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Abstract
Neuromorphic engineering makes use of mixed-signal analog and digital circuits to directly
emulate the computational principles of biological brains. Such electronic systems offer a
high degree of adaptability, robustness, and energy efficiency across a wide range of tasks,
from edge computing to robotics. Within this context, we investigate a key feature of
biological neurons: their ability to carry out robust and reliable computation by adapting
their input response and spiking pattern to context through neuromodulation. Achieving
analogous levels of robustness and adaptation in neuromorphic circuits through modulatory
mechanisms is a largely unexplored path. We present a novel current-mode neuron design
that supports robust neuromodulation with minimal model complexity, compatible with
standard CMOS technologies. We first introduce a mathematical model of the circuit and
provide tools to analyze and tune the neuron behavior; we then demonstrate both
theoretically and experimentally the biologically plausible neuromodulation adaptation
capabilities of the circuit over a wide range of parameters. All the theoretical predictions
were verified in experiments on a low-power 180 nm CMOS implementation of the proposed
neuron circuit. Due to the analog underlying feedback structure, the proposed adaptive
neuromodulable neuron exhibits a high degree of robustness, flexibility, and scalability
across operating ranges of currents and temperatures, making it a perfect candidate for
real-world neuromorphic applications.

1 Introduction
The remarkable efficiency and adaptability of the human brain emerge not only from the dynamics
of spiking neurons and plastic synapses, but also from a cellular regulation mechanism known as
neuromodulation [1–4]. Neuromodulators, such as dopamine and serotonin, shape neuronal
behavior over timescales ranging from seconds to minutes by adjusting excitability, firing thresholds
and spiking patterns, and by regulating rhythmic activity [5]. The study of the role of
neuromodulation for shaping rhythmic circuits, and in particular central pattern generators
(CPGs), has provided fundamental insights into how neural systems achieve quick and robust
adaptability to changing environment. This ability to flexibly switch between behaviors without
structural rewiring of neuronal circuits can be a powerful, yet largely unexplored source of
inspiration for neuromorphic hardware design [6].

The opportunities provided by neuromodulation are illustrated in Figure 1. The top traces are
physiological recordings of a neuron undergoing neuromodulation, switching between slow tonic
spiking and a transient bursting. The first mode supports linear rate-based encoding of the input
strength, while the second allows a nonlinear detection of input changes, or a "wake-up call"
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Neuromodulation

[Sherman, 2001]

Input

0.25 s
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Figure 1. Neuromodulation in thalamocortical relay neurons (top, adapted from [7]) vs. neuromodulation recorded
in our silicon neuron (bottom). For the same input current step (middle trace), neuromodulation enables a switch
between tonic spiking (left) and a single transient burst (right), corresponding respectively to a linear rate-based
encoding or a nonlinear "wake-up call" response to changes. Subthreshold integration dynamics are also reproduced
in our neuron, but are much faster than biological neurons due to the limited capacitor sizes.

response. The bottom traces show the same modulation recorded experimentally on our
neuromorphic chip presented in this work, where varying a single bias voltage enables reliable
behavioral switches across all neurons present on chip. Capturing such transitions in silicon not
only brings us closer to the richness of biological computation, but also enables a new range of
possibilities for flexible and adaptive behaviors in neuromorphic systems. This example is one of
many possibilities for functional switches in behaviors achievable using neuromodulation.

Neuromorphic engineering aims to replicate neural computation using analog, digital, or
mixed-signal circuits that mimic the asynchronous, event-driven, and massively parallel architecture
of the brain [8–13]. In the analog and mixed-signal domains, subthreshold transistor operation and
current-mode designs have naturally emerged as powerful techniques for implementing
power-efficient circuits emulating neuronal dynamics [10,14]. Subthreshold circuits exploit the
exponential current-voltage relationship of field-effect transistors (FETs) near the threshold voltage
to generate nonlinearities at ultra-low currents, while current-mode design allows direct addition
and subtraction of signal, several orders of magnitude of current ranges despite limited voltage
headrooms [8]. Most modern silicon neuron designs for large-scale analog and mixed-signal
implementations are based on variations of compact integrate-and-fire (I&F) models [15,16]. Their
efficiency, robustness, and compactness make them highly scalable, but come at the cost of missing
most of the key dynamical features needed to emulate biological neuromodulation in silicon, and
reproduce richer behaviors such as robust bursting, rest-spike bistability, or rebound spiking and
bursting. More than biological curiosities, these features play a central role in creating diverse
temporal patterns, enabling context-dependent information processing, and supporting the
emergence of different behavioral states. These rich behaviors, and the ability to flexibly switch
between them, are crucial for tasks like robust locomotion, rhythmic pattern generation, sensory
filtering, or behavioral switching [3, 5]. Reproducing this range of dynamical behaviors in compact
and low-power neuromorphic hardware remains a challenge to date, as it involves using larger
neuron models containing various nonlinear interactions between a larger number of state variables
across multiple timescales. Some works have started addressing this issue [17–19], but do not
achieve the level of integration and power efficiency that large scale integration requires.

