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1. FC®I

BEPY D WA L B CIIBRRE T 5 & SR\ Te D, [EHALIE ORI MES v b —2
DA E o HIIEEER (cell assembly) THAHRETHBH, L Lenb, {ERoOMERFIRIC
BT, Bl DR KR OBAL & RE A 0ATE) & BE DT % &\ 5 HERN LRI TH - 1o,
AT D 20 FERE DM, oz [BIfRME 2 — ] (relational coding) &5 Hi7c/eRF XA 4« v 7 bIT
EHHLTW EE2 DI, Bk — Tk, HHdEc ofiflaicRET 20 Titin, ZROM
JaDEB OMOBRE ORI X h FFEE S T A EROFELRET 5,  ORRME, EHE
B TOPEHRKREBHO e —Vvy 2DEELHD, TREBMBKTOARS 7KLy ID
ERERFAMPBETHEBELE L OIS, R — FORRMIBIED o1y, HRAM s L
TS EBOMIAOTES) & MRHCELER L, MIEE) OREZEMI < & — v ERRE AT 178 & ORI
ARIEL TS MEND B, O X5 SRR, SMaEREEESEE (Multi-neuron Recording) &
L CBEDMER DML e 2oH B, ZOMFEHIERC BT 2RI ORANDOHEL, BHi
SR 7 — 2 DD RER v b 7 — 7 IEB DR RIS L RO U 5 oD DHFGHEITE TH 5,
2, MR o 2% 7 AR DEBATREREIN T OIEE T LB ORI, F OEIEE O & 135,
WEESEETH D 2 EDNMB T 5, F 2 12 Gruen 1T X D % X 17z Unitary Event Analysis & \»
SRR ER L, = OfFTEE D 2 RO LGS 7 — 2 ~O# A % U TRE L C & e, Al
T, COWEDRE DR OB EZFHIT %,

2. Poisson 937nlCE D £ Unitary Event Analysis

[ HAIREN 76 K % 4 U % Ml ~< 7 DT <k} L T @ Unitary Event Analysis DA &0 % ¥EE$ % BH9H
5, DHTOMEMB e A+ 7 7 A4 COMNTIC R\ CTHEICFEIMRBIZE K& 4 U T % &HIE X fureifl
fa~7 o3 v 7R LT otk el Uiz, B, AMig-<7 e UCEHRE Lc M
Ble A M7 F 20— {lH% Y 2 HREIA V% 1ms OFSE THRIEL, Zo0filan 231 7 7 TR
T e, FOREMALVEE> 21 7 D27 (coincident event, CE) Z#H L, 100ms IF D B4
WTHY Y +F5, TNTORITEHLT, 2or vy raFEL, xRS LT, ZORHEAE
L& T D coincident event DFEAER ARG T 2, FATREICHE - C, BHIAEL Ims HATAT A F&
¥ 5B XD, coincident event DI DKM EE A~ T v v T B ENTE S, RDBII
coincident event D FAEH (raw-CE number) 1<%, #MifafoE OB o i BARCHBIT 2 o0&
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FhTC\5%, ZOMWBROFS (predicted-CE number) 1%, coincident event D F5 CH R & %
A TERMIAD AR A 7 FKE (FEKHER) R L, TOEERDZ 2 & THiT 25 2 L RS,
FEEEOSMUBRAE DD D 7 — 2 DB Z X 1 1R T, KO LT, 500um #ih7e 2 A DTEMIC
LRSS Mo OME (unit 0 & unit2) © 7 22 —FrR GRITHM 2sec, 20 #AfT) 2VURE
T2, KHEIO TORCEROKEICE Y, ThEZhOMaOZETICEHIILCA Ay b o3 ERE
IR E NI, KO T4 12k, Unitary Event Analysis DfERNBERIN T 5, FKED 75 70
raw-CE number TH v, #4572 predicted-CE number TH 5, HIEIE O DHIBADIE KNI TH B &
L 72 IR (R 3 0 54 o CE number O34 D 99% Y 3 » + TH 5, Unitary Event Analysis D+ Y & F
A DERAL T, FFEZEMTO coincident event DFEAEIXBENCHNL TH 5 L RET 570, IRER
T o coincident event DFEAEE T Poisson A S L& 2 b b, 7 T 71K\ T, raw-CE rnumber
M DI% Y v b AR TV HEHHAR, REKRFIC AT EBIc% < © coincident event
NEUTWA LI 5, & DFFEIZEPTD coincident event 1f, KD 5 2 % —FRicE\\ T, 7
HTRLT WD, ZHhbDAE coincident event (34 FIZ unitary event & HEIEIL T 5,

X 1 Offtt CHEH 37X & &S1%, raw-CE number 253ATRFEIN TR BEE LIEEHEH THH, oD
ZEE)IT 3 KR DI ZEE) & B3 % predicted-CE number 7> 5 13 IS 7o v, i BERRIUIE A D 1%
Pk, BARIEKRE L TE VDO TH S, coincidence event DFEAELKITZZARITHAD L~
AETHALCLE S, i, HIBucx3 2 ON RIRIC B\ Tk AR /e coincidence event % 7= L 7l
fa~<71%, OFF RUGICI:\ T ML K E L TV 2 FIVRE N5,

#t3k 2+ 5 predicted-CE number 1%, 2 > D#ifd DI K DEH) D HiC Bk 2 BAR OB GRlEHEAE

Unit 0

Unit2 |

raw-CE
predicted-CE

Poisson sig. limit

mean of trial
shuffled samples

Number of CEs
3

Time (s)

