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A crucial challenge in targeted manipulation of neural activity is to identify perturbation sites whose stimula-
tion exerts significant effects downstream with high efficacy, a procedure currently achieved by labor-intensive
and potentially harmful trial and error. Can one predict the effects of electrical stimulation on neural activity
based on the circuit dynamics during spontaneous periods? Here we show that the effects of single-site micro-
stimulation on ensemble activity in an alert monkey’s prefrontal cortex can be predicted solely based on the
ensemble’s spontaneous activity. We first inferred the ensemble’s causal flow based on the directed functional
interactions inferred during spontaneous periods using convergent cross-mapping and showed that it uncovers a
causal hierarchy between the recording electrodes. We find that causal flow inferred at rest successfully predicts
the spatiotemporal effects of micro-stimulation. We validate the computational features underlying causal flow
using ground truth data from recurrent neural network models, showing that it is robust to noise and common
inputs. A detailed comparison between convergent-cross mapping and alternative methods based on information
theory reveals the advantages of the former method in predicting perturbation effects. Our results elucidate the
causal interactions within neural ensembles and will facilitate the design of intervention protocols and targeted
circuit manipulations suitable for brain-machine interfaces.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Cognition is an emergent property of collective interac-
tions of neurons in large networks of cortical and subcortical
circuits. A promising avenue to ameliorate cognitive function
and alter behavior in therapeutic settings is to perform targeted
manipulations of brain circuits, which will be greatly facil-
itated by understanding the causal interactions within these
circuits. Successful examples of such manipulations include
changing perceived motion direction by altering responses
of direction-selective neurons in area MT [1,2], biasing ob-
ject classification towards faces by altering responses of
face-selective neurons in the inferior temporal cortex [3–5],
changing the value of a stimulus by altering neural responses
in the anterior caudate [6], and controlling movements and
postures by altering the activity of motor and premotor
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cortical neurons [7]. Successful behavioral manipulations
depend on the identification of suitable perturbation sites,
satisfying at least two requirements. The first is selectivity:
the local neural population around the perturbation site should
exhibit response properties bearing on the desired behavioral
effect, e.g., motion direction selectivity in area MT [1,2], face
selectivity in face patches of inferotemporal cortex [3–5], or
the locus of seizure in epilepsy [8]. The second requirement
is efficacy: stimulation of the local population should exert
some significant effect on the activity of the rest of the brain,
and consequently on behavior. While selectivity of sensory
and motor neurons may be estimated by recording neural
activity in simple and well-defined tasks, selectivity tends to
be quite complex or variable across tasks in many regions
of the association cortex. Discovering efficacy is currently
achieved by trial and error: many perturbations are performed
until a site whose stimulation leads to a significant change in
activity is located. As a result, current methods for targeted
perturbations are labor-intensive, time-consuming, potentially
harmful, and often unable to generalize beyond the limited
task set they are optimized for [9]. Targeted manipulations of
brain activity would be greatly improved if one could over-
come this trial-and-error procedure and predict the effect of
perturbations directly from resting state neural recordings.

Here we address the challenge of predicting the effi-
cacy of a potential perturbation site in the absence of any
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intervention, by inferring the causal flow (CF) between
recording electrodes within the local neural circuit during
spontaneous periods. Intuitively, one expects that perturbing a
node with strong CF to other nodes within a circuit may exert
stronger effects than perturbing the nodes that are functionally
isolated. Our aim is to first infer the CF from sparse recordings
of spontaneous spiking activity, obtained from chronically
implanted prefrontal multi-electrode arrays in awake, resting
monkeys. Using the CF between electrodes inferred during
resting activity, we then aim to predict the effect of elec-
trical micro-stimulations of single electrodes on the rest of
the circuit. We characterize the effects of perturbations by
introducing the concept of interventional connectivity (IC),
an observable that is agnostic to the underlying structural
connectivity and depends on only responses to perturbations.

Estimating the functional connectivity between cortical cir-
cuits is a central open problem in neuroscience [10], which is
challenged by the very specific features of cortical dynamics,
such as strong common inputs from unobserved brain areas,
weak correlations, complex nonlinear interactions, and ex-
tremely sparse sampling (i.e., from a small fraction of neurons
in a circuit). We infer the CF between recording electrodes
using data-driven time series forecasting (specifically, con-
vergent cross-mapping [11]), a method from the theory of
deterministic dynamical systems, which aims to reconstruct
the network attractor in a high-dimensional state space ob-
tained using a delay embedding approach. This method was
expressly developed to work in the sparse data regime [12,13]
and in the presence of noise, common inputs, and nonlinear
couplings between variables [11]. While this powerful frame-
work, rigorously articulated in [14], has been successfully ap-
plied in ecology [11], and in vitro [11,15] and ECoG neural ac-
tivity [16], it has never been adapted to spiking activity in vivo.

We perform a series of simulated experiments based on re-
current neural networks to determine the applicability regimes
of CF and its predictive ability. In these simulated exper-
iments, we show that this method can overcome complex
challenges, such as noise and common inputs. These simula-
tions validate the accuracy and efficiency of the CF estimation
method. We then performed a detailed comparison between
CF inference based on convergent cross-mapping (CCM) with
several alternative methods commonly used to infer functional
interactions, including information-based methods such as
Granger causality and transfer entropy. This critical compari-
son demonstrates the superior performance of the CCM-based
CF method in predicting micro-stimulation effects in the alert
monkey prefrontal cortex. We have created and shared an
open-source tutorial software package for the estimation of
CF from CCM and information-based measures on simulated
and empirical data, which can be efficiently and scalably run
on standard computers [17]. In summary, our results high-
light the advantages of deploying CF to guide perturbation
experiments compared to traditional methods, opening the
way towards efficient protocols for targeted manipulations of
cortical ensembles in primates and humans.

II. RESULTS

Notation: Throughout the paper, we use lower-case letters
for scalars and scalar-valued functions [e.g., τ, xi(t )], bold

letters for vectors (e.g., f , X ), and calligraphic letters for sets
(e.g., X ). We use the terms electrode and cluster interchange-
ably as every electrode is located in the vicinity of a cluster of
neurons.

A. Spatiotemporal features of microstimulation
on cortical circuits in alert monkeys

To test whether intervention effects can be predicted from
the spontaneous activity of neurons, we recorded from and
micro-stimulated the monkey prefrontal cortex (pre-arcuate
gyrus, area 8Ar) during a period of quiet wakefulness (rest-
ing) while the animals were sitting awake in the dark. The
experiment had two phases [Figs. 1(a) and 1(b)]. In the first
phase [Fig. 1(a)], we recorded population neural activity from
a multi-electrode array (96-channel Utah array, with roughly
one electrode in each cortical column in a 4 × 4 mm2 area
of the cortex), estimating the CF between pairs of neural
clusters (multiunit activities collected by each recording elec-
trode). The goal of the first phase is to infer the CF between
recording electrodes at rest [Fig. 1(c)]. In the second phase
[Fig. 1(b)], we perturbed cortical responses by delivering a
train of biphasic micro-stimulating pulses (15 μA, 200 Hz)
to one of the clusters for a brief period (120 ms), recording
population neural activity across the array before and after
the stimulation. We calibrated the electrical micro-stimulation
to be short and weak, substantially below the threshold for
evoking eye movements [18]. The goal of the second phase is
to estimate the effects of micro-stimulation [Fig. 1(d)].

To characterize the effect of micro-stimulation on the cor-
tical activity, we measured the dissimilarity of the neural
activity distribution in the intervals preceding the onset and
following the offset of the stimulation for each pair of stim-
ulated source and recorded target electrode [see Fig. 1(d)].
We focused on the activity after offset as opposed to during
the stimulation period to minimize the effect of stimulation
artifacts on the recording apparatus. The overall effect of stim-
ulating source electrode j on the neural activity recorded by
target electrode i could then be determined as a perturbation
vector, s( j) = {Si j}N

i=1, where Si j is the IC between target unit i
and source unit j. IC is quantified as the Kolmogorov-Smirnov
statistics between pre- and post-stimulation spiking activity
distributions over stimulated trials (see Supplemental Material
for details). Because each electrode records from a cluster
of neurons around the electrode tip, the perturbation vector
quantifies changes in the activity of spatially distinct neural
clusters across the recording array.