Nevertheless, both neuroscience and neuromorphic computing communities increasingly
recognize the computational and functional benefits of bursting dynamics and neuromodulation in
neural systems. Bursting capabilities have been shown to be useful to enhance the performance of
artificial spiking neural networks and learning tasks [20–23], and translating the robust and tunable
rhythmic properties of CPGs into hardware has been the focus of several recent works [19,24–27].
However, current analog and mixed-signal neuromorphic platforms (such as [28–30]) lack native
and robust support for intrinsic bursting and neuromodulation, and the cited hardware examples
rely instead on generating population-level emergent rhythms from large groups of spiking neurons,
or exploiting biologically implausible dynamical features. Such strategies are typically non-robust
or resource-intensive, limiting their practicality in real-world applications. The only exception to
date is the neuron implementation in [19], though it operates in voltage mode and lacks the
dynamic range and efficiency of current-mode subthreshold design.

Recently, "mixed-feedback" models have emerged as a promising tool to address the trade-off
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between biological plausibility, model richness, and hardware viability by summarizing the complex
ion channel kinetics of a neuron into a superposition of positive and negative feedback loops on a
well-defined hierarchy of timescales [19,31–35]. These models produce rich and controllable
neuronal behaviors while remaining low-dimensional and tractable. Their reduced structure not
only opens the door for plausible large-scale implementation of neuromodulable neurons, but also
makes them more tractable for systematic analysis and tuning, as highlighted in [34].

In this work, we bridge the gap between the theoretical richness of mixed-feedback models and
state-of-the-art analog neuromorphic circuit design. We present an implementation of a fully
analog mixed-feedback neuromodulable neuron using current-mode subthreshold circuits [10,36,37].
Our design preserves the core dynamical structure of mixed-feedback models while introducing a
series of practical improvements for hardware implementation, such as a positive feedback
inactivation mechanism for reduced power consumption. The resulting circuit exhibits the ability
to finely control the neuron’s firing regime while remaining compact and low-power. This approach
lays the foundation for scalable neuromorphic systems that can exploit circuit-level
neuromodulation for adaptive behavior tuning and context-aware computation in real-world tasks.

In Section 2, we introduce the proposed mixed-feedback neuron model and its current-mode
implementation using subthreshold Complementary Metal-Oxide-Semiconductor (CMOS) circuits
for a compact, modular and ultra-low-power hardware realization of a neuromodulable neuron. In
this model, the different timescales are continuously coupled, as opposed to only being linked by
events. This subtle difference drastically enhances the expressivity of our model. We detail the use
of differential-pair integrator (DPI) [38] and current-mode sigmoid blocks, including a biologically
inspired positive feedback inactivation mechanism. We also present a theoretical analysis
framework connecting circuit-level tuning and model equations, adapted from previous works, to
predict and control the spiking, bursting and other types of excitability that the neuron can
display. In Section 3, we present experimental results obtained from a 180 nm CMOS prototype
and our measurement setup, demonstrating robust spiking, bursting, and neuromodulation. We
further validate the circuit’s resilience to temperature changes (5 to 45 ◦C) and report an energy
efficiency of 40 to 200 pJ/spike at a 1.8 V supply. In Section 4, we discuss the role of slow positive
feedback for robust bursting, further motivating our mixed-feedback approach, and compare our
design with state-of-the-art bursting neuron implementations. Finally, Section 5 concludes the
paper and outlines future research directions.

2 The mixed-feedback neuron circuit
To capture the essential dynamics of neuronal excitability and neuromodulation and implement
them efficiently in hardware, we adopt a mixed-feedback approach [19,31,32,34,35], that uses a
superposition of positive and negative feedbacks across distinct timescales. In contrast to the few
existing mixed-feedback neuron implementations [19,34], we propose a mixed-feedback architecture
using current-mode circuits, ensuring more compact, robust, and energy efficient designs [10]. All
state variables, such as the membrane potential and the various positive and negative feedback
terms, are therefore represented as physical currents. This choice naturally supports the
modularity of the feedback design, since the current-mode approach enables straightforward
implementation of sum and difference operations through Kirchhoff’s current law. It is also
particularly well suited to ultra-low power subthreshold CMOS circuits, even in technology nodes
with limited voltage headroom [36,37].

This section introduces the structure of our mixed-feedback neuron model and its specificities,
details its implementation using subthreshold current-mode CMOS circuits, and presents a
mathematical formulation for the analysis and tuning of the circuit.

2.1 A current-mode mixed-feedback neuron model
The design of a mixed-feedback architecture requires two distinct types of elements: first-order
low-pass filters, and static sigmoidal functions.

A first order current-mode low-pass filter, with input Iin and output Iout, is described in
state-space representation as

τ İout = −Iout + GIin , (1)

where τ is the time constant of the filter and G its gain. In the Laplace domain, (1) is represented
by the transfer function

Iout
Iin

= H(s) = G

τs + 1 ,

with s the complex variable of the Laplace domain.
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Figure 2. Mixed-feedback neuromodulable neuron structure. Red (resp. blue) highlighted arrows indicate positive
(resp. negative) feedback paths. The symbols and circuit implementations of the two types of blocks are detailed in
Figs. 4 and 5. The low-pass filter blocks are denoted using their transfer function, and the sigmoid blocks using the
shape of their steady-state response. The dashed arrows represent the positive feedback inactivation illustrated in
Fig. 3. If is the current-mode analog of the membrane potential. Is and Iu respectively provide slow repolarization
and ultraslow spike-frequency adaptation currents. The nonlinear sigmoid blocks provide positive feedback to create
the fast spike upstroke and slow regenerative dynamics.

