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Abstract. Bayesian inference provides a principled framework for un-
derstanding brain function, while neural activity in the brain is inher-
ently spike-based. This paper bridges these two perspectives by design-
ing spiking neural networks that simulate Bayesian inference through
message passing for Bernoulli messages. To train the networks, we em-
ploy spike-timing-dependent plasticity, a biologically plausible mecha-
nism for synaptic plasticity which is based on the Hebbian rule. Our
results demonstrate that the network’s performance closely matches the
true numerical solution. We further demonstrate the versatility of our
approach by implementing a factor graph example from coding theory,
illustrating signal transmission over an unreliable channel.
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1 Introduction

Numerous perceptual and motor tasks carried out by the human nervous system
can be effectively described using a Bayesian inference framework [15,7]. Ac-
cording to the Bayesian brain hypothesis, the brain updates its beliefs about the
world by integrating sensory input with prior knowledge [4]. This concept aligns
with the Free Energy Principle (FEP), which asserts that living systems adapt
to their environment by maximizing evidence for an internal generative model of
sensory observations [9]. This adaptation process is conceptually carried out by
variational free energy minimization, physically realized by exchanging action
potentials between neurons.

Recent studies have explored the information processing capacity of in vitro
biological neurons cultured on top of multi-electrode arrays, demonstrating their
potential for unsupervised learning, speech recognition, and decision-making
tasks [3]. Some of these studies have employed the Free Energy Principle, in-
cluding research by [14], which harnesses the inherent adaptive computation of
neurons in a simulated game world, and [13], which investigates their application
in blind source separation. These studies are evidence supporting the FEP and
Bayesian Brain hypothesis.
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Bayesian inference can be computationally intensive due to the complexity
of integrating and marginalizing over probability distributions. Graphical repre-
sentations help to manage this complexity by breaking the problem into smaller,
localized computations. These graphical models provide a structured framework
for inference, where message-passing algorithms (also known as belief propaga-
tion) efficiently compute posterior probabilities by passing information along the
graph’s edges. This approach simplifies inference for large and sparsely connected
systems, making Bayesian methods suitable for practical applications [19]. In-
terestingly, active inference, which is a corollary of FEP, can also be realized by
message passing on a factor graph representation of the generative model [10].

On the other hand, from a biological point of view, all electrical communica-
tion in the brain is realized by spike-based message passing, and to understand
the brain’s behavior or communicate with cultured neurons, we need to encode
and decode information in spike forms. Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs) are a
class of artificial neural networks that provide a more accurate simulation of
neural processes, making them significant for advances in computational neuro-
science [20]. These biologically inspired neural models communicate with each
other by discrete spike trains as input and output. There are several advances
in using SNNs in machine learning tasks, including [29], which implemented re-
inforcement learning to control an inverted pendulum problem, and [17] that
proposed a self-learning spiking network to control a mobile robot. These stud-
ies highlight the potential of SNNs for robotic control and autonomous decision
making. SNNs are also recognized for their efficient energy consumption when
running on neuromorphic devices [30].

Numerous studies have explored the biological plausibility of message passing
algorithms [25]. In [21], an innovative approach to implementing sum-product
message passing within spiking neural networks is introduced. This approach
utilizes a network of interconnected liquid state machines. While their work
offers valuable insights into bridging the gap between SNNs and message passing,
it does not address the implementation of a learning mechanism for synaptic
weights—a gap that this paper aims to fill.

This paper presents a method for training SNNs with spike-timing-dependent
plasticity (STDP), a biologically inspired synaptic update rule widely used in
neuromorphic computing, to implement sum-product message passing for Bernoulli-
distributed messages. We demonstrate that the proposed networks, constructed
with a minimal number of neurons and synaptic connections, yield results closely
aligned with numerical results. Furthermore, we apply the proposed network to
an example of a noisy signal transmission channel, demonstrating the principles
and generality of our approach.

2 Background

In this section, we outline two key concepts we aim to connect: Bayesian inference
with message passing and spiking neural networks. Readers already familiar with
these topics may choose to skip this section.
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Fig. 1: The FFG corresponding to the example model defined in Equation (1).