We first examined the spatiotemporal features of stim-
ulation effects. We found that even short, subthreshold
perturbations exerted a strong effect on ensemble activity
and that these effects were specific to which electrode was
stimulated [Fig. 1(d); perturbation effects for representative
stimulated source electrode j are visualized as a perturbation
vector s( j) overlaid on the array geometry]. Two observations
stand out. First, we found a clear spatial gradient in pertur-
bation effects, with an overall decreasing effect for target
clusters farther from the source electrode [Fig. 1(g)]. How-
ever, some distant targets were also strongly affected. The
identity of strongly modulated targets was specific to the
stimulating electrode, exhibiting an inhomogeneous circuit
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FIG. 1. CF inferred at rest predicts micro-stimulation effects in alert monkeys. (a) Ensemble spiking activity of pre-arcuate gyrus recorded
with a 96-channel multi-electrode array. Black tick marks are spikes, and each row shows the aggregated spike train of the neural cluster
recorded by each electrode. (b) Example trial showing that micro-stimulation of electrode 15 (a 120 ms pulse train with biphasic 15 μA
stimulation pulses, blue shaded area) perturbs activity across neural clusters. (c) CF vectors for two representative source clusters 42 and 29.
Yellow squares show the location of the source cluster on the array. CF vectors for each source are also overlaid on the array geometry (black
dots represent significant CF values, established by comparison with surrogate data sets, p < 0.05; see Fig. 2 and Supplemental Material [29]).
For the full CF matrix see Fig. S8 [29]. (d) IC for the representative stimulated clusters 42 and 29 in monkey N, measured based on spike
count distributions in 200 ms intervals preceding and following the stimulation [gray shading in the population raster plot; black dots represent
significant ICs (p < 0.05); yellow squares show the location of the stimulated cluster]. (e) Spatial footprint of CF as a function of target
channel distance from source channel [here and in panels below, shaded area or error bar represents s.e.m. across seven sessions in monkey G
(black) and seven sessions in monkey N (green)]. (f) Average CF for source-target pairs with significant (right) and nonsignificant (left) IC. (g)
Spatial footprint of the perturbation effects calculated as a function of target electrode distance from the stimulated electrode. (h) Resting state
CF predicts perturbation effects. For each stimulated source, target clusters with larger CF are more strongly impacted by micro-stimulation,
indicated by larger ICs. Gray and red data points represent targets with nonsignificant and significant CF, respectively (p < 0.05). Black lines
are linear regressions. R2 and slope p value are reported. (i) For each stimulated source, aggregated perturbation effects are larger over targets
with significant CF vs targets with nonsignificant CF. Error bars are s.e.m. *, **, *** indicate p < 0.05, 0.01, 0.001 (t test). (j), (k) Controlling
for spatial dependence of CF and perturbation effects. The residual CF and perturbation effects are from (a) and (c). Residuals are calculated
by removing the dependence on distance from the source electrode (see Supplemental Material for details). (j) Correlation between CF and
IC after controlling for spatial dependence. (k) Mean residual IC for target clusters with significant and nonsignificant CF for each source
electrode.
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structure, also apparent in the Gini coefficients of the pertur-
bation vectors, showing large values [Fig. 1(d)].

The Gini coefficient quantifies the hierarchical structure
in IC vectors by estimating the degree of uniformness in
their distribution. For example, a delta distribution where all
samples have the same value has zero Gini coefficient, while
an exponential distribution has a Gini coefficient equal to 0.5.
In the absence of hierarchical structures, one would expect all
targets from a given source unit to have comparable IC values,
yielding a low Gini coefficient. Alternatively, heterogeneity of
IC values across targets for a given source would suggest a
network hierarchy with a gradient of connectivities, yielding
a large Gini coefficient.

B. Inferring CF from resting blocks in alert monkeys

Can we predict the effects of stimulation solely based on
features of neural activity estimated during resting blocks,
in the absence of stimulation? To answer this question, we
first inferred the directed causal functional connectivity from
the source electrode j to each one of the target electrodes
during resting periods, which we refer to as CF. We defined
the CF vector as the N-dimensional vector f ( j) = {Fi j}N

i=1,
representing the directed functional connectivity from the
source electrode j to each one of the target electrodes i.
We inferred the CF using convergent cross-mapping (CCM)
[11], a method developed for deterministic dynamical systems
aiming at inferring the ensemble’s dynamical attractor in a
high-dimensional state space obtained via delay embedding
(see Table S3 for details). We proceeded to infer CF us-
ing CCM by reconstructing the temporal series of a source
electrode xi(t ) given a target electrode x j (t ) from the corre-
sponding delay vectors

X i(t ) = [xi(t ), xi(t − τ ), . . . , xi(t − dτ + τ )] (1)

of dimension d with step size τ . Reconstruction accuracy
was quantified as the Fisher z transform z(ρ(X i|X j )) of the
Pearson correlation ρ(X i|X j ) between the empirical activity
of the delay vector of electrode i and its predicted activ-
ity obtained from the delay vector of electrode j. Whereas
the Pearson correlation is bounded between −1 and 1, its
Fisher z transform is approximately normally distributed thus
facilitating statistical comparisons [19]. The process was
cross-validated to avoid overfitting [see Methods for details;
model selection for hyperparameters d (delay dimension) and
τ (time step) is reported in Fig. S7]. We established statis-
tical significance by comparing the CF estimated from the
empirical data with that estimated from surrogate data sets
designed to preserve the temporal statistics of the network
activity while breaking its causal structure [20] (see Fig. 2
and Supplemental Material for details). Columns of the CF
represent the source electrode, whose activity is being re-
constructed, and rows represent the target electrode, whose
activity is used for the reconstruction.

The CF inferred at rest was characterized by a set of
spatiotemporal features (for the full 96 × 96 CF matrix see
Fig. S8; see Methods for details and for model selection).
In Fig. 1(c) we show four representative 96-dimensional CF
vectors representing the CF for two different source clusters
(channels 42 and 29 from monkey N; these source clusters

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. Establishing significance of CF. (a) The significance of
CF is determined by comparison to surrogate data sets designed
to preserve all large-scale nonlinear properties of the system. Sur-
rogates are produced in three stages: top, phase-space distance is
evaluated among Takens states constructed from each time series,
and nearest neighbors are identified; center, states in the trajectory are
coarse-grained by collapsing states with the same set of neighbors (in
the example, the blue and purple clusters merge but the orange and
green ones do not); bottom, surrogate trajectories are generated from
random initial conditions by regarding twin sets as retentive states in
a Markov process [retention is represented by self-loop and has prob-
ability p = (n − 1)/n where n is the number of twins]. (b) Example
trajectory depicted over the matrix of phase-space distances for the
multidimensional time series shown along both axes. Whereas the
main diagonal corresponds to the flow of the recorded time series, at
each step the surrogate time series can either move forward as in the
recording or depart from the main diagonal (vertical orange lines) to
pick one of the low-distance states in its own twin set, and perform
from there a forward step mimicking the recording (purple broken
lines). Notice that, as in the example, motion can be both forward
and backward in time.

were later micro-stimulated in the second phase of those
sessions). The CF vectors are overlaid onto the array geometry
(location of recording electrodes in the array) for illustration
[each overlaid CF vector in Fig. 1(c) corresponds to a specific
column of the full CF matrix in Fig. S8 [29]]. Comparison of
the CF vectors across source clusters revealed remarkable fea-
tures about the structure of the functional connectivity. First,
CF is strongly channel-specific, namely, it depends on the
source clusters whose activity is being reconstructed. Second,
each CF vector shows a hierarchical structure, with significant
CFs for a small subset of targets, while most targets cannot
reconstruct the source activity [Fig. 1(c)], confirmed by the
high values of their Gini coefficients. This result is qualita-
tively consistent with the hypothesis of functional hierarchies
embedded within prefrontal cortical circuits [21].

C. CF predicts microstimulation effects in alert monkeys

Our hypothesis posits that the effects of stimulation of
source cluster j on the target neural clusters can be predicted
by the corresponding CF vector f ( j) inferred at rest (i.e., a
column of the CF matrix). Specifically, we predict that those
target clusters that have a stronger CF to the source as defined
by the source CF vector will exhibit stronger perturbation
effects following stimulation of the source. Visual inspection
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of the resting state CF vectors [Fig. 1(c)] and the map of
perturbation effects [Fig. 1(d), perturbation vectors] suggests
channel-specific similarities between the two observables, in
particular, a strong resemblance between the spatial pattern of
CF and of stimulation [Fig. 1(e)]. A quantitative comparison
with the spatial footprint of micro-stimulation [Fig. 1(g)] re-
vealed that CF captured the spatially decaying profile of the
micro-stimulation. Moreover, source-target pairs exhibiting a
significant micro-stimulation effect had a significantly larger
CF, compared to the pairs exhibiting no stimulation effects
[Fig. 1(f)], a feature consistent across both monkeys with a
large effect size.

