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El=g=NR
H 5.

BEEAR & 13, AR D —IRFRY 2R B DT R . R & B ONH] ST~ DBUSME T & %F
e LB A L AABBIRTH Y, NI, SMNIRRIC K> TESICREEE L 5 5k8E
Th o, BRI ANZ = REDNEYOFLERIZL > TERD DD, b M &2 FTELRN
B EAIIZFR O B AL, FEE LTk 2 A 2 B I TR 2 B O TUTITAEFE T E R0,
SOF V| MERIZEDNAEGFT DDV EOERBIG TH D, ITFEOHMPERERIZL Y,
HEER T 2 2 Il - BRET - 2Pk A T = X L0, FE LR R & DRk 4 72 ine & IR OB
FRIZBRICEENEAL TS, L, 20— T, BERPIZHATED X 5 BRBIGE
ETWVDENFTFEL K Do TV RN, KFa 3 TIE Z ORER &V 9 BIRIZ DWW TRINE R
ATElEE 2 B3 L 5,

AR oD A= B

MEAR IC I3k 2 2D H 5, lADE hTiE, — H—RIOMERE o BARPERER 2 7~ 5,
v NS DL OB T, — BRI OMERS O ZARVEREIR 2N AL 5D, F e LI
TIEM Bk D F 3 TEE U 7 238 Ty 5 - ERIEAR (Mukhametov, Supin, and Polyakova
1977) & W o TR R R MEIR N B S v D, 7272, MEIRFICHIME 2810325 2 & ¢, MEiRIT
S HICKREL 2225 E N D, NREM(non-rapid-eye-movement) iR & REM(rapid-eye-
movement) T V) | EILEIVD MM 1T 70 D88 E R T, BEIR O KEH 70 % 5 % NREM [
RO, REERFO AN & Felz L, slow wave activity(SWA) & FEIZ AL 2 & HR IR E 31 24
(8. 2-4 H)R A A EINT %5, SWA D X 5 7RI TBIIMGI 721F T < . KINECE DIFEENL
R JFFTENL T H NREM HEAR 128152 X 415 (Vyazovskiy and Harris 2013), NREM FEAR I &
FTIX SWA O EFHRNL I 3BEFFICHEI L, MEREEORIE L toTnD, Fiz,
Wrik LEARIZe D 2 & T, 0% OEIEEIR Tl SWA 238 L., SWA [ZHEIRE %2R~
9 & X5 (Borbély 1982), — 5 REM HEfR X, NREM HEAR DI HBL9 %, NREM [EAR &
bl U CREIICEOIEIR TH 0 | FRCIEIRMI O% I HBIHEE A R < 725, REM HEIR
DO IT e b TIEARRKED E BRI 7 6 2 =323, 1 > i CIE N O R AET 5
HLANR) 72 00 @R IR 70 I3 (0 3. 4-8 Hz)% 7k L, REM MEARDOFFE & L CRRIREKIES) D
BFE B O BRIRIR TN (77 =7, B AR O R EL 238152 X1 5 (Diekelmann and
Born 2010), Z® X 52— RIERIZ—> DA I R %2 525, NREM HEIR & REM HER
TIXEL B DMOTEENEL TND Z EBMEN S DND,

MREAR D AR o

MEAR R EEOFHE A H =X L & LT, REER L OVNREM BEIR, REM BEIR CHIEEh A &
FHoma—ulrRNHY, TNOLD=a— L OMRIEENZ 2L S5 2 LT, BEROR
T VR 2 — 0 S °NREM iR =2 —1 » REM R =2 —n UMb C& 7z,

HiE—a2—n b LCIT/ T IVE_TF RIS pflifinmon Ty . /73



F & LTI F B (locus ceruleus) > (I £% (dorsal raphe nucleus). E1HI#E S 14 (ventral
striatum), #%HiFLIAAEZ (tuberomammillary nucleus)?’» o / V7 KLU ok m =2 F
NIV B RE I UDIRROIR T, RAMECE, AKILE R (basal forebrain) 72 &2 # 5
ENDHZ LT, REOBREREEHEZRIZL WD EEND, o, TNHOEFEZIT T
U % N 2 JEC S S0 JHIAS % 258 (pedunculopontine nucleus)?> & & KA EIZ = U U {EEE =
a—RUERFTHZ L TRMBARET S &L 3d, £, T F FE L THMUER T
(lateral hypotharamus)IZ & 5 A L ¥ v v =a—n b KIMBESCHBEE, RMEREES., 11
RICEST L, REEZHERF L T2, 20k 91, BEOMEEOMRIEBIO BRI L 7
MRAEL TS EEZX LN TND,