2.1 Message Passing on Forney-style Factor Graphs

Sum-product message passing, or belief propagation, in Forney-style Factor Graphs
(FFGs) is a powerful algorithm for performing Bayesian inference. A large va-
riety of algorithms in fields of machine learning, signal processing, coding, and
statistics may be viewed as special cases of this method [19] [18] [24]. An FFG
offers a graphical description of a factorized function [8]. In an FFG, nodes rep-
resent functions, and edges represent variables. An edge connects to a node if
and only if it represents a variable that is an argument of the node’s function.
As an example, consider the factorized function

f(x1, 22,23, 24) = fol@1) fo(@r, 22) fe(@o, 3, 24) fa(x2) fe(ws) fr(2a), (1)

with its corresponding FFG is illustrated in Figure 1. Note that in an FFG, each
edge can maximally connect to two nodes. If a variable is an argument in more
than two factors, we use an "equality" node f(z,y,2) = §(z — y)d(z — x) that
enforces the same beliefs across all variables (z, y and z) that connect to the
equality node.

The sum-product algorithm passes "messages", which are probabilistic dis-
tributions, along the graph’s edges. This method is an efficient approach for
conducting probabilistic inference within sparsely connected generative models.
Message-passing-based inference is particularly scalable because it exploits the
model’s independence structure, significantly reducing the computational com-
plexity compared to naive Bayesian inference, which requires summing over all
possible configurations globally. The local and distributed nature of the sum-
product algorithm allows it to handle large-scale problems efficiently, making it
widely applicable in areas such as multi-agent trajectory planning [6], control of
non-linear systems [1] and active inference in non-linear environments [16].

In FFG, messages are passed bidirectionally along the edges. For notational
convenience, we assign a direction to each edge and denote messages propagat-
ing in the designated direction by 7(), while those traveling in the opposite
direction are represented by % (-). In general, for any node f(y,z1,...,x,), the
sum-product rule for an outgoing message over edge y is given by
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y(y) :/ﬁwl(xl)...ﬁmn(xn)f(y,xl,...,xn)dxl...dxn. (2)
N——

outgoing messages incoming messages node function

By pre-calculating the update rules for common model components, one can
efficiently construct and adjust inference algorithms without extensive compu-
tation. Certain studies have proposed message update rules [19, 28], while there
exist software toolboxes that provide the pre-computed message update rules
for commonly used distributions and factors [2,22] to automate the inference
process for making applications. Tables 1 present some key update rules for pro-
cessing incoming messages that carry a Bernoulli distribution. In this study, we
aim to implement these computations using spiking neural networks, offering a
biologically inspired approach to probabilistic inference.

Table 1: Sum-product message update rules for the equality and XOR nodes, for
given input messages 1, (x) = Ber(z|p,) and 7 ,(y) = Ber(y|p,)[18].

Node function Update rule
X2 Ha(2) = Ber(z| i 57—

Xfxor H2(2) = Ber(z | ps = 2p.py +py)

2.2 Spiking Neural Networks

SNNs are a class of artificial neural networks that more closely mimic biological
neural systems compared to traditional artificial neural networks. Unlike stan-
dard models that use continuous activation values, SNNs process and transmit
information using discrete spike events over time. This event-driven paradigm
makes SNNs well-suited for combining with MP, and also enables more energy-
efficient computation.

Neuron Models SNNs employ neuron models that describe the dynamics of
membrane potential and spike generation. One of the most commonly used mod-
els is the Leaky Integrate-and-Fire (LIF) neuron, which approximates the behav-
ior of a biological neuron with a differential equation. The membrane potential
V(t) evolves according to
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dv(t)
dt
where 7, is the membrane time constant, Vies is the resting membrane poten-
tial, R is the membrane resistance, I(¢) is the synaptic input current [11]. I(¢)
represents the weighted sum of spikes from presynaptic neurons, capturing the

total synaptic input to the neuron.