To further examine the predictive power of CF, we explored
if statistically significant CF indicated larger perturbation ef-
fects. We developed a method to establish the significance
of CF pairs based on surrogate data sets created from the
so-called “twin surrogates” (Fig. 2).

The twin-surrogate method was first proposed in [20],
which was designed to preserve all large-scale nonlinear
properties of the system. Surrogate time series are produced
in three stages. First, we evaluated phase-space distances
among Takens states constructed from each time series: near-
est neighbors were defined as states closer to each other than
some neighborhood radius. Second, an equivalence relation-
ship was defined between states possessing the same set of
neighbors (known as “twins”). Finally, surrogate trajectories
were initialized randomly and generated by allowing each
subsequent step to start with equal probability from its current
state or from one of its twins. See Sec. A 4 for technical
details.

We then tested whether stimulation of a given source clus-
ter led to a larger perturbation effect in target clusters with a
significant CF compared to the target channels with no signif-
icant CF with the source cluster. Indeed, we found that to be
the case, as predicted by our theory [Figs. 1(h) and 1(i)]. The
predictive power of CF is held at the level of single stimulated
source electrodes, thus achieving a high level of granularity in
prediction. Because both the CF and perturbation magnitude
displayed a characteristic decay proportional to the distance
from the source electrode, we tested whether the predictive re-
lationship between the CF and perturbation magnitude might
have been solely shaped by spatial distance. After remov-
ing this spatial dependence, the predictive relation still held
between the residual CF and perturbation effects [Figs. 1(j)
and 1(k)], confirming that the CF predicts perturbation effects
above and beyond what is expected from a spatial decay
away from the source electrode (see Supplemental Material
for details).

These results demonstrate that the CF estimated from
sparse recordings during the resting periods accurately pre-
dicts the effects of perturbation on the neural ensemble, thus
establishing the validity of our hypothesis in cortical circuits
of alert monkeys.

D. CF validation using recurrent neural networks

Our results showed that CF inferred from resting activity
can accurately predict micro-stimulation effects. To explain
the theoretical underpinnings of this success and to probe
its regime and range of validity, we developed a series of

analyses based on ground-truth synthetic data. We simulated
a continuous rate network comprising both feed-forward and
recurrent features in its structural connectivity, where we
arbitrarily varied the noise levels and features to assess robust-
ness against changes in signal-to-noise ratios and common
inputs. The goal of this simulated experiment was to test the
extent to which CF can infer a circuit’s hierarchical causality
structure and provide validation for our method with ground-
truth synthetic data.

We first simulated a deterministic network, comprising N
units arranged in two subnetworks X and Y , each endowed
with their own local recurrent connectivity. Crucially, there
are directed projections from units in X to units in Y with
coupling strength g, but no feedback couplings from units in
Y to units in X . Specifically, the network consists of 100 + 3
nodes, three of which belong to the subnetwork X following
Rössler dynamics with strong all-to-all recurrent couplings
described by the equations below:

τ0
dx1

dt
= −x2 − x3,

τ0
dx2

dt
= x1 + αx2,

τ0
dx3

dt
= β + x3(x1 − γ ).

Nodes in subnetwork Y have weak recurrent couplings and
evolve according to the following dynamics:

τ0
dy
dt

= −λy + 10 tanh(JYX x + JYYy) + I,

where x = x1:3, y = y4:103. The weight matrix JYX connecting
X to Y is the product of a scalar g (connection strength) and a
matrix of all ones. The recurrent weight matrix JYY is drawn
from N (0, gr ). Increasing gr will transition the network into
a chaotic regime. See Table S1 for a description of the model
parameters and their values. Using this model, we aimed to
capture the intuitive idea that the upstream subnetwork X
drives the activity of the downstream subnetwork Y (Fig. 3).

We inferred the CF between all pairs of units in the
network. Figure 3(b) shows the CF between a unit in the
downstream subnetwork Y (i.e., y4) and a unit in the upstream
subnetwork X (i.e., x1). The activity of unit x1 depends on
only the other units in X , to which it is recurrently connected,
but not on the units in Y , as there are no feedback couplings
from Y to X . On the other hand, unit y4 receives direct pro-
jections from unit x1 and is causally influenced by it. Thus, we
expect that the reconstruction of x1(t ) from y4(t ) will be more
accurate than the reconstruction of y4(t ) from x1(t ). As ex-
pected, the cross-validated reconstruction accuracy increased
as a function of the Takens dimension d of the delay coor-
dinate vector [Figs. 3(b) and 3(c)]. The accuracy plateaued
beyond a certain dimensionality (related to the complexity of
the time series [15]), whose value we chose for our subsequent
analyses (see Fig. S7(A) for hyperparameters d and τ model
selection).

In the example above, the reconstruction accuracy of x j

given yi was significant and large, while that of yi given x j

was not significant. In other words, while one can significantly
reconstruct x j with high accuracy from yi, because the latter

043211-5



AMIN NEJATBAKHSH et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW RESEARCH 5, 043211 (2023)

(a) (b)

(c)

(d)

(e)
(f) (g)

FIG. 3. CF validation in recurrent networks. (a) Left: Schematic of network architecture: two subnetworks X (top nodes) and Y (bottom
nodes) with strong and weak recurrent couplings within the subnetworks, respectively, are connected via feed-forward couplings from X to Y .
The thickness of the black arrows represents the strength of directed structural couplings. Center: Activity of units y4(t ) (red, bottom) and x1(t )
(blue, top) are mapped to the delay coordinate space X 1 = [x1(t ), x1(t − τ ), . . . , x1(t − (d − 1)τ )] and Y 4 [right, τ = 4 ms; see Fig S7(A)].
(b) Reconstruction accuracy increases with delay vector dimension d before plateauing. The reconstruction accuracy ρ(X 1|Y 4) of upstream
unit x1 given the downstream unit y4 is significant and larger than the reconstruction accuracy ρ(Y 4|X 1) of y4 given x1 (nonsignificant). The
CF value F41 reveals a strong and significant CF from upstream node x1 to downstream node y4. (c) The significant CF between two units
x1 and x3 within the strongly coupled subnetwork X reveals strong and significant CF between them, but no preferred directionality of CF.
(d) Left: The CF between 10 representative units sparsely sampled from the network (columns and rows represent source and target units,
respectively; columns are sorted from functionally upstream to downstream units). Right: Summary of the CF cases in panels (a)–(c) (see
Table S3 [29]). (e) CF predicts perturbation effects. Perturbation protocol: single nodes (e.g., unit y8) are stimulated with a pulse of strength S
lasting for 100 ms. Perturbation effects on target units are estimated by comparing the activity immediately preceding the onset and following
the offset of stimulation to calculate IC. (f) IC matrix for the same units in (d). Black dots represent significant effects (p < 0.05). The effects
of stimulating one source j on all targets are encoded in the perturbation vector s( j). (g) target units with significant resting-state CF had a
larger IC, compared to target units with the nonsignificant CF (t test, *** indicates p < 10−6).

receives information from the former, the opposite is not pos-
sible, matching predictions based on the simulated network
architecture. We refer to x j as being causally upstream to yi in
the CF of the network.

The variety of CF features discussed so far suggests
that even though the CF is a measure of pairwise causal
interactions, it may reveal a network’s global causal structure.
A principal component analysis of the CF vectors f ( j) from
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a sparse subsample of the network units (10 out of 103)
revealed a clear hierarchical structure present in the network
dynamics showing two separate clusters corresponding to
the subnetworks X and Y [Fig. S9(A) [29]]. Thus, CF
vectors revealed the global network functional hierarchy from
sparse recordings of the activity, which was confirmed using
alternative methods such as the Gini coefficient of CF vectors
[Fig. S9(B) [29]].

E. Validating the predictive power of CF
in recurrent neural networks

Can we predict the effects of perturbations on network ac-
tivity based on the CF inferred from the unperturbed system?
We hypothesized that the effects of stimulating a specific node
on the other nodes of a network can be predicted by the CF
inferred during the resting periods.