—77. NREM HERIZ DWW T H EE ORREZ A BIER L TV 5 23, BUR T EE W) O BLSR i
Hf(preoptic area)S HEE R EFN A2 R/ LT D, HRATEF)2H D GABA R L A hF =
V. RIBREREAVE VA VE S AT =0 EOXTF IR, RiE=2—a )
& 2 FHRP T RIS 72 £ MRS 22 & oG Eh 2 1l 3 5, £72. Mo
parafacial zone 7> 5 O GABA 1EEiME= = — v > HARIREN 2 0035, & 512, RiMILEE
> GABA 1EEE= = — o U 3SR BVEIZ e L NREM IEIR ZEdE4%5 & ShTns,

F 72, REM BEIRIZ DUV TR, G 2201 SMIEE 258 (laterodorsal tegmental nucleus),
w20 O BE T £%(sublaterodorsal nucleus) s HL A 22 & 2 72 L TR Y FHE FEZED 7
VA UEEEME = 2 — 1 > )8 ventromedial medulla S°FFHf D premotor neurons (ZEEET L |
GABA X7 U v M= 2 —m U2+ 2 2 & Ty F=T 2L LS5, 70, MG
BB IMUBEEZ D D2 ) EEME = 2 — v U BHIRSORTIN S BB IS B L
REM HEAR D 4 2 A A H L T 5 & 415 (Liu and Dan 2019; Scammell, Arrigoni, and
Lipton 2017),

EAR DR BE

BEAR AN S 13 L OB R 72 & O ATEBEHR S O IR 72 LR EE L BL S 5 H
HThd, DD, VERMEREZIND Z & 35ER T, dEOBAN L LI L X, I
IRIZH R e R MERFIC L AR R R CH 5, MEIRAE TN b B A 5 x| P
LN DIRTIZED 5,

MEAR & e & BAFRDS B 2 ki RE DO —DITFRLIE & E#) 5 73 % U (Diekelmann and Born 2010),
NREM HEfR & REM HEIR CHE 72 5% 5 HRB I TV 5, FfETlL, REM EIRI X Tk &
FolE 290 L L. NREM BEARIZTHe X 5008721 e < BRI FLE © 581k 9~ 5 (Squire and Zola-
Morgan 1988) & S i1 %,

F 7o, EEEEEIZ OV L NREM BEIR FICAE T 5 v 7 2RO ELES BIfR LT
W5, JEENEFIC IS DA X EIHIRC B E M DO AN 252 213 J&8 D BUEPHREBIZ
1719 % (Weiler etal. 2008), % D H TREAM TOD > F 7 AMBEEITHT L\ GEEN ¥ 2 2E
ThDHEZZHLNTEY , REIERN-E % IESEFN TR O RERN 2L



C (Biane et al. 2016; Li et al. 2017; Peters, Chen, and Komiyama 2014; Rioult-Pedotti et al. 1998;
Yang et al. 2014), T IZIXEB)FE % O NREM HEIR TR ZGE EOBZSE DO AMETRE X
1% (Gulati et al. 2014, 2017; Yang et al. 2014), &\ o 72E T 7 RARFEOHERNA U T
WL LEEZLNTWD, Ll +or /&l 3% oEE B I8 7= (TR YHR(LTP) 2
ALDHRHITIFE A LTS TE LT, 1ZFEFI L TV 572 H(Rioult-Pedotti et al. 1998), #7
T NE Y T T AMRERE OB ALETH Y . NREM BEIR I 2 F 7 AR EHR
FEMET 42 & —fRHIICE 2 53TV 5 (Tononi and Cirelli 2014), FEFRZ 2T 7 AnER
FEIXSE O 720y NREM HEAR T1X T 75 (Diering et al. 2017; Maret et al. 2011; de Vivo et al.
2017)& ENTWD, ZD X D 2RI ZIEIR T O > ) 7 ZREDORE A BB B AEEN
LBGL L THAONATND DD, VTS ARERE LK T I 2 AR &
ZOREBIIFTHATH D,

