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Abstract

To address the inherent limitations of traditional bivariate Granger causality testing—particularly
its inefficacy in identifying indirect causal relationships and excessive sensitivity to lag-order selec-
tion—this study innovatively proposes a multivariate conditional Granger causality model (LpMVGC)
based on the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC). By incorporating a locally optimal lag-order selec-
tion mechanism, the model achieves dynamic parameter optimization, significantly improving the
accuracy of causal network identification. This approach overcomes the static modeling constraints
of traditional frameworks while maintaining computational efficiency and enhancing the analysis
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capability for complex causal chains. Furthermore, we introduce an extended conditional Granger
causality model from an instantaneous-effect perspective, integrating zero-lag parameters into the
system equation reconstruction process to effectively capture transient causal associations often
overlooked by conventional methods. The proposed LpMVGC demonstrates robust performance
metrics in both vector autoregressive (VAR) model-based directed weighted networks and leaky
integrate-and-fire (LIF) neuron-directed weighted networks.
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LR IHR < 2T 1969 FFHE HAK = ZANR SRAG I8 J7VE (1], A 50 R A2 0o JEARE 2 ik Ay 56 B
)81 X FR3 J5 T2 75 55 B o 3 — AN 3 Y TR 77, SRAW X XF Y BIRRMEM . A,
PR UL BoA 22 AN SR A SO AR U AEAE R IR 12, %07V BRI B ) DR SR, M DA Gy ) 2 R SR
1%, 52 B h AR BT A AR R AT . Seth [2]5 Stokes [3]125 B dig , XWAS &5 Mk LLIX 7 B 4%
AR R R e R, BUCR A 2 s ket . J0k, 5 I ok B £ 5 5 8UR R R A
Wi[4]. TSI EOEFET 45 R 2, Perron [S]1WFFLR BT, R EGL /NS T EUE BB, RSN
W7, YT AT R B R I DR SR HE T

HENRE T 2B BRI AR R, DR LR GG A% 2 AR RS 5 A% O B E T
RERS G RGBT 2 YERE R S 2%, A RT DU A B2 R SR B A, 30 BRI s [ 42 DR SR 5 00 m) S st L i S5 42
FFRKR[6]. WAV, SR GRS RS, (HBEAE SSUERFFE IR, B — R J5 2L
I 7 PR R O R 1) JRS PR S I [6] [7] ik, I FE3E i AR A% G s 22 205 DR SRAS B B o 5 N ) 2%
RIS, R S AR A S A, DL A B B S RS R B RN [8]

38 TIX U3y, A% ZARBE R 2 N T 208 EEREER T, BT SRR A
6 1 7 92 O SRR B K T e AL 1) ) B B2 B, a2 A ik FiL 1 (EEG) FH ) BB P W LR AR (FMIR1) S5 41 22
SR, A RERIR T G D) Be X IE] 1S B AR 15 5 28 HAE I [9]-[11] 3 Rl 1 425 X 45 11 465 R FF 7 TRl A =2
FLBE 77, T e e i R SRR B (1 i B i TR R R TR AR A, e
WHAE R SE R . B 5 S A AR b S5 A R (0 DR SR DG IRG, D4 7 e i A R AL AN ) 8 AN PR TR YT T R
PR T SR, FEAVFFNUR, K EANFRERKIEEEEEH . ZREF i mEmintage %
BN 555 TS EIN AL B, 1078 T BUR G SHLHI 5 B R 5% [12], BEATT 50 H IR A 4
BRI SR T PR B30 5 GDP 3 . 7 M R B 55 R R T &R & S R [13].

AR A% G0 XU R 22 24 R SRR 96 76 [ 42 TR SRR A 38 BB AR T LA Bkt i i A 250 v P U A 1 K s PR
PERITHI T BN THRT NS ERREE, $RH T 35T AIC 1 I3k 6 e A Sy 30 I P 5 22 78 o 2 A%
AR (LPMVGC) Jii% . SRG, EAT VAR A AU 28 34T N 25 B, Fa8 I P8 o R i )
BT &2k AR R IR 25 SR 52 o BEAh, AT R T 220 5 W B AR A% 2 AN TR SR B0 7 I 2% 25
PRI e . )5, A SO TR T EEN T LIF M 50A AR 4, FRI0AIE 1 1% 05 1575 P48 45 1)
P A R S R R B
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2. I3
21. ERHERHHRESTEER=AREREE(LPMVGC)
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2.2.2. STRLER

LpMVGC XFINEUAT ] VAR R4 I 18] 3 5 KE BEAT R4 R, RE S A 1HE HLAT 2t SR 1Y s 2 AV
PRIRK AR SRR B2 7 s MRS, WA 1.