We simulated a perturbation protocol where we artificially
imposed an external input on one source unit for a brief
duration, mimicking electrical or optical stimulation proto-
cols of cortical circuits, and estimated the stimulation effect
using IC [Fig. 3(e)]. We found that stimulation exerted com-
plex spatiotemporal patterns of response across the target
units, captured by the perturbation vectors. In our simula-
tions, stimulation effects across targets k strongly depended
on the source unit j that was stimulated. Perturbation effects
increased with stimulation strength for source-target pairs in
X → X and X → Y and Y → Y , but not for pairs Y → X ,
consistent with the underlying structural connectivity lacking
feedback couplings from Y to X [Fig. S9(C)]. Can one predict
the complex spatiotemporal effects of stimulation solely based
on the CF inferred during resting activity?

We hypothesized that, when manipulating source unit j, its
effect on target unit i could be predicted by the CF estimated in
the absence of perturbation [Fig. 3(g)]. Specifically, we tested
whether stimulation of source unit j would exert effects only
on those target units i that have significant CFs, Fi j , but no
effects on units whose CFs were not significant. We found
that the perturbation effects on the target units were localized
to units with significant CFs [dots in Fig. 3(d); Fig. 3(f)].
No effects were detected on pairs with nonsignificant CF. In
particular, we found that pairs where the stimulated source
was in Y and the target in X did not show any significant
effects of perturbations [Fig. 3(g)]; this was expected given the
absence of feedback couplings Y → X . Conversely, we found
that source-target pairs with significant IC after perturbation
had much larger resting state CF compared to pairs with
nonsignificant IC [Fig. 3(g)]. Two crucial features of the CF,
underlying its predictive power, were its directed structure and
its causal properties. We thus conclude that the causal effect
of perturbations on network units can be reliably and robustly
predicted by the CF inferred during the resting periods (i.e., in
the absence of the perturbation).

F. Robustness of CF estimation to noise and common inputs

Neural circuits in vivo include multiple sources of variabil-
ity including both private (e.g., Poisson variability in spike
times) and shared variability (e.g., low-rank co-fluctuations
across the neural ensemble [22,23]), where the latter may cor-
relate to the animal’s internal state such as attention or arousal

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 4. Robustness of inferred CFs to time-dependent inputs.
CF is robust to both private noise (a, i.i.d. realizations of noise in
each unit) or shared noise (b, a scalar noise source modulates all
neurons). The same network as in Fig. 3. (c) Correlation of CF
inferred from the noiseless simulations (CF∞) with the CF inferred
from simulations with varying SNR (SNR, defined in units of dB as
10 log10[σ (signal)/σ (noise)], where σ is standard deviation). Top:
private noise; bottom: shared noise.

[24–27]. Shared sources of external variability represent com-
mon inputs, which notoriously pose strong challenges to
existing methods to infer functional connectivity. Based on
previous theoretical work, we expected our CF framework to
be reasonably resilient against these effects [28].

To quantify the robustness of inferred CFs, we tested their
changes as a function of the strength of a noisy input to
subnetwork Y . When driving the network with either private
noise [i.i.d. for each neuron; Fig. 4(a)] or common input
[shared noise, namely, the same noise realizations across all
neurons; Fig. 4(b)], we found that CF inference degraded only
when the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) dropped below 0 dB
[Fig. 4(c); SNR is measured in logarithmic scale]. However,
for a wide range of SNRs, the CF inference maintained its
accuracy. The degradation caused by private noise did not
remove the informativeness of CFs for the tested range of
SNRs down to −10 dB. Common external input in the form of
shared noise became irrecoverably detrimental only for SNRs
below −5. We thus conclude that CF estimates are robust
to both noise and external time-varying inputs, two common
sources of neural variability.

Our validation results thus demonstrate that the data-driven
discovery of CF is robust to noise.

G. Comparing CF predictions with alternative methods

We performed a critical comparison of our CF approach
with several alternative methods for estimating directed func-
tional connectivity based on information theory. Within the
class of information-based methods, we estimated functional
connectivity vectors during the resting state using traditional
causality measures based on information transfer [Figs. 5(e)–
5(i)], specifically: Granger causality in its univariate (GC) and
multivariate (MGC) formulations; nonlinear GC (NGC) with
radial basis functions for autoregression; extended GC (EGC);
and transfer entropy (TE). Information-based methods assume
that ensemble neural activity is a stochastic process and aim
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(a) (b)

(d) (e)(c)

(f)

(g)

(h)

(i)

(j)

FIG. 5. Stimulation of a source electrode evokes a complex, hierarchical, and electrode-specific pattern of perturbations across the circuit
that is not captured by existing information-based causality measures. (a) Ensemble spiking activity of pre-arcuate gyrus recorded with a
96-channel multi-electrode array. Black tick marks are spikes and each row shows the aggregated spike train of the neural cluster recorded by
each electrode. (b) Example trial showing that micro-stimulation of electrode 15 (a 120 ms pulse train with biphasic 15 µA stimulation pulses,
blue shaded area) perturbs activity across neural clusters. (c) IC for the representative stimulated clusters 42 and 29 in monkey N, measured
based on spike count distributions in 200 ms intervals preceding and following the stimulation (gray shading in the population raster plot; black
dots represent significant ICs (p < 0.05); yellow squares show the location of the stimulated cluster). (d) Spatial footprint of the perturbation
effects calculated as a function of target electrode distance from the stimulated electrode. (e) Average IC values for source-target pairs with
significant (right) and nonsignificant (left) IC. (f)–(j) Information-based estimates of CF using Granger causality (GC, f), multivariate GC
(g), extended GC (h), nonlinear GC (i), and transfer entropy (TE, j). First two columns: Causal vectors for two representative source clusters
(yellow squares show the location of the source cluster). Causal vectors for each source are also overlaid on the array geometry. Third column:
spatial footprint of the causal vectors estimated as in (d). Fourth column: Average CF measures for source-target pairs with significant (right)
and nonsignificant (left) IC. * = p < 0.05, ** = p < 0.01, *** = p < 0.001 (t-test). Shaded areas or error bars represent s.e.m. across seven
sessions in monkey G (black) and seven sessions in monkey N (green).

043211-8



PREDICTING THE EFFECT OF MICRO-STIMULATION ON … PHYSICAL REVIEW RESEARCH 5, 043211 (2023)

to test whether the uncertainty in estimating the future activity
xfuture

j of the target electrode i based on its past activity xpast
i

can be improved by including the past activity xpast
j of the

source electrode j. A significant reduction in uncertainty leads
to a positive value of directed functional connectivity from j
to i. While TE is based on the nonparametric comparison, GC
and its variations make the further assumption that the activity
can be modeled as a Gaussian autoregressive process (we refer
the reader to the Supplemental Material [29] Sec. B 1 for a de-
tailed examination of the technical and conceptual differences
between information-based and CCM-based approaches). For
our comparisons, we first inferred the functional connectivity
from resting blocks using each alternative method and then
examined how well each of these functional connectivity esti-
mates could predict the effects of stimulation.

We first performed this comparison on ground-truth
synthetic data generated from recurrent neural networks, fol-
lowing the same experimental protocol and analysis as we
did for CF in Fig. 1. We found that CCM-based CF had
a significantly larger positive correlation with IC (r = 0.50,
p = 1.7 × 10−6) compared to all other methods (Fig. S11).
Among the other methods, only GC had a significant pos-
itive correlation as well (r = 0.32, p = 2.8 × 10−3). These
results were corroborated by an additional test that showed
source-target pairs with significant IC had larger CCM-based
CF (p = 1.8 × 10−9) and GC (p = 9 × 10−5) than pairs with
nonsignificant IC, whereas the other methods did not exhibit
such a difference. From these comparative analyses on sim-
ulated data we concluded that, among the causality methods,
CF performs best. GC is also predictive of perturbation ef-
fects, although to a lesser degree than CF, while NGC, TE,
and MGC do not exhibit predictive features.