& 2T, ARBFE TR B O FEE M, W D EEEEAYAE &M (FC: functional connectivity)
(ZA H L7z, Hebb O2EEANCAK END L 51T, FCIIRLBORBE TH L > F 7 A
P L BHACEID Y . FC O E5- HRIT v 7 A REME FA AR L, FC OIKT, 981kix
VI T AMREREDIK T2 XS LEZADND, FCIZHLTE MRI ICLD5~7 v L~Ub
DEFT B HEA TI Y | KIMEZE R O FC 1% NREM HEIRH1Z 84> L, REM BEAR #1133 003
% (Chow et al. 2013; Horovitz et al. 2009; Koike et al. 2011; Picchioni, Duyn, and Horovitz 2013;
Sdmann et al. 2011; Spoormaker, Gleiser, and Czisch 2012), L72>L., fEEH TR =a2—r
[l FC & IEROBIRIIWVE A TH 5, MERIZEMORETH L 7T, FHED
72T SWA BBIE IS e & RFTHIHE OMIE & & > T3 Y (Siclari and Tononi 2017),
NREM HEIREF D SWA [FJR AT I S 41, BB 78 ORI IR T % (Huber et al. 2004,
2006), AWFIETITRMLERIFTRIEEICBIT 5 =a—na U0 FC BiiEDOBIZR L i 217
52 LT, MEROBEREZ AT ABBEOR R E2HA D,

AWFEO AR T 7 a—F

JR T R R OB REIZ DN CTRER T~ 5 72 80 | ARBFSE CI3EE) 538 X T d 5 — Sy
—a—n ¥ H L7z (Kawai et al. 2015; Sanes and Donoghue 2000), &85 | TR 0> = 52
7eHERED— D Td U (Peters, Liu, and Komiyama 2017), ‘REEH 252 A ISEEEREIC R 5972
HEHE = 2 — 1 2% NREM HEIR T O#E{EE (LS5 2 & THEIRPISESERE 2 ) L &S
B2 e, & OREREIZ MR F % SR 23 BAAR L T2 mIREMEAY F 041 T 5 (Gulati et al.
2014; Ramanathan, Gulati, and Ganguly 2015; Yang et al. 2014), L7>L. i@% OMEIRTE T T
Z DORPTEIEAN O FC 3L D &5 IZEB§ 50 ERMHTH S, € 2 TARBETIE,
THBIC L DN DAL A=V T HHNWD Z & T, BHREIRIERTE S L OWiR,
[FEREIREREE T ICH1T 5~ U ZADEEBEF T, ZEOMRIEHO RN LR ETT o7, HIT,
sparse Gaussian graphical models (255 7o FC Z JgpT R EEIRKICEAT S 2 & T, S
o FC 24 L, MEIRFERICH T 2 RT R EEROZ (b a2 2, MERPIZED L 5 72



BHENEZ TWDONIZHOWNWTIHS T,

AN T DA RA—=T 2 TIZDONT

BUEE TIZ, BERT O in vivo IZBIF D —=2—1 LUV O T~ = FEMRZ
EDOBRAEBFHT 7o —F 2N TE < 1THi T E 7 (Evarts 1964; Hengen et al. 2016;
Hobson and McCarley 1971; Vyazovskiy et al. 2009; Watson et al. 2016a), L72>L., ===~ h§d
BT = 2 —n ORGSR, =2 — 0 OZERFER, Sbll=a—n ¥ 1 70O
78 & FRHCFEHT 5 2 L IR EECT & o 72 (Nowak etal. 2003), AHFSE Tl — ok 1 BEM ST
WZEDINT T EA A=V TR HAND T LT, invivo ITBIT 5 =2 —1a » OZEMIEHR
R R

Za—u UE T S 2 & COMIREE EICAFIET B BARTEE I LT T AT LR
BIO L, LT ABMALTC=a—n NIy T A3 EF 3 5 (Tank etal. 1988), % D
e, =a—uNOH N T AREITHEBZ KR LT IV T LA A=
T EATH T LT, =a—n rOMRKIEEIOBIEIA "HE & 72 2 (Ding etal. 2014), ABFFE T
WHIREN BT DX VI E e =a—a IR SE T ANV T LA A= T 54T
5T LT, MRIEEI A B LT,