Figure 1. LpMVGC network reconfiguration diagram
[E1. LpMVGC Mk EHE
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2.3. kR

BATX ER VYR 7 L 3T T E B XU B A LA R K6 (BVGC) . £ 48 B A% 2L A K AR 56
(LgMVGC)Fl Ja3 35 i J b i 22 A8 Bk 22 AR IR RAS 36 (LpMVGC) .« FIT A J5 88 T VAR (DR AR R 10
x 5000 KRR [ B A0 s . SREGILET T 100 REEIRLS, XA D7 VE R HER R RS E MR AT T AT
fli, WA 1. ZEHREH LpMVGC HikKI P IEMRE S, HAE LA LG 45 B R I H S 5R A8 e 1 .

Table 1. Mean and variance of network reconstruction accuracy by methods

#® 1L BHEMBEWERHRERSE

WIRES H{E T

BVGC 0.9046 1.362e-03
LgMVGC 0.9358 1.076e-03
LpMVGC 0.9625 1.002e-03

AT RGIR T = Fp N4 BT IEIVERER DL, L LpMVGC L 0.9625 kR I{E (J7 24
1.002e—03) £ # 4k T BVGC (0.9046) 1 LgMVGC (0.9358). LpMVGC FITLHIE T = KEIH it JREks e
B HE DA R TR TG TC 2R fih A 3R R DA S il R A A AR VR B 85% LA AR RIER G &=, 0 HL A BB RS 1)
i 89%IM1551%E ;. M2 T, BVGC IM AR s, &AL TEL T LgMVGC T TE Ao S5 AR 9 2% fif
Hrop RILIIMT . SLIAIESE, LpMVGC i 2818 7 32 (R I R BRIk 91.2%, HAEAFAE 0 i FHumT 4
AN 5.3%, I AR (1)

LpMVGC (J=3#53 Ja M 0 22 A8 Fi 22 AR TR ) 77 ¥k R AR TE WX 4 B MRS 5 R IL I AR (R 0.9625),
A AR E 5T BVGC M LQMVGC, 3 B [RI7E T I 75 BN AN E R AR A 5 4. Bk sy
fran s, Wk 2,

Table 2. Comparison table of network reconfiguration time consumption by methods

Fz 2. BEFHFEMEEMFERXTLER

JivE I [ 52 2% SCFERT(N = 10, L =5)

BVGC O(LN?) 0.8s
LgMVGC O(L,N?) 12s
LpMVGC oY pN?) 355 (+2.9 f%)

LpMVGC J5ik B AR BAT B e 19 9 255 55 R RG B (VERF 2R 0.9625), (HIL TR &R R i B 25 v T At 7 vk
%7V TR BN AR O AR A R 2 @iﬁtﬂﬂ“l‘ﬁﬂﬁ%}“ﬁ%iﬁim(z pisz), TE 10 75 S PZ% ey sl
FERTIAF) 3.5 b, J& BVGC HiEM 4.4 15, T B 21 VAR BB HUERE, A7 & 38N 40%. Xt
T ORHUAE N 2 73 HT (N > 100), X Fhit-S Ao 27 gl . BARTHR A E S, H LpMVGC 12
TR X 465 EE AL 37 s (n e B A 98 ) O B 3R T v o RN R R AR BAR TR R, AR SRR RORS i
SR A AT BT
2.4. RS R EZTERZRERKIE (teMVGC)

Mk o RN 4 PR A F X LE AT () SN AR & Y B . FERXFHMEOL R, XA Y MR KRRTLH
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FB—A 5 AT ML, JLEEALRERE B BLUN R E T 2 B VAR BB IR
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Hor, g FR AT 2RO (1 . RAUERE A(K) 1906 T ay, (1) = 0.9 AT ay, (2) = 0.8 4 BIX
IEFE x, 2B IR A, KA 0.895, M7 A+1.045rad, fi%E T AN 0.166 Hz (—ANFEIZ1N 6 )
Y AR s FLRE, REOHERE A(K) IR TG R 8, (2) = -04 5K A x, 92 Eili R MAIERE A T8 x, ,
TR N 0.25 Hz (— AL 4 D) RGBSy . BEAL, xg+ X, X, 40 BB x, BLAT A FRAR A A
WEE, FIRE TR S B ABEE . R, x, H o X, AL G W R GE, IR 25 R R
HOREE . 4ERE A(K) T IAERT f5 70 2 HIE T A G5 /15 A ) L3 R SR P B 0, B — A5 7
LRI BN LK.

s G 2 AN R SRR o732 4 WS 69 5 20 ST A5 B T RS 6 2R, 2077 S5 B 33 SR
SRR, XA —E MR IRYE: SR TG RO, 5 FON AR k2 1A B i R SR 2 (1 A A A
JE o R R E IR R SRR S SR A B T, TR IR R A R B, I 2, 1€ 3. K
TRV, TN T 0 DR AR A TR, R T A I B 5 R D e
A RS o 37 9 AN X B O R4 FE 0 5 A B R TR S 26 3R, TS R % o A RENT ERL ST, A
17 5 4 T 85 2% 1] 5 20 oo 0 R SR 46 14
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3. MA—LIF & TiER

BE T — NS N=10 M ITTHI M 4 . M4 0 2 T8) B 5k ) BE SR IR il BB AR [
Wy e RVN ) AR — TR W, FORMMIZTE | BT | ISR . M T BT AR, %%
PRV BN MK, R — A P S ) R ) R s 4%, BAR AN R

ii.d.