We then performed this comparison on data from alert
monkeys, following the same protocol as we did for CF in
Fig. 1. We based this comparison on two metrics: spatial
footprint and perturbation vectors [Figs. 5(e)–5(i)]. We first
estimated the predictive ability of each information-based
method. We found that these methods were not able to cap-
ture the spatial footprint of the perturbation effects, which
featured a monotonic decay with distance from the stimu-
lated electrode [Fig. 5(d)], except for GC, which exhibited a
monotonically decaying spatial dependence. We then tested
the relationship between perturbation vectors and CF vectors
estimated from information-based methods at a more granular
level. We tested whether source-target pairs with significant
stimulation effects had a significantly larger functional con-
nectivity measure compared to source-target pairs without
significant stimulation effects. None of the information-based
metrics exhibited large functional connectivity for pairs with
significant IC compared to pairs with nonsignificant IC in both
monkeys [Figs. 5(f)–5(j)]. In particular, these methods yielded
inconsistent estimates of CF between the two monkeys. We
concluded that, although overall the information-based meth-
ods for estimating causality were capable of capturing some of
the electrode-specific stimulation effects, and GC in particular
yielded promising results on synthetic data, none of them
significantly captured both the spatial footprint of perturbation
and the more granular prediction of perturbation vectors in
alert monkeys.

III. DISCUSSION

We demonstrated a framework for predicting the effect
of perturbations on a cortical circuit based on the causal
interactions within a circuit inferred from sparsely recorded
spiking activity at rest. We found that the effects of single-site
micro-stimulation on ensemble activity in an alert mon-
key’s prefrontal cortex can be predicted solely based on the
causal flow inferred from ensemble spontaneous activity us-
ing convergent cross-mapping. Our work presents four main
innovations. First, we expound on the conceptual innovation
that spontaneous activity of a local cortical ensemble in alert
monkeys encodes the causal properties of a cortical circuit and
can be used to predict manipulation effects at a granular spa-
tiotemporal level. Our demonstration in array recordings from
alert monkeys highlights that this approach is directly trans-
ferable to human subjects, where such devices have been used
for decades, thus bearing important implications for future
translational studies. Second, we introduce the new metric
of interventional connectivity to characterize the effects of
micro-stimulation on the spatial array geometry. Third, we
introduce a methodological advancement showing how to esti-
mate the statistical significance of causal flow inference using
convergent cross-mapping, which is central to demonstrating
the predictive power of causal flow. Fourth, we compare al-
ternative approaches to estimate functional interactions from
spontaneous activity and show that our causal flow approach
performs significantly better than many commonly used alter-
native methods. Finally, we provide an open-source package
to reproduce our results and encourage wide application of
our approach in the neuroscience community and beyond. Our
results establish a framework for discovering the rules that
enable the generalization of resting state causal interactions
to more complex behavioral states, paving the way toward tar-
geted circuit manipulations in future brain-machine interfaces.

Micro-stimulation experiments have played a crucial role
in our understanding of the organization and function of neu-
ral circuits in the primate brain. Among many successful
examples are micro-stimulation of motion-selective middle
temporal (MT) neurons to alter choice [1], reaction time
[30], or confidence [31] of monkeys performing a direction
discrimination task. Our approach to quantifying causal flow
based on the activity of a large neural population spread out
in multiple neighboring cortical columns provides an easily
implementable solution with many advantages. First, we di-
rectly assess the network effects of the activity of each neuron,
and thereby generate predictions about the impact that per-
turbing the activity of one electrode will have on the rest of
the population. Second, population activity has proven quite
powerful in revealing the neural computations that underlie
behavior, with features that are robust to the exact identity of
the recorded neurons [32–37].

Previous studies investigated the effects of electrical stim-
ulation at the mesoscopic level in human and nonhuman
primates. In human surgical patients, the spread of local
electrical stimulations on local field potentials (LFP) across
cortical areas could be predicted by using spontaneous ac-
tivity data together with white matter connectivity [38].
In another study of epileptic patients, the effectiveness of
seizure reduction in response to electrical stimulation could be
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predicted by functional connectivity measured from resting-
state magnetoencephalography [39]. Changes in EEG fre-
quencies induced by the stimulation at specific sites could be
predicted from resting state EEG coherence [40]. The spatial
location of stimulation-evoked potentials could be predicted
from the resting state fMRI spectrum seeded at the stimula-
tion site [41]. Alternative approaches aimed at predicting the
effects of stimulation using network control theory, although
at the whole brain level [42]. In nonhuman primates, a re-
cent mesoscopic approach modeled the effect of time-varying
electrical stimulations on LFP across cortical areas [43]. In
this study, the effects of orbitofrontal cortex stimulation on
the LFP activity of other areas could be predicted by us-
ing LFP activity at rest. These studies were based on linear
methods [38,39,43], which performed well at the mesoscopic
level. While these studies addressed the relationship between
stimulation and spontaneous activity at the mesoscopic level,
in our study, by contrast, we examined the effect of micro-
stimulation on the spiking activity of a local cortical circuit
on a single array geometry. We found that nonlinear time
series forecasting methods (convergent cross-mapping) out-
performed several alternative methods based on information
theory (Granger Causality and related methods) for predict-
ing stimulation effects based solely on spontaneous activity
data. It would be interesting to compare mesoscopic methods
[38,43] to our causal flow approach and we leave this direction
to future work.

Previous studies characterized the effect of perturbations
on single neurons in cortical circuits [44] and clarified the
structure of anatomical circuit connectivity required to pro-
duce the observed effects [45]. In a similar fashion, we defined
interventional connectivity as the effect of the perturbation
of a single node on the activity of all other observed nodes.
The uniqueness of our approach, compared to earlier studies,
is the ability to predict the interventional connectivity from
the causal flow inferred at rest. We suggest that characterizing
causal flow during a task and using our model-based approach
to predict the impact of a variety of perturbations on the
population-level representations offer an attractive alternative
to the traditional trial-and-error approaches where different
neural clusters are manipulated in search of a desirable behav-
ioral effect. We speculate that our model-based approach may
lead to crucial advances in brain-machine interfaces if one
can use causal flow inferred from resting activity to predict
perturbation effects during a task—a direction we will actively
pursue in the future (see [43] for a related approach).

Two key challenges in the interpretation of typical micro-
stimulation experiments are (1) indirect activation of distant
neurons through the activation of the neural cluster around
the stimulating electrode, and (2) effects on fibers of passage
that could cause direct activation of neurons distant to the
stimulating electrode [46]. Our approach directly addresses
the first challenge by mapping the causal flow based on the
ensemble activity. The second effect acts as noise in our ap-
proach because the causal flow is quantified based only on
the activity of the neurons recorded by the electrodes. The
success of our approach (Fig. 3) suggests that this noise is not
overwhelming. The robustness of our approach likely stems
from the synergy of our delay embedding methods with our
focus on the population neural responses and the large number

of simultaneously recorded neural clusters in our experiments,
which effectively capture key features of the intrinsic connec-
tivity in the circuit (Fig. 1) [21,47–50]. A recent theoretical
study [45] supports the viability of using biologically plausi-
ble models of cortical circuits in terms of E-I networks with
structured connectivity to explain perturbation experiments in
awake animals, although they do not attempt to predict the
perturbation effects.

Current methods for establishing site efficacy for pertur-
bation experiments are labor-intensive, time-consuming, and
often unable to generalize beyond the limited task set they are
optimized for. Although recent studies showed that one can
predict the mesoscopic effects of electrical stimulation using
measures of functional connectivity between cortical areas
[38,43], here we focused on local stimulation effects between
spiking activity on the same electrode array. We demonstrated
a statistical method capable of predicting the impacts and
efficacy of a targeted micro-stimulation site using only rest-
ing activity. Crucially, our method can directly be applied to
monkeys and humans, where commonly used “large-scale”
recording technologies often permit sampling from only a
small fraction of neurons in a circuit (typically <1%). Our
method is thus likely to improve the safety and duration of the
procedure, a key step toward targeted circuit manipulations
for ameliorating cognitive dysfunction in the human brain, as
well as the development of future brain-machine interfaces.

Estimating functional connectivity is a formidable task,
especially susceptible to errors in the presence of strong
recurrent couplings, noise, and unobserved common inputs
ubiquitous in cortical circuits. Even when unlimited data are
available, sophisticated methods typically fail in the presence
of strong correlations between unconnected neurons [51]. We
defined functional interactions as the causal interaction of
cortical neurons. Existing methods for estimating functional
interactions between multidimensional time series include
linear regression [52], Granger causality [53], and interareal
coherence [54,55]. While correlation-based methods are prob-
lematic for weak correlations, entropy-based methods such as
transfer entropy [56] require large amounts of data. Detecting
a clear causal relationship by transfer entropy [56] or Granger
causality [57–60] is not straightforward unless the system’s
dynamical properties are well known. Further, confounding
effects of phase delay [61], self-predictability in determin-
istic dynamics [11] or common inputs [62,63] limit the
usefulness of Granger causality and transfer entropy. Alter-
natives such as inverse methods based on Ising models utilize
time-consuming learning schemes [64] though recently faster
algorithms have been proposed [65,66]. Other approaches
applicable to spike trains include generalized linear models
[67] or spike train cross-correlograms [68]. Remarkably, the
latter method was successfully validated using optogenetic
perturbations in vivo.