Flo, OEFEBEEEZMND Z LT, oinvivo BT 2B =2 —r DI T A A A
—V U 7% Lic, ETFEMELL. SOWEB IR O 2RI WIS
ZEThbET S, R FIRIGERR AT LI ISR T H D T IRIGEFR DS A e
FITE L, FEMITTE RSN TN A Ul -, L B & L e L, ot
mEMES . KV IREHBOBIZENAIREL 70D, 22T, ¥V ADHEFEZ N T AT EH
L. e THAMEE CRIZT 2 2 L T, invivo ICBT DR OBBABGL, =2—n
YDANT T IA AT T E{ToT,

BT 7T 7 4 HNETIVE I asso (22T

MRAERTOL =2 —n VRO L ) RELET —FITBW UL, =2—1r OIEH)
(Fe=RZE%%) O BR & FHBMR I CHERE 92 D3 ETH 5 (Hengen et al. 2016; Vyazovskiy et
al. 2009), L72>L. FHEMRE CIIMIERIMRZET D72, 1R FERRFEMIES) & fry T
Z< OFMRMEZ RE LT LE S, ZORMBEAERES 2720 AWFETIX, BREZHEH
FEOWR TN LT, AWl 38\ 72 7 « 1)VET /LD —-D graphical Gaussian
models (GGMYT®H D, 7T 7 4 HVET VLT, BEOMERELMORTFERE 7T 7
HELORTHRET LT, /— Ry P TRESNDFig. 1), / — KREHR, =Y
WA R, 7774 ANVET VBT, BRRH D (= POfFE) &Ik THER
RTERN) EWOIBRTHD, T2 TV ERREIE, “SOMRER (/—F) Off
BOMPMOEL % 5 2 T-RFICHFRHF EMNETH D, EEFRSNTNWD, AL THWS
GGM (I ZZBIEM M OMEFE BRERDD L) [ZBWT, /A V—RERT—



FOROEMNRT T T4 DTN THD, £72. GGMIZBW T, B0V BERZ KM &
Mz e UTHEBR L, BRERBMRAKR LT £, BE LIEBEROAELZEL T2, MESM %
Kb 2 BEFE CHREIE (A R—AME)ZEA LT, A/N—2AMEEA L2 GGM OREFHE 7
JL =3 J X 1% glasso (graphical least absolute shrinkage and selection operator) & FEZ4L, AHF
72T Z % 7o (Friedman, Hastie, and Tibshirani 2008), AHFZE T, BEIR - TEEF DK
Jibd B B B D Je P BRI A HEE T A 7280, = 2 — 1 U ORREF I L2 7 ME T A il
B/ — R)E LT, glasso # AV TC==a—na OB v, 2 2 Tl FO) & T L
7o



FEERFIE
FEEREN)

B TOEBRITFERFEWEREZESOKRBO S LITb Tz, SEIOFER T Veat-
ires-Cre ~ 7 A(Slc32al™? 9*"/]  Jackson Laboratory stock number: 016962)(Vong et al. 2011)
& Ai9 tdTomato reporter ~ 7 A (B6.Cg-Gt(ROSA)26Sor™?(CAC-tdTomato)tize/ - Jackson Laboratory
stock number: 007909)(Madisen et al. 2009)% AZHc L 7= Vgat-tdTomato ~ 7 A & 7z, & T
?® Vgat-tdTomato ¥ 7 A% C57BL/6 T 5tIZlHKFO~V T A THY . B OHH L72 DNA IZ
PCR Z W TR F RO EZAT o7, 8 9 R LM & 70 2 12 B OBHRE A 7 LT
HUNZER, WEITMERF S, fERIZAHBIZEZ b,