The leak mechanism refers to the gradual decay of the membrane potential
V(t) back toward its resting value Vst in the absence of input. This models the
natural tendency of neurons to return to a stable baseline and prevents indefi-
nite accumulation of input. The integrating aspect represents the accumulation
of incoming currents I(t), which drive V (¢) upward. When the membrane po-
tential reaches a certain threshold Vi, the neuron fires: it emits a spike (action
potential), and the membrane potential is immediately reset to a lower value
Vieset- This is the fire mechanism, mimicking the all-or-nothing nature of biolog-
ical spikes. After firing, the neuron may enter a refractory period during which
it is temporarily unable to spike, ensuring separation between consecutive spikes
and limiting firing rates.

= —(V(t) - ‘/rest) + Rl(t) )

Tm

Synaptic Models Synaptic models in SNNs determine how spikes from presy-
naptic neurons affect the membrane potential of postsynaptic neurons. In ad-
dition to shaping input currents, synapses can also adapt over time through
learning mechanisms. One biologically inspired form of synaptic plasticity is
STDP, which adjusts synaptic weights based on the relative timing of pre- and
postsynaptic spikes.The change in synaptic weight Aw is typically modeled as

Ay exp (—TA—: it At >0

—A_exp (ﬁ if At <0,

T—

Aw =

where At = tpost — tpre 1S the time difference between the postsynaptic and
presynaptic spikes, A4 and A_ are learning rates, and 74 and 7_ are time
constants for potentiation and depression, respectively [26].

In summary, STDP strengthens synapses when the presynaptic neuron fires
shortly before the postsynaptic neuron and weakens them when the order is
reversed, thus encoding temporal correlations in spike activity.

3 Methodology

In this section, we introduce networks of LIF neurons trained with the bio-
logically plausible synaptic learning rule, STDP, to simulate factor nodes in
the message passing algorithm. This is achieved by encoding Bernoulli distri-
butions into spike trains, passing them through the proposed networks, and
decoding the output spike trains back into Bernoulli distributions. The output
messages are compared with the numerical results derived from the sum-product
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rule (2). The code used to produce the results in this paper is available at
https://github.com /biaslab /stdp-bernoulli-message-passing.

Since this study focuses on Bernoulli messages, we start with basic logical op-
erations AND, OR, and NOT, shown in Table 2. Functionally complete sets, such
as {AND, NOT} or {OR, NOT}, serve as the foundation of logical computation,
allowing for the construction of any logical operation through combinations of
these primitives [5]. As a further example, we implement the XOR factor node
using a combination of the AND, OR, and NOT networks. The architecture of

Table 2: Logical Gates. The logical relationships defined here specify the desired
output signals for training the networks using STDP.

S1 Sq OR AND NOT-S, XOR
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 1 1 0 1 1
1 0 1 0 0 1
1 1 1 1 0 0

the proposed spiking neural network is illustrated in Figure 2. Each circle rep-
resents a LIF neuron. The network consists of three layers: input, output, and a
temporary training layer. The input layer comprises two neurons, each receiving
encoded spike trains of the input Bernoulli messages. To encode Bernoulli dis-
tributions as spike trains, we sample them at a rate of 100 samples per second
(i.e., every 10 ms). These input neurons are connected to the output neuron via
trainable synaptic weights, denoted as w; and ws, which are trained to produce
the desired logical output.

To facilitate training, a training layer is used to activate the output neuron
during learning; this layer is removed after training is complete. According to
the STDP learning rule, synapses are strengthened when the output neuron
fires shortly after the input spikes. During training, we generate the correct
output spike trains based on the truth table shown in Table 2. These target spike
trains are delayed by 1 ms and provided to the network via the positive training
neuron, to activate the output neuron slightly after the input neurons. To weaken
synapses when no spike is expected in the true output, we preemptively activate
the output neuron 1 ms before the input spikes occur. This mechanism ensures
that STDP decreases the synaptic strength in undesired scenarios.

Table 3: The parameter values used for LIF and STDP in section 3.

Vin Viest Tm R Wmax Wmin
-50 mV -80 mV 5 ms 1 -1
a+ a’ 7'+ tinterval Ir

0.005 -at 20 ms 20 ms 5 ms 0.005
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Fig.2: SNN architecture for simulating the sum-product update rules of AND,
OR, and NOT factor nodes, as represented in Table 4. Random variables X and
Y are encoded into spike trains, and the resulting output spike train is decoded
into Z. Each circle represents a LIF neuron. The training layer is removed after
training the synaptic weights w; and wy using the STDP algorithm. For com-
puting NOT of X, the variable Y is configured to emit constant spikes at every
time step by defining its Bernoulli distribution as ﬁy(y) = Ber(y | py =1).
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The evolution of the synaptic weights w; and wo during training is shown in
Figure 4. This training approach is inspired by [23], and all neuron and synapse
model parameters follow that study. The parameter values are summarized in
Table 3. We used the Brian2 toolbox [12] to simulate neural activities.