0.01 s

100 pA

A

0.01 s

100 pA

B

Figure 3. Spike (A) and burst (B) with (right) and without (left) positive feedback inactivation. The temporal
extent of spikes and bursts is reduced thanks to the inactivation, but they remain long enough in time to directly
signal to physical systems (in the spirit of [41]).

Examples of static sigmoidal current-mode input-output characteristics Iout = S(Iin; IG), where
IG is the sigmoid gain, are shown in Fig. 6. The circuit implementations of both types of blocks are
discussed in Section 2.2.

Given these two building blocks, the structure of our mixed-feedback neuron is represented in
Fig. 2 using the block diagram representations introduced in Figs. 4 and 5. The internal dynamics
of the model are organized around three low-pass filters defining three distinct timescales (fast,
slow and ultraslow), two linear negative feedback loops (highlighted in blue) and two nonlinear
positive feedback loops (highlighted in orange).

The fast low-pass filter takes the role of a leaky integrator and models the passive membrane
dynamics of the neuron. Its output, the current If , serves as the current-mode analog of the
neuron’s membrane potential. It receives the external inputs Iapp to the neuron and integrates the
effects of all the feedback loops, including the self-positive feedback loop through Sf . The two
other low-pass filters define the slow and ultraslow current-mode state variables Is and Iu. Is

provides both linear slow negative feedback and nonlinear slow positive feedback, through Ss, on
the membrane potential, while Iu provides ultra-slow negative feedback. These feedback pathways
correspond to those provided by ionic current on membrane potential variations in biological
neurons [31,32]: fast and slow depolarization currents that support spike initiation and bursting, as
well as slow and ultraslow repolarization and adaptation currents [39,40].

Besides its current-mode nature, our neuron design departs from [19,34] in two other
fundamental aspects. First, the negative feedback loops in the proposed mixed-feedback
architecture are linear, removing additional gating and saturating sigmoidal blocks. This
simplification reduces circuit complexity, area, and power consumption, while minimally affecting
robustness and tunability. Second, inspired by ionic current inactivation kinetics in biological
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Figure 4. Differential-pair integrator (DPI) circuit (from [10,38,44,45]). Q2-3 are the differential pair receiving the
input current Iin. With Q1, Q2 sets the gain G = Ith

Iτ
of the circuit by diverting part of the input current depending

on Ith, while Q3 sets the voltage VC of the capacitor. Q4 provides the leakage current Iτ that discharges the
capacitor over time. Q5 provides an output current Iout depending on the capacitor voltage VC .

neurons [39,42,43], our model includes a positive feedback inactivation mechanism to obtain
slimmer, shorter, and more power-efficient spikes. In practice, the gains of the fast and slow
nonlinear positive feedback functions are modulated by subtracting the slow Is and ultraslow Iu

currents to the fast IGf ,0 and slow IGs,0 sigmoid gains, respectively. The modulated sigmoid gains
IG,f (t) and IG,f (t) are defined as

IGf
(t) = IGf ,0 − Is(t),

IGs
(t) = IGs,0 − Iu(t) .

Because the fast dynamics are assumed to be much faster than the slower ones, the
multiplicative interactions created by positive feedback inactivation has a negligible impact during
the initiation of a spike but becomes significant during repolarization. By attenuating positive
feedback right after a spike is generated, it lets the neuron repolarize faster, lowering power
consumption per spike and making events more localized in time, without interfering with the
underlying excitability and modulation properties. The effect of positive feedback inactivation is
illustrated in Fig. 3, which compares simulations of spiking and bursting traces with and without
inactivation.

2.2 Implementation of current-mode circuit blocks
To implement the current-mode low-pass filters required by the mixed-feedback architecture
presented in Section 2.1, we use the differential-pair integrator (DPI) circuit [38] shown in Fig. 4.
The DPI has become a staple in analog and mixed-signal neuromorphic systems due to its compact
design, low power operation, and tunable gain and timescale.

Under the assumptions of subthreshold operation, and provided that the input current exceeds
the leakage current (Iin > Iτ ), so that the output current will eventually dominate the threshold
current (Iout ≫ Ith), its dynamics can be approximated by those of a first-order low-pass filter, as
expressed in (1), with a gain G = Ith

Iτ
and a time constant τ = CUT

κIτ
, where Iτ = I0e

κVτ
UT , I0 is the

transistor leakage current, κ is the subthreshold slope factor, and UT is the thermal voltage.
The mixed-feedback model relies on a strong separation between the different timescales. In

hardware, this translates into DPI filters with time constant spanning several orders of magnitude,
implemented here through scaling of the capacitor sizes. Here, we used capacitors ranging from
hundreds of fF for the fast timescale to tens of pF for the ultraslow one, achieving timescales from
milliseconds to hundreds of milliseconds. As will be discussed later in Section 4.1, these capacitors
occupy most of the neuron’s area on chip, representing the main physical cost of faithfully
implementing biologically plausible timescales.

