7.5ms Ml 7, = 2ms. LT RBERSE, KER A BRTRE
A, WHLRRFEE W IR G IR 1 e KAE AN e /IME . ST 1 2 28 S8 1R A Hopf 2> XIWALE (B LA a). ¢ k%
RE (n=20,0 = —20,A = 1,7, = 7.5ms Al 7, = 2 ms) NAMHIFEAAEESR » B AIEAL, B NS
N = 1024QIF #1270 (10)(F£ 1) I NMM2(13)(F th) S 3R 15 . d KR T THAR () 1 QIF P2 R ALl b [ S e

I E] A Y6 L. {87 Euler Maruyama #2730 Fl dt = 1073 ms, TE Vipex =

B 1. =10 — 2 ms.

Vreeswijk et al. 1994). 4R1fi, 7E NMM2 #1, & 30%
AR R T ZHCE AR K AR e £ e FEA T, 3R
AR T XMILIRIT R, HRBORE T3 tACS JIHGY
e (R HEAR B 22 ST IR S R PRIk, FRATIZE S T
ST 7, = 15 ms Al 75 = 10 ms 1 NMM?2 %Y

Ig(t) = Asin(wt).

AT EFE RIRGTE ) w #HIE T REMIHRME, H
v:=TIm[ 4, Ho X RSER KA S SR L -
K 4, b BoR A EIRIARHERZ A 5, o, EITR
FERAT RS E £ A NMM2 fEANFAIR w FIRIE A, 55
LI (& 4), RGEHIIRNE SR — KA R X,
55— SRR AR (K SRAE BN AR
FEEA T IR w ~ oK TR EHEL), XN
TIRBN AT ZRA I, T LT I ety o 18
AR (K 4b) & FEARGEERIAR £ 4
SEIR, FEGE /NPT 0 AR BETEOR X A I
TR WX EN IR % 2 G BT i A S AR AL, BATE AR B
FAVRAE A H A L R G RS P,

~Vieset = 100 KR r FHARK (7)

HIEARIEAR /N, AEBRE AR BN AL th a2 — A
3R 0 1 o
B ESIR v f A5 5 BOPRIEAR /1N, FL RISy SR
WEE AR RCR . Bk, FATEEX X = p+iv 0
Lzl 7 M KA FE SR NT . JEIR NMM2 5 12
TFRFE AN SO R B 2t R G, JAFH] T IR
EURINA(EVSE I IS8
Alw; A, B) =
{[(w2 + p? —v?) (vby — pby) — 2pv (vby + ubi)]Z
+w? [2bi,wu + by (w2 + 42— 1)2)]2}1/2
X [(w2 +u? - 02)2 + 4,1121)2} B
Hr, N = p-iv NIFRECR IS FAFE R b = b,+ib;
AR R 7 5 (UM% B): By, XPAE &R
AL i K {E TSR AR G AR A R B R PR R A R AN R AR

[ ERAFE] . 18] 4d A e RGBT ZR U] 1 T RIS
AGHEL R RORFT) WEMA R Bk,
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4: B 4 tACs BIBIROR, 30 (23), 75 NMM2 45 F AR R TR T (13). as b r bl 2 R E EoR
n = 1R (a)) A1 n = 50(HEH)) B Arnold k. HAM ARG S H N J =10,A =1,7,, = 15ms Ml 7, = 10 ms. ¢
SRR o RS AAIRASIA—LIRIE o /A, FITRINAE AR f(E . SeRxF BT 4 51 (2 (24)),
[T B AR dy e SR F AR A S E00 I3 — K o /A TR (a) AT (b). FF5%HRT (a) AT (b) F IR 5 %L
EAE) . PR TESR N BT 2550 (24). £ 4IMANBHIN n B, WERAIE o A H—IIRIE 0 /A. 2855 N T4
4), FFo XM FHUEBA . EFTA TR, Eik RGN BIFE & A 1R E, B E R 2 B . PR ZE o
BRI S (A T I BT s, DABE S0 f B 2 25 200

i A < L3t T —AMREFIIT L, R, XA
B w= v $ 8t 7 BRI 1.

e, FATH A XL 45 BRI L RS S H T F g Xf
FHZR 5 S PRI A S 52 . 1 4b, ¢ BoR T XA FE )
J Mg E, AHBRREITRE w =0 Al A =0.13k4531H
BAE OFE) Mo (5) 858 BREL, REMIRG
PRMERE J SABLTESE N, BE n 2IREMEG N, XLesh
YA T HIEEVELE (tACs RPN E N, A ATRE
BT IR RIARNE, RN A R RESS . BT
VARG 7 XA MBI IR BN, AHOCHSLIRAZE v] LA
Sk (n = 50 Al J = 50 ik 400 Hz)

V %512 [Conclusions]