Inferring causal functional connectivity from extremely
sparse recordings of neural activity is a long-standing prob-
lem. Our method relies on delay embedding techniques
used for reconstructing nonlinear dynamical systems from
their time series data with convergent cross-mapping [11].
Crucially, convergent cross-mapping was designed to work
precisely in the sparse recording regime [12,13], where
other methods fail. While this powerful framework has been
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successfully applied in ecology [11], and previously applied
to ECoG data [16] and in neuronal cultures [15], here we
pioneered its use for estimating causal functional connectivity
from spiking activity of a neural population in awake monkeys
between electrodes on the same array. Our results show that
causal flow outperformed other information-based methods
at the causality of interactions. An important innovation of
our approach is the estimation of statistical significance of the
reconstruction accuracy between pairs of time series, which
was absent in previous studies [11,15,16]. Our significance
estimation is based on the concept of twin-surrogate pairs,
a surrogate data set that breaks causality while preserving
the attractor topology [20]. The interventional connectivity
prediction from causal flow at rest relied on the difference
between significant and nonsignificant causal flow pairs.

We carried out a detailed comparison regarding whether
intervention effects could be predicted via causal flow com-
pared to information-based methods such as Granger causality
and related methods. We found that the predictive ability of
Granger causality was reasonable on simulated data from a
continuous rate network (Fig. S11 [29]), where it was cor-
related with the effect of perturbations, although less than
causal flow. However, neither Granger causality nor the other
information-based methods were capable of predicting pertur-
bation effects in awake monkeys. In the presence of strong
recurrent couplings, complex nonlinear dynamics, common
inputs, and sparse subsampling regimes, such as in cortical en-
semble activity, the assumptions underlying Granger causality
do not hold, leading to its expected failure to predict stimula-
tion effects. On the other hand, the causal flow was designed
to work precisely in the regime of cortical dynamics [11], and
thus we expected it to perform well in all cases as confirmed
by our results.

The traditional notion that resting, or spontaneous, activity,
regarded as random noise or baseline, is devoid of useful
information [69–71] has been recently challenged, suggest-
ing that it may instead encapsulate fundamental features of
a neural circuits’ functional architecture [21,72,73], provid-
ing a repertoire of network patterns of activation [49,74,75].
Background activity, quantified with local field potentials
[76,77], single-neuron membrane potentials [78], or popu-
lation spiking activity [27] encodes information about the
animal’s behavioral state, including even fine-grained move-
ments [79–81]. The population coupling of single neurons
estimated during the resting periods in vivo is correlated
with the synaptic input connection probability measured in
vitro from the same cortical circuit [82]. In neuronal cultures,
the causal functional connectivity inferred from ongoing ac-
tivity is predictive of the structural connectivity estimated
from electrical stimulation: functionally downstream neurons
have faster response latency to stimulation compared to func-
tionally upstream neurons [15]. In human and nonhuman
primates, resting activity could be used to predict the meso-
scopic effect of stimulations on the LFP power spectrum
between multiple cortical areas [43] and, to some degree,
the responsiveness to epileptic seizure treatment [38]. Our
results extend these studies showing that spontaneous activ-
ity encodes the causality structure within a single cortical
microcircuit in awake primates. Moreover, the comparison
between information-based methods and causal flow suggests

that the seemingly stochastic features of spontaneous activity
may not reflect noise but instead encode fine-grained, de-
terministic features of high-dimensional network dynamics.
Our results thus highlight the central role that sponta-
neous activity may play in revealing a circuit’s functional
structure, potentially benefiting the design of manipulation
experiments.

The estimation of functional causal flow as we presented
it in this study is based on pairwise comparison between time
series. In its current form, our method may not be directly
generalized to detect triplets or higher-order interactions. An
interesting direction for future work is the generalization of
our method to capture multineuron perturbations, namely,
predicting the joint causal flow between two source neurons
and one target neuron. This generalization could pave the
way to predicting the effect of simultaneous multi-electrode
perturbation on the activity of downstream neurons. A power-
ful alternative method for modeling triplet interactions is the
Partial Information Decomposition [83]. We hope to return to
this question in future work.

Another potential limitation of causal flow stems from the
fact that neuronal activity in frontal areas likely receives time-
varying input from several other cortical and subcortical areas.
Moreover, the recorded ensemble neurons may receive com-
mon inputs from unobserved neurons within the same local
prefrontal circuit. These sources of external input may change
across different periods of the resting state, due to changes
in the animal’s internal state such as arousal levels. These
contextual effects might present a potential challenge when
generalizing causal flow predictions across different condi-
tions (such as resting vs task-engaged sessions). Our results
address this concern by showing that causal flow estimates
are robust to both private noise and time-varying external
inputs, typically encountered in cortical circuits (Fig. 4). It is
an interesting open question to estimate how causal flow may
generalize across different behavioral conditions, and we hope
to report on this in the future.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank Rainer Engelken and Ramin Khajeh
for their advice on the simulations and Tim Gardner for dis-
cussions. A.N. was supported by NSF DBI-1707398 and by
the Gatsby Charitable Foundation Grant No. GAT3708. R.K.
was supported by the Simons Collaboration on the Global
Brain (Grant No. 542997), McKnight Scholar Award, Pew
Scholarship in the Biomedical Sciences, and the National
Institute of Mental Health (R01 MH109180). L.M. was sup-
ported by National Institute of Mental Health Grant No.
R01-MH127375 NIMH, by National Institute of Neurologi-
cal Disorders and Stroke Grant No. R01-NS118461 (BRAIN
Initiative), and by National Institute on Drug Abuse Grant
No. R01-DA055439 (NSF-CRCNS). S.E. was supported by
the NYU Dean’s Dissertation Fellowship Award. The authors
declare no competing interests.

L.M. and R.K. designed the project; L.M., R.K., and T.T.
supervised the project; S.E. and R.K. collected the experi-
mental data; A.N., F.F., and L.M. developed the models and

043211-11



AMIN NEJATBAKHSH et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW RESEARCH 5, 043211 (2023)

analyses; A.N. ran model simulations and analyzed experi-
mental data with help from F.F. and L.M.; A.N. wrote the open

source software package; and L.M., A.N., R.K., and F.F. wrote
the manuscript.

[1] C. D. Salzman, K. H. Britten, and W. T. Newsome, Cortical
microstimulation influences perceptual judgements of motion
direction, Nature (London) 346, 174 (1990).

[2] C. D. Salzman, C. M. Murasugi, K. H. Britten, and W. T.
Newsome, Microstimulation in visual area MT: effects on
direction discrimination performance, J. Neurosci. 12, 2331
(1992).

[3] S.-R. Afraz, R. Kiani, and H. Esteky, Microstimulation of
inferotemporal cortex influences face categorization, Nature
(London) 442, 692 (2006).

[4] J. Parvizi, C. Jacques, B. L. Foster, N. Withoft, V. Rangarajan,
K. S. Weiner, and K. Grill-Spector, Electrical stimulation of
human fusiform face-selective regions distorts face perception,
J. Neurosci. 32, 14915 (2012).

[5] S. Moeller, T. Crapse, L. Chang, and D. Y. Tsao, The effect of
face patch microstimulation on perception of faces and objects,
Nat Neurosci 20, 743 (2017).

[6] S. R. Santacruz, E. L. Rich, J. D. Wallis, and J. M. Carmena,
Caudate microstimulation increases value of specific choices,
Curr. Biol. 27, 3375 (2017).

[7] M. S. Graziano, C. S. Taylor, and T. Moore, Complex move-
ments evoked by microstimulation of precentral cortex, Neuron
34, 841 (2002).

[8] R. S. Fisher and A. L. Velasco, Electrical brain stimulation for
epilepsy, Nature Rev. Neurol. 10, 261 (2014).