FAf

THA BN T A AT TSN T AL AR 9-13 WA O, 12 PL, 7
lCchbv, RHMMOBEDDDOIHEEF OH 7 A& % 1T - 7= (Holtmaat et al. 2009;
Mostany and Portera-Cailliau 2008), i Cid, 2%A1 Y 7/ 7 &8 AMRHIHEHA L, ~
U ADIHEH DKL EN 721, BB )V —2ZFANWTEEZREL, 4 VY THEDWH
HAATo 72, AT BRI CHEET EO KBRS JOWEHHB AR E Lizb & |
FEHTEEE O L FEBN I KU b2 AW TEE 1.5-2.5 mm O %BRIF, aCSF( 122 mM
NaCl, 1.7 KCI, 1.1 MgCl,, 23 NaHCOs, 1.2 CaCl,, 1.1 KH,POu, and 3.4 glucose) & B /L 7 + — A
(Pfizer) & FHWNCREREE B DB & 2 BRE Uiz, BN O 300-400 pm (2H 7 A% ¥
Z U —(B100-30-7.5HP % EZP-60, Prime Tech T{HE %, P-97, Sutter Instrument % F\CHfF
Y& VT LY o WEERIFEOE X > /X7 '8 GCaMP6s(Chen et al. 2013)Z R H 4257
T )WY A4 VAT X — (rAAV-hSyn-GCaMP6s-WPRE, 4.0x10'3 genomic copies/pl,
serotype 2/9, UPenn Vector Core)% 2 7*FTiZ 150 nl 927 A L 72( BJ110 and BT200, BEX),
T ANWVARY B — 5 EANFIT N F A {E# L. Lipidure-CM5206 (NOF Corporation) C
I—T 4T LIZER 1525 mm OV 4 RUT T AZEBHEONRICHKE LT, T
R ZHAEE LR CVREE CHEE L £ A EZ AW CTEBEZEET 52 & T v U RADH
BHHIA A=V T T 4 RU&HE LT, EMG FEMi(AS633, Cooner Wire)ld & D AN
IZHRA L, $REEE IS5 CEE L7z, EEG B4 ATEEE & A7 8ETEE 12 5 2 (TE-00003,
Matsumoto Industry)z W CTREE LZD EGEFHE A~ &2 HWCEREEEH DO AT
YUV ARDA~y R LU— MEEE LT, Fifitk, ~y R L= a2v U arFa—7 Tk
#EL, r—YVICRELT,

WA A=V T

WA A= TNE I AE <A XS Tz O B S (based on Axio Examiner
Z1/LSM780, with a water-immersion objective W Plan-Apochromat 20x/NA=1.0, Zeiss) % H\ T
1T 7-(Nagayama et al. 2019), BEfSSE T C BB R MERTEDREA BT 5720, T



v 7 R— AN Ly R LA BARMEE T IZE%E L 7= (Kanda et al. 2016), Fiitk D~ 7 &|Z 2
A oEEHMO%, A 1 B §SE#MO M7 v 7 R =18 KLy R IVEREA~OBIL
S5 HBTO, ~ 7 A TEHE FO FLy RV ETHRMARERTEAZTY KoL
(Fig. 2A), KIZRL v XD, BHEHE DA A—V 70 4> RUD B2 3TCOERR
WK ZBRE L, BIEGRE L 150-250 um & U CGEBBFOFE 2, 3 EE2#E L=, GCaMP6s
/£ 910 nm, tdTomato (% 1040 nm D7 @ TiSa L — ¥ (Maitai DeepSee, Spectra-Physics) %
WTHIE L., &% D% 500-550 nm & >555 nm DO KFHIK % non-descanned GaAsP
detector(BiG, Zeiss)Z H W T L7-, 1040 nm @ L —H % tdTomato (FfihE3 5 — 5T
GCaMP6s %A LIkt L7728, 1040 nm O L — W ZIfME = = — 1 o DR E D IfE
AL, AT T hAA—=D0 705910 nm D L—HF 2 AN TITo 72, 6B EEZ v
TN T A A= ZIE 12 B S 17 BR(ZT3-8) D[], 1 18] 15 2y % 5-8 [AAT - 7=,