YRR EEBAEREW R TEE W, IS A BN, BIW, = 0(0,1), B S i i i B
FE Doy € (0,1) HEATIIEALEL, 52 URRBHABHDAEIE M, -
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Figure 2. Network reconfiguration diagram of LpMVGC under transient effect conditions
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Figure 3. Network reconfiguration diagram of teMVGC under transient effect conditions

3. BRI R T teMVGC HIRILE EH[E

B, AN A B I e B KR B, b ORI s, JUOEE S, ~ U(05,10) .
R B2 BT B W, = M oW oS

0 0 0 0 0.036 0.086 0.004 0 0.041 0.069]
0.169 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.044 0 0
0 0.009 0 0 0 0 0 0.120 0.003 0
0 0 0.152 0 0.044 0 0.206 0.223 0.139 0.209
W = 0 0 0 0.039 0 0 0.060 0 0 0.014
e 10.185 0.041 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.203
0.134 0 0.060 0 0 0 0 0.005 0.061 0.025
0 0 0.162 0.110 0 0.073 0.155 0 0.068 0
0 0 0.092 0.106 0.065 0.118 0 0.218 0 0
| 0 0 0.212 0 0.049 0 0 0 0 0 |
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[4.2,2,6,2,2,3,4,4,2] RoRthz ot 4 R BAE BUR(HIE 6), MIAFZIT 3. 8. 9. 10 AfE BILE A (NE 4).
ISR AL 0.204 UES R I ERIG R, 31.1%MHR B R &5 2006 K FE 1B, FF G LRI MR I 45 11 /)8
H FRFE
3.1 LIF s

AME TR ALY, (t) BN S5 J7 FEd ik -

dev(ij—t(t):_(vi (t)_vrest)-'-R' Ii (t) (11)
Horfre 5 AN TOIER R t MLV, (1) s RGN A H K 7, =10 ms ¢ R ALV, = -65mV 5 fiH
BLR=10MQ s #Z RN BRI (1), SIS K E A4 00 R A .

BAMNZ TR — A T A R U AN AL, SR 15, AREE RN 030 SfildiA

FRLIAE U o A Aol 28 TG R — B 2002 75 R U 5

1 (8)= 19 (1) + W, -5, (t-1) (12)
=1
Yor's, (1) € {0,0) FRHPLTE | 15 IR AL -

W TO IR TP R DA R 26 P s MLV (t) BRI BRI V,, = —50 mV/ I, #1250 37 BB R— AN ikl
FHF AL E BNV, =-T70mV o FEAPLE LI REK At=1ms BEATE, FF4: 5000 ms.

32. KWEER

N T =FITRATERE, BATHEIFRE] 7 & Mabs, WHERR. HRIE . F1 2800 AUC, Xk
TErRIR Ot oS T RO AT RN FOSR KR AR . X S 5 R BOE IR IR A LR, LA 3.

Table 3. Evaluation of Granger causality test analysis

7= 3. IR=AEREE ST
T HERf 2 RENCIE S F1 704k AUC
BVGC 0.660 0.435 0.500 0.633
LgMVGC 0.740 0.654 0.686 0.757
LpMVGC 0.830 0.766 0.753 0.866

ERATLUE H LpMVGC JTiETERTA fabs E R I AE, JUHREE R FL 3051, R T
NEZERRSE . T LpMVGC J7i%, AR — NN B BoR B s 2 o R S AL LK 4. A
R LAE H, LpMVGC REM NN ERIE B M SR IS By, AR = 5 SR HE T R RG JE

AW RN T =R 22 A5 R 5 (BVGC, LgMVGC, LpMVGC)TE #i £8 (W 4% 3 b 5 44 b i 1 B
LpMVGC JE T S i 454 R IL(AUC = 0.866, F1 = 0.753), AEXEHEIR M 4 IR HMRAE . I (b Fe %k
WZAL 1% (BVGC N 22%), #:X K/ AHLIPEE 0.89, HLXF hub 5 5 IR B 2% 100%. 45 HIME 5E = 1
72, LpMVGC 7E 1R B W 2% Zhas Rt 77 TH B WE I0 3%, SO I R AR B PE 3R IK 2 0.10, ik p A& 3 42
RGO REGEIL 091, MHLILZ R, BVGC FEKH [H1%(0.435) T S K AR E BRI I FE /0 A R L, 17
LgMVGC KIJEH o 1X 225 JESL, LpMVGC il i i i B AN AR | A s P gt ek, W5 7 244
PREE N2 HO AR P B RARE B, 5 A T 5 S A W A R 8 W R s B B 8 P W 4 35
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Figure 4. Lag-order heat map of the LpMVGC method
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HA RAFRE I S0 AR Guks 22 A0 DR A IOME A DU AR IR IS PR O 1), LpMVGC B R 5%
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