[9] S. A. Sheth, K. R. Bijanki, B. Metzger, A. Allawala, V. Pirtle,
J. A. Adkinson, J. Myers, R. K. Mathura, D. Oswalt, E. Tsolaki
et al., Deep brain stimulation for depression informed by in-
tracranial recordings, Biol. Psych. 92, 246 (2022).

[10] I. E. Marinescu, P. N. Lawlor, and K. P. Kording, Quasi-
experimental causality in neuroscience and behavioural re-
search, Nat. Hum. Behav. 2, 891 (2018).

[11] G. Sugihara, R. May, H. Ye, C.-H. Hsieh, E. Deyle, M. Fogarty,
and S. Munch, Detecting causality in complex ecosystems,
Science 338, 496 (2012).

[12] F. Takens, Detecting strange attractors in turbulence, Dynam-
ical Systems and Turbulence, Warwick 1980: proceedings of a
symposium held at the University of Warwick 1979/80 (Springer,
2006), pp. 366–381.

[13] T. Sauer, J. A. Yorke, and M. Casdagli, Embedology, J. Stat.
Phys. 65, 579 (1991).

[14] B. Cummins, T. Gedeon, and K. Spendlove, On the efficacy
of state space reconstruction methods in determining causality,
SIAM J. Appl. Dyn. Syst. 14, 335 (2015).

[15] S. Tajima, T. Mita, D. J. Bakkum, H. Takahashi, and T.
Toyoizumi, Locally embedded presages of global network
bursts, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 114, 9517 (2017).

[16] S. Tajima, T. Yanagawa, N. Fujii, and T. Toyoizumi, Untangling
Brain-Wide dynamics in consciousness by cross-embedding,
PLoS Comput. Biol. 11, e1004537 (2015).

[17] https://github.com/amin-nejat/FCF.
[18] C. J. Bruce, M. E. Goldberg, M. C. Bushnell, and G. B. Stanton,

Primate frontal eye fields. II. Physiological and anatomical cor-
relates of electrically evoked eye movements, J. Neurophysiol.
54, 714 (1985).

[19] R. A. Fisher, Statistical Methods for Research Workers (Oliver
and Boyd, Edinburgh, 1925).

[20] M. Thiel, M. C. Romano, J. Kurths, M. Rolfs, and R. Kliegl,
Twin surrogates to test for complex synchronisation, Europhys.
Lett. 75, 535 (2006).

[21] R. Kiani, C. J. Cueva, J. B. Reppas, D. Peixoto, S. I. Ryu, and
W. T. Newsome, Natural grouping of neural responses reveals
spatially segregated clusters in prearcuate cortex, Neuron 85,
1359 (2015).

[22] T. Kanashiro, G. K. Ocker, M. R. Cohen, and B. Doiron, Atten-
tional modulation of neuronal variability in circuit models of
cortex, eLife 6, e23978 (2017).

[23] N. C. Rabinowitz, R. L. Goris, M. Cohen, and E. P. Simoncelli,
Attention stabilizes the shared gain of V4 populations, eLife 4,
e08998 (2015).

[24] D. A. Ruff and M. R. Cohen, Attention can either increase or de-
crease spike count correlations in visual cortex, Nat. Neurosci.
17, 1591 (2014).

[25] M. C. Dadarlat and M. P. Stryker, Locomotion enhances neural
encoding of visual stimuli in mouse V1, J. Neurosci. 37, 3764
(2017).

[26] C. Huang, D. A. Ruff, R. Pyle, R. Rosenbaum, M. R. Cohen,
and B. Doiron, Circuit models of low-dimensional shared vari-
ability in cortical networks, Neuron 101, 337 (2019).

[27] T. A. Engel, N. A. Steinmetz, M. A. Gieselmann, A. Thiele, T.
Moore, and K. Boahen, Selective modulation of cortical state
during spatial attention, Science 354, 1140 (2016).

[28] M. Casdagli, S. Eubank, J. D. Farmer, and J. Gibson, State
space reconstruction in the presence of noise, Physica D 51, 52
(1991).

[29] See Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/supplemental/
10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043211 for comparison to other
causality indices and conceptual differences.

[30] J. Ditterich, M. E. Mazurek, and M. N. Shadlen, Microstimula-
tion of visual cortex affects the speed of perceptual decisions,
Nat. Neurosci. 6, 891 (2003).

[31] C. R. Fetsch, R. Kiani, W. T. Newsome, and M. N. Shadlen,
Effects of cortical microstimulation on confidence in a percep-
tual decision, Neuron 83, 797 (2014).

[32] R. Kiani, C. J. Cueva, J. B. Reppas, and W. T. Newsome,
Dynamics of neural population responses in prefrontal cortex
indicate changes of mind on single trials, Curr. Biol. 24, 1542
(2014).

[33] V. Mante, D. Sussillo, K. V. Shenoy, and W. T. Newsome,
Context-dependent computation by recurrent dynamics in pre-
frontal cortex, Nature (London) 503, 78 (2013).

[34] E. M. Trautmann, S. D. Stavisky, S. Lahiri, K. C. Ames, M. T.
Kaufman, D. J. O’Shea, S. Vyas, X. Sun, S. I. Ryu, S. Ganguli,
and K. V. Shenoy, Accurate estimation of neural population
dynamics without spike sorting, Neuron 103, 292 (2019).

[35] C. Pandarinath, D. J. O’Shea, J. Collins, R. Jozefowicz, S. D.
Stavisky, J. C. Kao, E. M. Trautmann, M. T. Kaufman, S. I. Ryu,
L. R. Hochberg et al., Inferring single-trial neural population
dynamics using sequential auto-encoders, Nat. Methods 15, 805
(2018).

043211-12

https://doi.org/10.1038/346174a0
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.12-06-02331.1992
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04982
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2609-12.2012
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.4527
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.09.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(02)00698-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrneurol.2014.59
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2021.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-018-0466-5
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1227079
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01053745
https://doi.org/10.1137/130946344
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1705981114
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1004537
https://github.com/amin-nejat/FCF
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.1985.54.3.714
https://doi.org/10.1209/epl/i2006-10147-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2015.02.014
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.23978
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.08998
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3835
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2728-16.2017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2018.11.034
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aag1420
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2789(91)90222-U
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043211
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1094
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2014.07.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2014.05.049
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12742
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2019.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41592-018-0109-9


PREDICTING THE EFFECT OF MICRO-STIMULATION ON … PHYSICAL REVIEW RESEARCH 5, 043211 (2023)

[36] G. Mochol, R. Kiani, and R. Moreno-Bote, Prefrontal cortex
represents heuristics that shape choice bias and its integration
into future behavior, Curr. Biol. 31, 1234 (2021).

[37] G. Okazawa, C. E. Hatch, A. Mancoo, C. K. Machens, and R.
Kiani, Representational geometry of perceptual decisions in the
monkey parietal cortex, Cell 184, 3748 (2021).

[38] J. Stiso, A. N. Khambhati, T. Menara, A. E. Kahn, J. M. Stein,
S. R. Das, R. Gorniak, J. Tracy, B. Litt, K. A. Davis et al.,
White matter network architecture guides direct electrical stim-
ulation through optimal state transitions, Cell Rep. 28, 2554
(2019).

[39] J. M. Fan, A. T. Lee, K. Kudo, K. G. Ranasinghe, H. Morise,
A. M. Findlay, H. E. Kirsch, E. F. Chang, S. S. Nagarajan,
and V. R. Rao, Network connectivity predicts effectiveness of
responsive neurostimulation in focal epilepsy, Brain Commun.
4, fcac104 (2022).

[40] E. Solomon, J. Kragel, R. Gross, B. Lega, M. Sperling, G.
Worrell, S. Sheth, K. Zaghloul, B. Jobst, J. Stein et al., Medial
temporal lobe functional connectivity predicts stimulation-
induced theta power, Nat. Commun. 9, 4437 (2018).

[41] C. J. Keller, S. Bickel, L. Entz, I. Ulbert, M. P. Milham, C.
Kelly, and A. D. Mehta, Intrinsic functional architecture pre-
dicts electrically evoked responses in the human brain, Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 108, 10308 (2011).

[42] S. F. Muldoon, F. Pasqualetti, S. Gu, M. Cieslak, S. T. Grafton,
J. M. Vettel, and D. S. Bassett, Stimulation-based control of
dynamic brain networks, PLoS Comput. Biol. 12, e1005076
(2016).