X1
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BY) DO@ELHEEETH B LB 2 b TE e, AWFE T3, predicted-CE number & (3570 % #EE (6%
AL, HEEEIT o T2 20T DA 2FI DT BRI T 50, RicHHTT
DA 7 G %l A G i C raw-CE number 5t 53 %, AIEERR 70 % <7 DL, 20x(20-1)=380
Y Iatich, Hzx Oy v 7 A TO raw-CE number D525, o DM D F& KIS e B4
Ui Et) COHEM AT T 5,  DHEEMEIK 1 D~ € v FETRRIN T 5, 2 FHEOHTE
L, TR —HL T2, FBRRROMMG AT OERTAVIEL TV %, - ORHE T
i¥, coincidence event D F KL & i HE T HRFEIANIC A N1 7 BAEEEOK X KB E G DIT,
S A4 7 HE ORI A E TN T T, FENTA: U % coincidence event DK% IE L < 3l €
R\, SO, 99% Y v b AME S FHi X A, raw-CE number 2V E LB THESI N TLE S
DTH % (false positives) , F7cBERITD A A 27 T A A8 TRl L 7o HEEELL, A1 2
B Tl 7s  BEAC coincidence event DR K x AW TEIE IR TV B c®, Z ORIEITE TR,
FHE, MEE BT, ZofEME (€Y 28 1% raw-CE number (Rff) &—8L T
¥, raw-CE number DE BT THH Z EDERI N D,

3. Bootstrap ;%£(CE D € Unitary Event Analysis

Poisson 77 % i]GE L 7o B REMERTE D RZ UM L FHE T 571, 7 V37 2 b Yy 7 e HREHRE
(Bootstrap %) % &8 TITV, FER % IEMRET L 72, Bootstrap 5T, 2 2Dffifazh£h o 20 3
THDOARL 7O BEI®E T v L ATy v » 74 LT Bootstrap ¥ v 7 A % ¥4 L, raw-CE
number % #HH 4%, £ D Bootstrap ¥ v A I T h, F—D 2075 D A1 2 F|H AT\~ 57z
BT, FHPA A 7 HE R X O predicted-CE number (3 NETH 5, Hic, F—RIT DM DRI
T 5 oD TD A A 7 FEKE OB 7KK T 52D TH S, APFFETIE, 1000 {8 D
Bootstrap ¥~ 7L % Monte-Carlo % v 7* Y v 712 X » FtE L1, &EFRIZA 2 L, 1000 {E @ raw-CE
number D% ¥ FANFIEL, T b DY v T AP R IR OHEFEM L L, oy v 74T 10 FHH
12K & 72 raw-CE number D{E% 99% Y I » b & L TH A L 7=, Bootstrap # i X % Unitary Event
Analysis DFERIINK 2 icEREINRTW5, K1 LA, raw-CE number (F7:##), predicted-CE number
(45, Poisson AL 5 99% V 3 v b (FH) H#FRL, X B Bootstrap v 7L DFHE (=
€ v &H}) & Bootstrap v T X B 99% Y 3 v b (BER) Nz CHDH, T AKX —FKRTIL, raw-
CE number 2%} L T, Bootstrap¥ v 7 i X 599% V I » b &z 7o¥& % FE L LT, Unitary Event
HFRRL T\ %, 2HHD 99% ) 3 » b HH#EF % 2 & T, Bootstrap #1% Poisson 73 11z #-5 < Jiik
IOUTO2 M Tl TWwa 2 ENfmINDd, 1D FIHEROBG &R T OEKTDO A A
7 B DA X B false positives 2ME U s\, 2) Hig WA TD 23 1 2 FI O e DZE
MBI L I EBURENTRTH 5, K2 1F T, Bootstrap v 7412 L 599% Y I v Mk
PoissonZfiic £ 599% Y 3 v b & kX Bioo T AHHENELET 5, Bootstrap ¥ v 7 112 X 599%
Y 3 v b2 Poisson SATIC X % 99% U 3 v b X HKRE oo T HRFHIA TIE, A1 7 FiL, Poisson
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Unit 0

Unit2 |

raw-CE
predicted-CE
Poisson sig. limit

mean of bootstrap
samples
bootstrap sig. limit

Number of CEs

Time (s)

X 2

B XL X EHMEAKE L, Bootstrap ¥ v 7 D43 A A Poisson A L D &KX I ia o T
W%, fHl %2 @D Bootstrap v A DAL 2 FIHFHLSFARDEFIICL D, CogEoBEm, IRER
(RRY) oA A 7 7I0E S HEL T2 HEN B I iz,

4. £&o

[FRFECER S I MRERII D A % A 7 F8 KA DI EIFEBE D Bk D BE 1 XM D BT i Te AT 5L TH
ZBIMRME 7 — N ORBRIBEEIC S W CHETH 5, AP T, ZOBMOMITIcE W THER LA
ZTHBH L % b s Unitary Event Analysis # SEEED 2% 7 57— 2 @A L, TOBEEEHEET L
720 PERDERAIIC X B Poisson & HE LI BRBRE R, A1 7 BEOZRA/LE X OYR
B7e A% A 7 RIS LT, RERREREE LD xR LI, —, 7 v I 20 v 27 igh
BEHMRETH 5 Bootstrap Z:lt, O ORIEELYRITHERNIRTETH S Z LRI NI, ILE,
4 D LA RBIE IR C 1k, FPIRBIEABENAE RBEOEED TN D 2 L b, FEMERE
THREREEZ S > TIThNHLEIDH EE 2 D,
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