The two nonlinear sigmoids Sf (If ; IGf
) and Ss(Is; IGs) in the neuron model are implemented

using a custom current-mode subthreshold circuit, shown in Fig. 5. This design combines a simple
comparator with diode-connected transistors and a gain branch to produce a fully tunable
sigmoidal current-to-current relationship. Three bias voltages (associated to bias currents through
the standard subthreshold equation of NFETS in the saturation regime Ib = I0e

κVb
UT ) independently
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Figure 5. Current-mode sigmoid circuit with inactivation mechanism. Q1-2 form a simple current comparator
circuit: when Iin > Ithr, the voltage Vcmp starts to increase. Q3-5 control the rate of increase of Vcmp: the higher
Vlin is, the more current is drawn by this branch, increasing the response range of the comparator. Q6-7 set the gain
of the circuit, defining the maximum output current Igain at which the sigmoid saturates. The role of M1-5 is to
implement the inactivation mechanism by subtracting Imod from the parameter Îgain.

Ithr,1 Ithr,2 Ithr,3

IG,3

IG,1

IG,2

Ilin,1

Ilin,2

Ilin,3

Iin

I o
ut

Figure 6. Current-mode sigmoid circuit response for different bias parameter values. The bias currents Ithr, Ilin,
and IG accurately set the input threshold, the width of the monotonically increasing range, and the maximum
output current respectively, for any combination of subthreshold bias parameters.

provide full control over the sigmoid input-output characteristic. Vthr sets the input threshold
current Ithr at which the circuit starts outputting current; Vlin controls the size of the input current
range over which the sigmoidal output is monotonically increasing and roughly linear; and VG sets
the maximum output current IG. The effect of these three bias currents is illustrated in Fig. 6. The
result is a compact, low-power, and easily tunable current-mode sigmoid function, well suited for
designing neuromorphic circuits with nonlinear feedback dynamics.

The circuit shown in Fig. 5 also includes a gain modulation subcircuit that implements the
positive feedback inactivation dynamics described in Section 2.1. The inactivation current Imod is
subtracted from the baseline gain current IG,0 using current mirrors, such that the effective gain
bias voltage VG fed to the sigmoid gain branch produces a gain current IG(t) = IG,0 − Imod(t).

By using the DPI and sigmoid circuits, the entire mixed-feedback model presented in Fig. 2 can
be implemented with only two different analog blocks, as shown in the full circuit schematic
in Fig. 13, simplifying not only tuning but also chip design and layout. This modularity is a key
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strength of the approach: each feedback loop is implemented using the same circuit templates, with
the resulting feedback behavior controlled entirely through bias currents. As a result, the system
benefits from consistent power-performance characteristics across all time scales, while enabling
flexible control over excitability, adaptation, and firing regimes. The use of subthreshold
current-mode design further ensures ultra-low power operation, making the neuron well suited for
large-scale deployment in power-constrained neuromorphic systems.

Current-scale invariance Because all state variables are currents and interact through linear
DPI filters and current-mode summation, the model dynamics are invariant under uniform scaling
of the bias currents, provided the system operates in the subthreshold regime. In other words,
neurons can be biased in the picoampere, nanoampere, or even higher subthreshold current ranges
without altering their qualitative behaviors (e.g., excitability class, bursting capability). These
insights will be justified in Section 2.3. Increasing the operating current reduces mismatch
sensitivity at the expense of higher power consumption, while lower currents favor ultra-low-power
operation. This flexibility makes the approach suitable for both energy-constrained systems and
performance-critical scenarios.

Temperature invariance Similar arguments as for the current-scale invariance apply when
considering temperature variations. Because the subthreshold currents scale with temperature, all
feedback loop currents and time constants change proportionally, preserving their relative ratios.
Consequently, the neuron dynamics remain qualitatively invariant, with temperature primarily
rescaling the temporal evolution. This proportional scaling accounts for the temperature invariance
experimentally observed in Figure 12.

2.3 Model tuning and theoretical analysis
To capture the continuous-time dynamics of our mixed-feedback neuron, we can leverage the
structure of the model and write the input-output relationship of each low-pass filter, which yields

τf İf = − If + Gf

(
Sf (If ; IGf

) + Ss(Is; IGs) − Is − Iu + Iapp

)
, (2a)

τsİs = − Is + GsIf , (2b)
τuİu = − Iu + GuIf . (2c)

These equations enable the use of the techniques introduced in [31,32] for biophysical
conductance-based models and in [34] for voltage-mode mixed-feedback circuits to analyze the
emergence of spiking and bursting behaviors from the interaction of the different feedback loops in
this continuous mixed-feedback model. They provide a fast and systematic way of tuning the
various parameters of the model by revealing the excitability thresholds, bistable regions, and
modulation of firing regimes. Practically, they allow us to skip lengthy transient simulations and
tune bias voltages solely based on DC characteristics of the feedback loops.

To illustrate these techniques, we compute the steady-state "output-input" curves used
in [19,34] to analyze their mixed-feedback neurons. These curves are conceptually similar to the
I-V (current-voltage) curves measured under voltage clamp experiments in neuroscience. To that
end, we assume timescale separation, that is, τf ≪ τs ≪ τu, and neglect the effect of positive
feedback inactivation. This is a reasonable assumption since the fast (resp. slow) inactivation
depends on the slow (resp. ultraslow) variable, which is negligible in the timescale of interest. We
also set Gf = Gs = Gu = 1, so that the DPI circuits behave like linear leaky integrators. We can
write the three steady-state curves by sequentially setting the derivatives in Eq. (2) to zero,
starting from the fastest subsystem and neglecting the effect of slower variables:

İf = 0 ⇔ Iapp = Īf − Sf(Īf ; ĪGf
) (3a)

İf , İs = 0 ⇔ Iapp = 2Īs − Sf (Īs; ĪGf
) − Ss(Īs; ĪGs

) (3b)
İf , İs, İu = 0 ⇔ Iapp = 3Īu − Sf (Īu; ĪGf

) − Ss(Īu; ĪGs
) (3c)

Examples of these curves and the resulting simulated neuron activity are shown in Fig. 7. Each
steady-state curve represents the set of equilibrium points of the neuron at a given timescale,
obtained by freezing the slower variables. The slope of these curves directly indicates the stability
of the corresponding equilibria: regions of positive slope correspond to stable fixed points, while
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Figure 7. Examples of steady-state curves (left) of our mixed-feedback model and the corresponding neuron
responses (right). The red (resp. cyan) regions are the bistability region of the fast (resp. slow) subsystems. When
the slow bistability region is entirely contained within the fast one (top), the neuron can only exhibit tonic spiking.
When the slow bistability region threshold comes before the fast one (bottom), the neuron becomes capable of
bursting. The y-axis of the ultraslow curve indicates which input current will put the neuron in a certain region.

regions of negative slope indicate local instability and potential bistability. By comparing the
relative positions of the fast, slow, and ultraslow curves, one can immediately infer whether the
neuron will exhibit tonic spiking, bursting, or purely passive behavior. A region of negative slope in
the fast steady-state curve translates the existence of positive feedback, responsible for spike
initiation. If a portion of negative slope appears in the slow steady-state curve before the fast
excitability threshold, it shows a bistability between tonic spiking and silence, from which bursting
can arise when an ultraslow variable slowly drives the system across this bistable region. A
monotonically increasing ultraslow steady-state curve guarantees that, at the slowest timescale, the
system is monotonically stable, ensuring that it will go back to rest after a spike or a burst.

This geometric interpretation provides a powerful visual tool to understand how feedback
interactions and timescale separation generate complex dynamics. Moreover, these steady-state
curves only depend on Sf and Ss, and can therefore be analyzed by simply simulating the DC
characteristics of the two sigmoid circuits.

From a theoretical standpoint, Eq. (2) also predicts the scaling properties of the model. Because
all state variables and parameters appear as currents and interact through linear current-mode
filters, the dynamics remain invariant under uniform scaling of the bias currents, explaining the
current-range invariance discussed in Section 2.2. Likewise, under subthreshold operation,
temperature affects all transistor currents through the same exponential dependence I ∝ eκV/UT ;
hence, the ratios between feedback currents are preserved, ensuring functional robustness across
temperature variations. These invariance properties, intrinsic to the mixed-feedback current-mode
formulation, contribute to the robustness of the proposed neuromorphic architecture.

3 Experimental results
To validate the proposed mixed-feedback neuron architecture and its current-mode implementation,
we fabricated and experimentally characterized the silicon neuron under various operating
conditions. This section demonstrates that the fabricated circuit reproduces the key behaviors
predicted by the model, including spiking and bursting dynamics, robust neuromodulation, and
low-power operation. We first describe the experimental setup and measurement methodology,
followed by an analysis of the basic excitability and modulation properties. Specifically, we
demonstrate the emergence of bursting through parameter tuning, and highlight the relationship
between input strength and firing frequency, both for slow (Type-I) tonic spiking, and tonic
bursting. We then report power consumption simulations, detailing the reported metrics for
different firing patterns and frequencies. Finally, we present the results of a temperature robustness
experiment, showing how our mixed-feedback neuron behaves at various operating temperatures.
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Figure 8. Micrograph of the prototype chip (2023) containing the test mixed-feedback neurons. Blue: array of the
16 mixed-feedback neurons. Green: output buffer stage. Red: shift registers. Inset: zoom on 4 mixed-feedback
neurons stacked on top of one another. Yellow: a single neuron.

Figure 9. Custom PCB used for characterization of the on-chip mixed-feedback neurons. The board hosts the
fabricated CMOS die (center), an external 12-bit DAC (AD5674) for bias generation, and an operational amplifier
configured as a feedback ammeter for on-board current-to-voltage conversion. A microcontroller (Arduino Nano
Every) controls the on-chip multiplexer for output selection and the programming of the DAC for bias generation.
Output signals were acquired with an oscilloscope (Analog Discovery 3) for data acquisition.

3.1 Experimental setup
An array of 16 mixed-feedback neurons was fabricated on a test chip in a 180 nm CMOS X-FAB
process. An active area of 750 × 90 µm2 was dedicated to this end. A micrograph of the fabricated
chip is shown in Fig. 8, highlighting the neuron array, control logic, and output. All neurons share
a common set of 12 bias voltages, generated by an external digital-to-analog converter (DAC) (an
Analog Devices AD5674 12-bit, 16-channel DAC). A single analog output is provided through a
transmission gate multiplexer, controlled by on-chip shift registers. The transmission gates allow
the connection of one of the three internal currents (If , Is, or Iu) of one neuron at a time to an
output buffer stage, injecting an amplified analog copy of the selected current directly to the
output pad, ensuring a reliable off-chip readout of the pA or nA internal currents.