For training, the input probabilities p, and ps are initially set to 0.5. However,
for the NOT operation, where the goal is to compute the negation of input 1,
we fix p, = 1, ensuring that the second input neuron fires at every time step. As
shown in the figure, the network learns to strengthen the synaptic connection
wy while weakening w;. This effectively causes the output neuron to spike only
when input 1 does not spike, correctly implementing the NOT function.

After the training phase, the training layer is removed, and the spikes from
the output neuron are decoded into a Bernoulli distribution. The output message
is defined as

H.(2) =Ber(z|p.),  p.=p/7 (3)

where p represents the total spike count observed at the output neuron, and 7
is defined as the total number of samples drawn from the input messages. In this
decoding process, p.(z) reflects the probability that the output neuron fires.

Figure 3 compares these decoded results with the numerical outcomes ob-
tained from the sum-product update rule defined in (2), as summarized in Ta-
ble 4. The derivation details are provided in Appendix A. As shown in Figure 3,
the proposed spiking-based method closely matches the numerical results.

The proposed networks can be used to implement more complex logical op-
erations. As an example, we construct the XOR operation using combinations of
the basic logical networks; its architecture is shown in Figure 5. In Figure 3, the
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Fig. 3: Comparison of the results obtained from the proposed SNN-based nodes
for passing Bernoulli messages with those produced by the sum-product algo-
rithm. Validation was performed using eight random pairs of p, and p,.
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Fig. 4: Evolution of synaptic weights for AND, OR, and NOT nodes, from STDP-

based training described in Section 3.

Table 4: Sum-product message update rules for the AND, OR, and NOT nodes,
for given input messages 7 ,(z) = Ber(x|p,) and 7, (y) = Ber(y|p,). Detailed

derivations are provided in Appendix A.

Node function

Update rule

X Z
AND

ly

ﬁz(z) = BST(Z |pzpy)

Y

72(2) = BGT(Z | Pz — PzDy + py)

X ror)s

ﬁz(z) = Ber(z|1 — p.)

output of the spiking-based XOR implementation is compared with the numeri-
cal results obtained from the sum-product update rule, as presented in Table 1.

The final operation we address in
this paper is the equality constraint, a
fundamental factor node in the sum-
product algorithm. Although it is not
a logical operation in the traditional
sense, it can still be simulated us-
ing the proposed spiking networks.
We expect a behavior consistent with
the values reported in Table 5 for
the equality constraint. As shown in
the table, the total number of output

Table 5: Equality Constraint. The table
presents the expected output spike be-
havior of an equality node.

Sl 52 Equality
0 0 0
0 1 Not Defined
1 0 Not Defined
1 1 1

spikes, denoted by p in (3), closely resembles the result of an AND operation
applied to the input spike trains. To determine an appropriate value for 7 in (3)
under this constraint, cases labeled as 'Not Defined’ are excluded from the to-
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Fig.5: SNN architecture for simulating the sum-product update rule of XOR
factor node as defined in Table 1. The component networks reused from the
AND, OR, and NOT implementations are shown in Figure 2, and the same
encoding and decoding methods are applied.

tal number of samples. Interestingly, these cases align with the spike count of
the XOR logical operation. The final outcome is compared in Figure 3 with
the numerical sum-product result, obtained using the update rules presented in
Table 1.