JUT4ER, NMMs — E 2 57AE — ANl 5 I HEZE 1)
At b, ZHE SN R AU O Ltk ) 7 2 G AR 2t
DAL KB &, BHANE) (BUOa%) 55X etk
Z K (Wilson and Cowan framework relates to previous
semi-empirical models should 1972; Freeman 1975; Lopes
da Silva et al. 1974). XFALLEE i 2250 0 AN LEE
BN A AR B AERF IR o TIZAE SR (AR O bk R AR R
MR Ja ALH] (Lopes da Silva et al. 1974; Free-
man1987; Jansen and Rit 1995; Wendling et al. 2002), #
BN R RS, 3 o B0 T P20 A2 (Kunze
et al.2016;Sanchez-Todo et al.2018;Forresteret al. 2020)

BE— BB S N A TR I 3 ) S A
TSR T o T MRETE I B4 R AR R HE 5 A R
%0 (Gerstner 1995; Brunel and Hakim 2008; Ostojic and-
Brunel 2011; Carlu et al. 2020), ZRA1E S HLH] (Augustin
etal. 2017), B FR K/NRES (Benayounet al. 2010; Buice
etal. 2010). FEXFMEHNLT, KK NMMAEFA T —
£ NMM) Ny H R BN T3 % 5 0 IEE R
ERTIFRE T — 28 B B (Montbri6 et al. 2015). T fi#
XASHBIIHELE 5 LART R S I A 2 [ OC &R, RO%
A PALEFRAT TSR 2 81 NMM f)5& 36 Fl

FEXH, AT 1 BA B R Ak, 254
F ik TAEH R4 B (Coombesand Byrne 2019;
Byrne et al. 2020, 2022). %58 H SR HKG Montbri6 %5
N (2015) $2 H B Bh T8 A 5 /g 27 5 T2 5 NMM
Fi i Y e A D AT ) R i A R BB AR DK . AR #S Ermen-
trout(1994) Fl Devale %5 A (2017), F&ATFRH, 7E18 5
R R AT I AR N B 50 AE XA mT DL IE S
WS 3] — AN BAT i A A 38 bR B SE R R T 2. AR
FATR B A 5 2 (A ROV E B 1 B S 80 4
PR o M) FH B 18] 3 B0 SCSABN 3 0 22 BEAT 20 b, 1 W
VIR BEARRE, WA EREE AL IRAT N
M PV+ T TT - S 3R 80 1157, ASREwf
Gt R N ST 3R

FEE R nmm FJHE 5N, S TAERR AR AT
I AR B, DA — PSR o RUBE R SR AR T 2 [ )
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2% 4 (Camera et al. 2004; Augustin et al. 2017)). &5
TERAE R 22 W0 2% 50 70 2 SEAR AL, 5T 45 21 10 77 R4 98 2
FRASIEAL, 0 E e AT A HERR I 2 AR A TR R AT S
AR, AL (TG AT s 1 B4 At 7 4
TR SRR (R vERA P (Rauch et al. 2003; Mensi et al.
2012); Kk, 75 NMM2 {8 5 % RE 7 IR HLH
(Gast et al. 2020). JRE UL, H ATIEHZ 03X FiFHESE
Hh R SRR ) R G AL

JE T NMM2 (RS~ 23 B0 2 K SR A 4
B SRR B 38, {H QIF #& i —4
€ R PRI AR BN, X EIRAVEH 7R
EYERRZ T, B9 Ik N\ R 2 2 3 BUR A 1
Il AR AIHIFFE AR 6 IR K nmm (57 % 54
AR SE FI A o 3% ] BE 4 5 350 QIF 4438 bR K ) — A
FESEMATZIR (B 1). tbAh, T SEIe mgi gl R
PR, WRERREE D E. Realke, R 1
A5 T 0 R fs e ) BN 2 S 1 5 M B N A 38 KA
10 L VRAL S RH G PR AE AR AT i o T AN 2 TR PR B S s
B PASCR R KRR T- R B, TR, RN
SR ({5 (Eyal et al. 2018), AHSJEM: (Koch and
Segev 2003), XA & H QIF #1470, (AT LU T I
SEFIAEE R (Agmon-Snir and Segev 1993). 4, QIF 44
M i YR i T IR, i Y BT S8 A AN
{0) GER w1 i WS

i 1t 1 32 4 PRV () — A B S Y e A 22 0 R I 3B
Fo JUHERBIFREY, SR EEAHZ LT (Ruffini
etal. 2020). 7E tES W, EAEREZLIN 1 Vim, &
FSxr= 4R mV R3] (Bikson et al. 2004; Ruffini et al.
2013; Aberra et al. 2018). #A1fi, MABHIEART LN
I, LA ARG, 2R R JUECK, I T RN
HTAbo R, NSHEA ST ER AR, BT TR
e, AR R JUEK, I RN TR0 PR, 240
AN AE R ], A2 7T 28 n ] b 22 [h) L
—HERA, XL LA BN T, H
FERPEEIC SR rp = AL R R S0 o JE DA 1 8 3 A
AL, FRATIE R 1 BRI X i 5552 A48 i 3 O gk A ]
DI 1o M o {24 0 448 0 AR v o 2 R £ PN AE T B 1
AR BRI Y. BB, XMIIRIT RARE
WA A3 R B S8 R 3 nmm TR 3R

XF AT ik B A R RIS EUE, A
P22 TCIBOR BOSALLF- LE SR WL 2 A 2L 55 o JATTTT LA
D, FELeMP L CRRE T AL TRk I FUIRES, RI$Z
I NMM2 B4 X s (Chialvo 2004; Carhart-Harris
2018; Vazquez-Rodriguez et al 2017; Zimmern 2020;K oksal
Ers "0z and Wendling 2021; Ruffini and Lopez-Sola 2022).