The output current is converted into a voltage on the test printed circuit board (PCB)
(presented in Fig. 9) using a precision operational amplifier in feedback ammeter configuration.
This configuration allows to easily achieve different gains as required. After a second amplification
stage using an inverting amplifier, the resulting voltage is measured by a digital oscilloscope
(Digilent Analog Discovery 3, 14-bit resolution at up to 125 MS/s, 30 MHz bandwidth) enabling a
highly accurate acquisition of the neural traces. An Arduino Nano Every is mounted on the PCB
to configure the shift registers and the DAC and can optionally stream output data. All results
presented here were acquired using the oscilloscope for improved accuracy and flexibility. Unless
otherwise stated, all measurements were performed at room temperature and at the nominal
supply voltage of 1.8 V.
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Figure 10. Measured neuron responses to increasing input current (bottom), in spiking (top) and bursting (middle)
configurations. The neuron exhibits tonic excitability, showing firing frequencies increasing with input current in
both modes, starting as low as a few Hz.

3.2 Measured dynamics in silicon
To validate and characterize our neuron’s behavior in silicon, we performed various measurements
on the fabricated test chip. These experiments aim to confirm the neuron’s ability to robustly
produce and switch between different firing regimes as predicted by the model mixed-feedback
theoretical analysis. Extensive experimental exploration was performed, with experiments run
several times on different days, different neurons and different bias baselines, ensuring the
consistency of qualitative results. In addition, simulated power consumption metrics are reported
to benchmark the energy per spike in spiking and bursting regimes, and to quantify the baseline
power draw at rest.

3.2.1 Response to exogenous input currents Figure 10 shows the response of an on-chip neuron
to an increasing input current. In both tonic spiking (top) and bursting (middle) regimes, the
neuron exhibits a consistent increase in firing activity with the input, as expected from the
mixed-feedback model. Despite the different internal dynamics, in both configurations the neuron
responds in a consistent and reproducible way. In line with biological neurons, the spiking and
bursting frequency of our neuron increases in response to an increasing exogenous input. In
bursting regime and for sufficiently large applied currents, the bursts eventually overlap and the
neuron transitions from bursting to fast spiking, once again in line with biological neurons.

3.2.2 Response to neuromodulatory inputs Figure 11 demonstrates the neuromodulation
capabilities of the fabricated neuron by varying the slow positive feedback gain IGs while keeping
the input current constant. As the neuromodulation parameter is incrementally increased, the
neuron smoothly transitions from a tonic spiking to a tonic bursting regime, with progressively
longer burst durations and more spikes per burst. These measurements illustrate how
neuromodulatory tuning of a single bias current enables a smooth and predictable transition
between firing regimes. Bursting characteristics, such as interburst period or spikes per burst, are
directly and predictably modulated through IGs .

The observed neuromodulation dynamics are consistent with the theory of slow positive
feedback: increasing the slow gain increases the slow current’s contribution to spike and burst
excitability without interfering with the fast positive feedback responsible for the spike generation
itself. The neuromodulatory transition achieved here is analogous to the ones observed in
biophysical conductance models by increasing the maximal conductance of slow regenerative ionic
currents, which create slow positive feedback on membrane potential variations [31,32,46].

Together, the measurements presented in Figs. 10 and 11 establish the neuron’s ability to
robustly operate in both tonic spiking and bursting modes, with tunable transitions between the
two. Our hardware neuron exhibits tunable excitability across a wide input dynamic range, with
interpretable and reliable spiking mode control via specific bias currents. The control of bursting
through a single (slow positive feedback) bias illustrated here is only one out of the many
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Figure 11. Measured neuromodulation from spiking to bursting (top) through an increase in slow positive feedback
IGs,0 (bottom). The neuron undergoes a smooth transition from spiking to bursting, with a gradual increase in the
number of spikes per burst and a consistent inter-burst interval.

neuromodulatory pathways that can be explored and achieved in the proposed current-mode
neuromorphic design.

As already remarked in Section 2.3, the neuron dynamics are preserved under a uniform scaling
of all bias currents. This is a direct consequence of the current-mode mixed-feedback
implementation: as long as the system remains in subthreshold and steady-state relationships are
preserved, all time constants and feedback loops scale proportionally with bias currents. As a
result, operating the neuron at 100 pA or 100 nA yields the same qualitative behaviors, from tonic
spiking to bursting, with a tunable trade-off between energy efficiency and mismatch sensitivity.

3.2.3 Simulated power consumption SPICE simulations were used to estimate the power
consumption of our neuron (based on a revised layout and transistor sizing reported in Table 2
optimized for mismatch, relative to the version implemented in the first test chip). The reported
metrics exclude bias generation, digital control, and output circuitry, and focus solely on the
neuron circuit described in Section 2. Under the same bias conditions used throughout the
measurements in this section, a neuron consumes approximately 3 nW at rest (zero input), with
instantaneous power momentarily rising to 10 nW during spike generation.

In Type-I tonic spiking at 23 Hz, the dissipation over a half-second window of continuous analog
activity, including input integration, spike generation, frequency adaptation and other subthreshold
dynamics, is 217 pJ/spike. After modulation to reach tonic bursting with 3 spikes per burst at 18
bursts per second, the average dissipation drops to 90 pJ/spike. As the tonic spiking frequency is
increased, the dissipation drops, down to 101 pJ/spike at 50 Hz, and 41 pJ/spike at 160 Hz. These
results highlight the neuron’s low-power operation across multiple dynamical states, with increasing
energy efficiency at higher spiking rates.