[43] Y. Yang, S. Qiao, O. G. Sani, J. I. Sedillo, B. Ferrentino, B.
Pesaran, and M. M. Shanechi, Modelling and prediction of the
dynamic responses of large-scale brain networks during direct
electrical stimulation, Nat. Biomed. Eng. 5, 324 (2021).

[44] S. N. Chettih and C. D. Harvey, Single-neuron perturbations
reveal feature-specific competition in V1, Nature (London) 567,
334 (2019).

[45] S. Sadeh and C. Clopath, Theory of neuronal perturbome in
cortical networks, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 117, 26966
(2020).

[46] M. H. Histed, A. M. Ni, and J. H. Maunsell, Insights into
cortical mechanisms of behavior from microstimulation experi-
ments, Prog. Neurobiol. 103, 115 (2013).

[47] A. Litwin-Kumar and B. Doiron, Slow dynamics and high
variability in balanced cortical networks with clustered connec-
tions, Nat. Neurosci. 15, 1498 (2012).

[48] V. Rostami, T. Rost, A. Riehle, S. J. van Albada, and M. P.
Nawrot, Spiking neural network model of motor cortex with
joint excitatory and inhibitory clusters reflects task uncertainty,
reaction times, and variability dynamics, bioRxiv (2020).

[49] L. Mazzucato, A. Fontanini, and G. La Camera, Dynamics of
multistable states during ongoing and evoked cortical activity,
J. Neurosci. 35, 8214 (2015).

[50] L. Mazzucato, G. La Camera, and A. Fontanini, Expectation-
induced modulation of metastable activity underlies faster
coding of sensory stimuli, Nat. Neurosci. 22, 787 (2019).

[51] A. Das and I. R. Fiete, Systematic errors in connectivity inferred
from activity in strongly recurrent networks, Nat. Neurosci. 23,
1286 (2020).

[52] J. D. Semedo, A. Zandvakili, C. K. Machens, B. M. Yu, and
A. Kohn, Cortical areas interact through a communication sub-
space, Neuron 102, 249 (2019).

[53] S. L. Bressler and A. K. Seth, Wiener-Granger causality: A well
established methodology, NeuroImage 58, 323 (2011).

[54] A. M. Bastos and J.-M. Schoffelen, A tutorial review of func-
tional connectivity analysis methods and their interpretational
pitfalls, Front. Syst. Neurosci. 9, 175 (2015).

[55] F. T. Sun, L. M. Miller, and M. D’Esposito, Measuring in-
terregional functional connectivity using coherence and partial
coherence analyses of fMRI data, NeuroImage 21, 647 (2004).

[56] T. Schreiber, Measuring information transfer, Phys. Rev. Lett.
85, 461 (2000).

[57] L. Faes, G. Nollo, and A. Porta, Information-based detection
of nonlinear Granger causality in multivariate processes via a
nonuniform embedding technique, Phys. Rev. E 83, 051112
(2011).

[58] C. W. J. Granger, Investigating causal relations by econo-
metric models and cross-spectral methods, Econometrica: J.
Econometric Soc. 37, 424 (1969).

[59] J. Geweke, Measurement of linear dependence and feedback be-
tween multiple time series, J. American Statistical Association
77, 304 (1982).

[60] M. Dhamala, G. Rangarajan, and M. Ding, Estimating Granger
causality from fourier and wavelet transforms of time series
data, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 018701 (2008).
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[66] O. Maoz, G. Tkačik, M. S. Esteki, R. Kiani, and E. Schneidman,
Learning probabilistic neural representations with randomly
connected circuits, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 117, 25066
(2020).

[67] J. W. Pillow, J. Shlens, L. Paninski, A. Sher, A. M. Litke, E.
Chichilnisky, and E. P. Simoncelli, Spatio-temporal correlations
and visual signalling in a complete neuronal population, Nature
(London) 454, 995 (2008).

[68] D. F. English, S. McKenzie, T. Evans, K. Kim, E. Yoon,
and G. Buzsáki, Pyramidal cell-interneuron circuit architec-
ture and dynamics in hippocampal networks, Neuron 96, 505
(2017).

[69] G. Werner and V. B. Mountcastle, The variability of central
neural activity in a sensory system, and its implications for the
central reflection of sensory events, J. Neurophysiol. 26, 958
(1963).

[70] P. Heggelund and K. Albus, Response variability and orienta-
tion discrimination of single cells in striate cortex of cat, Exp.
Brain Res. 32, 197 (1978).

043211-13

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2021.01.068
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2021.05.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2019.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1093/braincomms/fcac104
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06876-w
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1019750108
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1005076
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41551-020-00666-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-0997-6
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2004568117
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2012.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3220
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.02.27.968339
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4819-14.2015
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41593-019-0364-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41593-020-0699-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2019.01.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2010.02.059
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnsys.2015.00175
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2003.09.056
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.461
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.83.051112
https://doi.org/10.2307/1912791
https://doi.org/10.2307/2287238
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.018701
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0053588
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1006490
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10827-011-0376-2
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:q-bio/0611072
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0906705106
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1912804117
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07140
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2017.09.033
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.1963.26.6.958
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00239727


AMIN NEJATBAKHSH et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW RESEARCH 5, 043211 (2023)

[71] R. Vogels, W. Spileers, and G. A. Orban, The response vari-
ability of striate cortical neurons in the behaving monkey, Exp.
Brain. Res. 77, 432 (1989).

[72] M. Tsodyks, T. Kenet, A. Grinvald, and A. Arieli, Linking spon-
taneous activity of single cortical neurons and the underlying
functional architecture, Science 286, 1943 (1999).

[73] T. Kenet, D. Bibitchkov, M. Tsodyks, A. Grinvald, and A.
Arieli, Spontaneously emerging cortical representations of vi-
sual attributes, Nature (London) 425, 954 (2003).

[74] A. Luczak, P. Barthó, S. L. Marguet, G. Buzsáki, and K. D.
Harris, Sequential structure of neocortical spontaneous activity
in vivo, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 104, 347 (2007).

[75] A. Luczak, P. Barthó, and K. D. Harris, Spontaneous events
outline the realm of possible sensory responses in neocortical
populations, Neuron 62, 413 (2009).

[76] D. Gervasoni, S.-C. Lin, S. Ribeiro, E. S. Soares, J. Pantoja,
and M. A. Nicolelis, Global forebrain dynamics predict rat
behavioral states and their transitions, J. Neurosci. 24, 11137
(2004).

[77] A. Fontanini and D. B. Katz, Behavioral states, network states,
and sensory response variability, J. Neurophysiol. 100, 1160
(2008).

[78] M. J. McGinley, M. Vinck, J. Reimer, R. Batista-Brito, E.
Zagha, C. R. Cadwell, A. S. Tolias, J. A. Cardin, and D. A.
McCormick, Waking state: Rapid variations modulate neural
and behavioral responses, Neuron 87, 1143 (2015).

[79] C. Stringer, M. Pachitariu, N. Steinmetz, C. B. Reddy, M.
Carandini, and K. D. Harris, Spontaneous behaviors drive
multidimensional, brainwide activity, Science 364, eaav7893
(2019).

[80] S. Musall, M. T. Kaufman, A. L. Juavinett, S. Gluf, and A. K.
Churchland, Single-trial neural dynamics are dominated by
richly varied movements, Nat. Neurosci. 22, 1677 (2019).

[81] D. B. Salkoff, E. Zagha, E. McCarthy, and D. A. McCormick,
Movement and performance explain widespread cortical activ-
ity in a visual detection task, Cereb. Cortex 30, 421 (2020).

[82] M. Okun, N. A. Steinmetz, L. Cossell, M. F. Iacaruso, H. Ko, P.
Barthó, T. Moore, S. B. Hofer, T. D. Mrsic-Flogel, M. Carandini
et al., Diverse coupling of neurons to populations in sensory
cortex, Nature (London) 521, 511 (2015).

[83] A. Pakman, A. Nejatbakhsh, D. Gilboa, A. Makkeh, L.
Mazzucato, M. Wibral, and E. Schneidman, Estimating the
unique information of continuous variables, Adv. Neural Info.
Proc. Syst. 34, 20295 (2021).

043211-14

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00275002
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.286.5446.1943
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02078
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0605643104
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2009.03.014
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3524-04.2004
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.90592.2008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2015.09.012
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aav7893
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41593-019-0502-4
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhz206
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature14273