4 Example

In this section, we evaluate the inference capability of the proposed spiking
network model using an example based on an unreliable binary communication
channel. This signal transmission scenario has been used in prior work [18] [27]
as a benchmark for evaluating Bernoulli message-passing algorithms. Consider a
simple binary code C' = {(0,0,0,0), (0,1,1,1), (1,0,1,1), (1,1,0,0)} illustrated
as a FFG in Figure 6 (left). Each bit of a binary codeword X = (1,22, x5, 24) is
transmitted through an unreliable communication channel with a known bit-flip
(cross-over) probability of e = 0.1. The generative model is given by

4
F@r, . za 2|y, ya)  fror(1, 2, 2) f= (23,24, 2) [ p(yi | 22).
=1

where z is a latent variable and the y; are noisy observations. Given the observed
values (y1,¥2,¥s3,y4) = (0,0,1,0), the corresponding Bernoulli messages can be
obtain as

(R wy (1), Ty (22), H s (€3), Hy (24)) = (Ber(0.1), Ber(0.1), Ber(0.9), Ber(0.1)) .

as detailed in Appendix B.
The goal is to compute the marginal posterior for each bit x;. The table in
Figure 6 (right) compares all the messages produced by our SNN-based model
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with the ground-truth messages passed along each edge of the FFG. The results
show that our method closely approximates the expected message values. Finally,
the marginal posteriors are obtained via the normalized product

o () X o, (x;) = Ber(0.109), Ber(0.109), Ber(0.168), Ber(0.175),  (4)

which closely match the messages produced by the sum-product rule Ber(0.1),
Ber(0.1), Ber(0.18), Ber(0.18) [18].

Rkl _ Message | SP [18] SNNs
o o s - Zz(z) Ber(0.180) | Ber(0.174)
w=(z) Ber(0.500) | Ber(0.488)
[Ber | [Ber [Ber [Ber | Ty (z1) | Ber(0.500) | Ber(0.526)
Wy (x2) | Ber(0.500) | Ber(0.526)
L L L L Was(x3) | Ber(0.024) | Ber(0.022)
" Yo s " o, (za) | Ber(0.664) | Ber(0.657)

Fig.6: (Left) The FFG corresponding to the unreliable binary channel example.
(Right) The sum-product calculated messages versus messages produced by the
SNNs.

5 Conclusions

We presented a biologically plausible network of spiking neurons trained using
STDP to perform message-passing for Bernoulli messages. This work represents
a potential step toward bridging the gap between theoretical models of brain
function, such as the Bayesian Brain hypothesis and the FEP, and the spiking
behavior of biological neurons.
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A Derivation of Sum-Product Update Rules

We can derive the forward sum-product message 7/ - (z) according to (2), given
the input messages 7, (z) = Ber (z|p,) and 17, (y) = Ber (y|p, ).

= Ber(0|pw) Ber(0|py))f(z, 0, 0) + Ber(1|px) Ber(0|py)f(z, 1, 0)
+ Ber(0|ps) Ber(1|py) f (2,0,1) + Ber(1|p,) Ber(1|py) f (2,1,1)
= (1=p2) (1= py) f(2,0,0) + pz (1 =) f(2,1,0)
+ (1 — px)pyf(z, 0, 1) —&-pggpyf(z7 1, 1) .

Using the truth table, we can substitute z and evaluate the terms for different
operations. As an example, the AND operation is

()= P el
(1=pz) (L =py) +p: (1 =py) + (1 =pz)p, if2z=0
DaDy ifz=1
p— pr— B T .
{1pxpy itz =0 er (zlpspy)

Similarly, we have the following computations for the OR factor node

7 ( ):{Pxpy-i-px(l—py)—i-(l—pm)py ifz=1

(1 =pz) (1 —py) if 2=0
_  (P=t Py~ PaPy ife=1_ Ber (2|ps + py — papy)
1—py—py+ppy ifz=0 oy T

B Derivation of Messages in the Example
Under the bit-flip channel model, the likelihood is given by

l-e)zi+e(l—a;) ify;=1

ex;+(1—e)(1—a;) ify; =0 = Ber (yil (1 —¢e)z; +e (1 —xy)) .

p (yilz:) = {
According to the sum-product rule, the messages can be obtained by
Ta(w) = > 6(yi —9)Ber (yil (1 — &) i + e (1 - x;))

yi€{0,1}

A=)z te(l—ay) ifg=1
S em+(1—e)(1—z) ifg;i=0

Ber (z;]1 —¢e) ifg; =1
Ber (z;|e) if 9, =0
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