3.3 Stability of the mixed-feedback model over time and temperature
To assess the robustness of our mixed-feedback neuron to environmental variations, we
characterized the test chip’s response across a wide temperature range using a climatic chamber.
Proper measures were taken to ensure temperature stabilization with a thermal camera, and to
stay within the operating temperature range of the DAC used to generate bias voltages, also
monitored throughout the experiment to ensure they remained constant.

Fig. 12 reports the evolution of the spiking and bursting frequency (measured as the inverse of
the period between the start of two bursts) of two representative neurons against temperature. In
both cases, frequency increases gradually with temperature, but the overall spiking and bursting
behaviors remain robust and qualitatively unchanged. The neuron responses at higher
temperatures effectively correspond to sped-up or time-compressed versions of those at lower
temperatures, a behavior analogous to the temperature robustness observed in biological neurons of
species that experience large temperature variations, such as crabs [47,48]. This observation
further emphasizes the biophysical realism of our proposed mixed-feedback design.

Quantitatively, the measured spiking and inter-burst frequency increased from approximately
0.5 Hz at 5 ◦C to 25 Hz at 45 ◦C. These changes remained smooth and monotonic, without any loss
of excitatory behavior or irregular activity. Across multiple trials and bias conditions, no
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Figure 12. Measured variation in spiking (top) and bursting frequency (inverse of the period between the start of
two bursts, bottom) of two different neurons as a function of ambient temperature, with representative output traces
at two extreme temperatures. Frequency increases with temperature and follows a comparable trajectory across
neurons and firing regimes. The recorded waveforms compress in time and speed up but remain in the same
qualitative firing regime, confirming temperature-robust dynamics. The bursting neuron goes from 4-spike bursts at
5 ◦C to 2-spike bursts at 45 ◦C due to the sped up ultraslow dynamics.

degradation or drift was observed over repeated heating–cooling cycles, confirming the long-term
stability and repeatability of the mixed-feedback neuron dynamics.

The observed frequency increase arises naturally from transistor-level temperature effects. As
temperature increases, the thermal voltage UT = kT/q and the carrier mobility µ both change,
resulting in higher subthreshold currents for identical gate bias conditions. In the DPI filters, this
results in proportionally faster charging and discharging, effectively reducing the time constants of
the fast, slow, and ultraslow timescales. Otherwise, since all bias voltages are set from the same
external source, changes in currents scale proportionally across all feedback loops, preserving the
relative strength of the fast, slow, and ultraslow feedback pathways. As a result, the
mixed-feedback neuron maintains its excitability regime, while its temporal dynamics accelerate
uniformly. Note that, in the bursting regime, the number of spikes per burst decreases at higher
temperatures. This is consistent with our model, since the ultraslow negative feedback accelerates
with temperature without an accompanying positive component to counterbalance it. Importantly,
the interplay between the fast and slow timescales which gives rise to bursting remains unaffected
and the neuron maintains its excitability type despite the change in burst length.

Overall, the mixed-feedback architecture provides an intrinsic form of temperature and bias
self-regulation: when environmental conditions shift, the system’s internal currents scale coherently,
preserving its qualitative behavior without requiring external compensation. This property further
enhances the stability and robustness of the proposed model.

4 Discussion
4.1 Comparison of state-of-the-art bursting silicon neurons
To position our silicon neuron implementation alongside the state-of-the-art, we present a
comparative overview of silicon neurons capable of generating bursting dynamics in the literature
in Section 4.1. Unlike most prior work, which predominantly relies on voltage-mode
implementations and simplified models such as the Izhikevich or AdEx neuron, our design offers a
fully analog, current-mode implementation of the mixed-feedback model, extended here with a
biologically motivated inactivation mechanism. This current-mode approach enables lower power
consumption without sacrificing the richness of the dynamics, providing an efficient alternative to
both digital implementations and transconductance-based analog designs. Compared to earlier
works, such as the ones of Hynna [17] and Wijekoon [49], our neuron supports more diverse and
biologically plausible behaviors while maintaining comparable or superior energy efficiency. The
mixed-feedback model used here has been shown to uniquely exhibit a biologically consistent
phase-plane structure, unlike the Izhikevich model which suffers from limited tunability [11,50,51].

While recent work by Liu et al. [19] has demonstrated a first silicon implementation of the
mixed-feedback model in voltage mode, our current-mode architecture further improves energy
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Ref. Tech. Impl. Model Biologically
plausible
neuromodu-
lation

Area Energy/Power

[17] 0.25 µm
CMOS

V-mode T-Channel
Axon-Hillock

Yes 774 µm2 ?

[49] 0.35 µm
CMOS

V-mode Izhikevich
(accelerated)

No 2800 µm2 9 pJ/spike (8
to 40 µW)

[45] 0.35 µm
CMOS

I-mode AdEx N/A 913 µm2 7 pJ/pulse,
267 pJ/spike

[18] 0.5 µm
CMOS

V-mode Extended
Hodgkin–
Huxley &
Morris-Lecar

Yes ? ?