H

>N

BN, QORI MR, B Ras i Hopf 20 X,
F I s BT (PR A K I TR RUBE L ) 58 (E 25 2740
) R HE ORISR, . i T I 0N 5%
MR s, XA DUNIZAE 2 NMM2 198 5 R
BEATWEIC, B AT AR Fa I sl . RS nmm $2
BT —ANE L 0 T RORIT S A AT A, PRSI ST
IR ——BA TG L B 4 R R IWE T

VI Miz% A NMM1 f1 NMM2 )&
45 R % [Appendix A Parameter
reduction in NMM1 and NMM2]

— PRI 71 2R G W (0 — e 7925, 4 NMM1(Eg4)
ATNMM2(7 2R 11,13) &l S50 M. BEARIX AT DL
AN FE 77 LB, (AT B, FRATESRE, B4 Mont-
brio %5 A (2015), HEFHERFSHUT

_ ~ J Ts\/Z
n= %a ‘] = ﬁy /B = T
IRIGBATE XL T AR &
VA, T v
T ) \/Z ) \/Z,
~ Tm ~ Tm
S = ﬁs, Z = KZ
RPEIXLETE L, PLAEEN KR (18), NMMI HJTEUE:
ds .
BE =z

5% = U, [ij+ J3] — 22 — 3.

i, NMM2 B O FER 11,13) BN
dr

=27
%:ﬁ—(wr)z—l-ﬁz—l-Js
ds
B;ﬁ:g

z - -~
,BEZT—Z,Z—S.

XUEETE RGE LB, WAL ) ) HAZ = E S
Hoq, J A B RIEEE]. BAE, RG] TSR
AT LA IE Y AE SO AR S HOR ST . Ak, X {E
AR B, RGN 9 8HAKAT 7.0 T 7 IREE
B, MR e R, B2, EER, 7 (A4) F,
i S5O &, A FERT R, #ITFHRHET . X 5%
A AR O5RER (13), Hdrf L= A
L,
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VII 3% B X155 B HA4 5218 R G057
#r [Appendix B Analysis of a
weakly periodically forced

system]

FELL, FRATA T 55 I B &R Gond 3 A
ARG R BARBRANTEE T N2 RS
4.3, BT RN, FAIEE T - MEHNRE. %
z(t) € R" H—A n BRI E, W RNEA B AR IR
MRGGH ¢ = F(x). £ NMM2 1, F 381§ 75 220
(11,13), REMABER = = (r,v,5,2)7. % 2@ &R
G A REAF A, T =T () AR LR
BEo FATHE R —AMER TS A P iRE (BS),

& = F(x) + easin(wt)

Heo, e 2— P EHEEG0<e<l, —PaecR? EZEN
ROUVEEREIE S ARA— A E. Glin, EARSCHE
RSB, a=(0,1,0,0)7, XA HIMELRS) HAE A
TR AL B S N T RIRFIE I EAERE, A NHRFE
BRI AR, MNIE2 S~ TS = A. MR LARE
B8 R s M E AR N o .= S™16x. Rl

a= Stz

= S1J8S 6z + S tasin(wt)

= Ao + bsin(wt)
Hr b= S"ta, B S 2 LMET a HAHR.

BT A — N0 fZERE, Bt bME S5 (B6) 7T

LA A A o RRRIERE N &) = Ay +

bjsin(wt),j =1,...,n. N T TEEN, FHEREATEE T
THENF jo NN RGN at) SeEm
keMo Lk e R AAHHEH. HT AT RRREN, &
JE—TERIAME K. b= p+ive o AT NI
AABRT v e NE, IS RO R E T I AR E
Rl WEFRAIN—AE BRG], v =0 TR, )5, £
t— o0, at)= b% Hrp, ¢ = arctan(p/w)o
I, XL >R AR 1, (ER B IRIE T
1/\/ 1% + w?o R, TSR R A bk, sk P Ao,
W75 T R 7 B v LA ANt
MAELERATRE B LA v £ 0 EF. HTk
BRI — MRS, KSR X E R,
13 A = p £ iv HRILHIRHMER R op (LR EZ DI
LB ) AHOCIR . DR, SERGHIBN 1 H ag B
SR e
alt) +ar(t)

3 = eA(w; p, v) sin(wt + @)

VPT@

Hh Alws p,v) = ¥
and ¢ = arctan(Q/P), with
P = (w? + p? —v?) (vbs — pby) — 2pv (vby + pby)
Q=w [—Qbi/w —b, (w2 + p? - vz)}
D= (w4 p* - 02)2 + 4p*0?

ERN AR (24).
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