[54] 0.5 µm
CMOS

Switched ca-
pacitors

Mihalaş–
Niebur

No 0.05 mm2 2.375 µW

[55] 130 nm
CMOS

Mixed I&F No 26.5 µm2 High
(FPGA)

[28,29] 65 nm CMOS V-mode AdEx (accel-
erated)

N/A 2352 µm2 (790 ±
170) pJ/spike

[21] Pt/Co3O4−x

/ITO
Memristive – N/A – –

[19] 180 nm
CMOS

V-mode Mixed-
feedback

Yes 2590 µm2 697 to
969 nJ/spike

[56] NbO2 +
ECRAM

Memristive Fast-slow
memristive

N/A – –

This work 180 nm
CMOS

Analog I-
mode

Mixed-
feedback (w/
inactivation)

Yes 3800 µm2 40 to 200+
pJ/spike

Table 1. Comparison of state-of-the-art bursting silicon neurons

efficiency (down to 45 pJ/spike at 105 Hz) and simplifies interfacing in large-scale neuromorphic
systems. The relatively large area of our neuron (∼ 3800 µm2) is primarily due to the capacitors
implementing the slow and ultraslow DPI filters, which are essential to separate the different
timescales of the mixed-feedback model by a few orders of magnitude. This reflects a fundamental
trade-off between biophysical realism and integration density. Future implementations could reduce
area by combining smaller capacitors with smaller leakage currents, integrating volatile memristive
devices [52,53] or leveraging advanced technology nodes. Overall, our neuron offers a unique
combination of functional richness, biological plausibility, and energy efficiency, enabled by the
choice of a fully analog current-mode implementation of a robust and tunable phase-portrait-based
model.

5 Conclusions
We presented a fully analog current-mode implementation of a biologically inspired mixed-feedback
neuron model that enables robust and tunable neuromodulation in neuromorphic hardware. The
proposed circuit uses two types of subthreshold current-mode blocks interconnected in a feedback
configuration, and introduces a positive-feedback inactivation mechanism. The resulting neuron
can be tuned using mathematical steady-state analyses, and exhibits predictable and reliable
excitability and neuromodulation in simulation and hardware. A 180 nm CMOS prototype exhibits
spiking, bursting and real-time neuromodulation between the two using a single bias parameter
across wide temperature ranges, validating the model and demonstrating the robustness of the
current-mode mixed-feedback approach to global current variations. The neuron operates at 40 to
200 pJ/spike at a 1.8 V supply, confirming ultra-low-power operation and suitability for integration
into large-scale neuromorphic systems.

Future work will showcase the capabilities of networks of mixed-feedback neurons
interconnected through synaptic and neuromodulatory interactions to enable adaptive signal
processing and sensorimotor control application. A forthcoming chip will integrate an array of the
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mixed-feedback neurons presented here, with a revised layout to minimize mismatch, and
programmable synaptic connections and neuromodulatory pathways to demonstrate network-level
behavioral modulation. In parallel, we will investigate closed-loop neuromodulation controllers,
such as the one presented in [57], to autonomously tune bias currents and compensate for device
mismatch using knowledge of the neuron’s mathematical model. Together, these developments aim
to advance mixed-feedback neuromorphic hardware from single-neuron demonstrations towards
adaptive and energy-efficient analog computing systems.
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Supplementary data
Full circuit schematic
The full schematic of the current-mode mixed-feedback neuron presented in this work is displayed
in Fig. 13. Transistors dimensions and capacitor sizes used in a revised layout optimized for
mismatched are reported in Table 2. The dimensions of all transistors of the test circuits used to
obtain the experimental results in Section 3 of this work are W × L = 3 µm × 300 nm.

Transistors Df 1,2 Ds,u1,2 D3 Df 4 Ds,u4 S1 S2,5,7 S3,4,6 M1,2,5 M3,4
W × L (µm) 1 × 3 2.5 × 4 4 × 5 2 × 2 5 × 5 3 × 5 4 × 5 2 × 0.6 4 × 5 2 × 5

Capacitor Cf Cs Cu

Total capacitance 0.5 pF 2 pF 8 pF

Table 2. Mixed-feedback neuron circuit component dimensions and values (from a mismatch-optimized layout).
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Figure 13. Full current-mode mixed-feedback neuron schematic, implementing the structure detailed in Section 2.1
and in Fig. 2, using the sub-circuits presented in Section 2.2 and shown in Figs. 4 and 5. All transistors operate in
the subthreshold regime. The fast DPI (Df 1-4, yellow) models the passive membrane dynamics of the neuron. The
fast current-mode sigmoid (Sf 1-7, orange) provides fast positive feedback on the membrane potential to create the
spike upstroke, corresponding to rapid sodium channel dynamics. The slow and ultraslow DPIs (Ds/u1-4, blue and
green) introduce linear slow and ultraslow negative feedback to the system, providing repolarization and
spike-frequency adaptation currents to the membrane respectively, capturing the effects of delayed-rectifier and
calcium-activated potassium currents [39,40]. The slow current-mode sigmoid (Ss1-7, pink) provides slow positive
feedback on the membrane to create slow regenerative dynamics, mimicking low-threshold calcium currents that
support bursting or regenerative depolarization. The positive feedback inactivation circuits (Mf/s1-5) in the sigmoid
blocks subtract copies of the slow and ultraslow currents from the base gain current of the fast and slow sigmoids
respectively, inspired by biological sodium channel inactivation observed following spike initiation [43]. All unlabeled
transistors are part of current mirrors that copy the currents associated to the highlighted gate voltages to
implement the various feedback loops of the model.
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