AA=T U T OAF ¥ T 8 [BI/FD THEfG X 16 bit, 128x256 pixel THUS: L 72 (Fig. 2B),

i, AFENMIE L MR E RO A a7 Y v

EEG/EMG 13 6 7- B8 T CO IR ITH 12508k LielT 7=, EEG X 40000 % L7=1%
0.5-500 Hz O/ N> KRR 7 ¢ )L %58 L, EMG 13 4000 % L7-% 1.5-1000 Hz O 7 4 )L ¥
% 1 L(MEG-5200, NIHON KOHDEN), 16 bit, 2000 Hz ®¥ > 7 > 7/ L — h Tigék L 7=
(Digidata 1440A, Molecular Devices), E7=H /LT T hA A= T DAF ¥ L L FilREEE
OB Y A I 7 HRIFFCHERT DL TA A=Y ¥ A4 I 7L BEGEMG O30
EbEaEITV., WIREEBE O % L7z, EEGEMG 7 — %% Clampex10.3(Molecular
Devices) & #77 A % 2 Matlab program % 1\ C 4 R EICHEIRTEEEREEO A a7V > 7 %2475
72 (Funato et al. 2016),

g,

Vgat-tdTomato ~ ¥ A O #E#) B |2 5 W\ THIH M = = — 2 > (GABAergic neurons) 73
tdTomato Z 8L L TW\WA5 Z & 2T 572, GADI mRNA (2%} % fluorescence in situ
hybridization (FISH)¥3 & OF tdTomato (25§95 g et 247> 7=, 16-38 il ® Vgat-tdTomato
YU ARE A% A Y TNT THREBEEA LTcd & ARREKB LN 4% NI RV LT VT
t R (4% PFA)Z W CIEEE Lz, B0 HL7oiE 4 CT 12 R L B EEE 30%
2w —A@E#E 3 BLL ATV, SRR D) A VERH B Al (Tissue-Tek OCT compound,
Sakura Finetek) T L-80 CTHifE Sz, 7 74 A A H » F(CM30508S, Leica) & VT
40 um THMEI A Z1ERR L. Y U ERAEER (PB, 0.1 M) CYE¥# ., FISH, et z1T-7-,
FISH i, 1EBNE 2 5 AU % 0.3% Triton X-100 T, 1 pg/ml  proteinase K.,
0.75% glycine, 0.25% HE/KHERE CLER L7, ML O] FIZ GAD1I mRNA @ FITC 155
7'm—7% 60 CT—HWf hybridization L7z, it i % RNase, 0.3% H0; in tris-buffered saline
THLEEL . 1% blocking reagent(11096176001, Sigma-Aldrich/Roche) T 1 IR~ & o 2 7



% . mouse anti-FITC antibody conjugated to horseradish peroxidase (HRP) (1:30000; 200-032-037,
Jackson Immuno Research Laboratories) & rabbit anti-red fluorescent protein (RFP) antibody % /Il
Z.72 1% blocking reagent/0.5% Triton X-100 in TBS % 4°C T—Wi S W7z, E DOEMHY)
Ji% TNT (TBS, 0.15 M NaCl, and 0.05% Tween 20) T4 L, tyramide signal amplification
biotin system (TSA Plus Biotin Kit, Perkin Elmer)% I\ T, HRP Z#iF L7z, FFO'TNT Tk
¥ 1% . streptavidin-conjugated Alexa Fluor 488 (1:1000; S32354, Thermo Fisher
Scientific/Molecular Probes) & an Alexa Fluor 594-conjugated anti-rabbit IgG antibody (1:1000;
A-11012 or A-21207, Thermo Fisher Scientific/Molecular) % /Il .72 1% blocking reagent in TBS
TGS W70, Yetath, IR % 0.1M PB TYEH L, anti-photobleaching medium (H-1200,
Vector Labs) & 3L~ bk Uiz, U1 EHGIFILE R L —H —BAfSSE(Axio Imager Z2 and
LSM700, Zeiss) & FHVWTHUE L, ZH1LZ41 Alexa Fluor 488 [EfIlE & Alexa Fluor 594 [5;
PEAIE 2 GAD1 FEBLAIE, tdTomato ZBLIMIfE & LTAH w7 >k L7=(Fig. 20),

TG fR AT
CHFEMBEAEA VTR LIE IS T AL A=V TR T 7 A VKL

Fiji/lmage] #HWCTNv 7 7T 00 RERELEZE, ThEnNO=o—8a r OfiiE %
ROI Tl o7z, D%, &% OEBRIZH L ROl EOHMBEDOFHHAFH L, =2—
B RO HETRE DR RINT — % (F) 2 ER U7, iBEOCHEE)C K o 8LhTiT & A U8
hH 2 7ot TR OB ALEE K OSHERHLBE X R (version 3.3.2) . python (3.6.0),
JMP(SAS institute) % V> 72,

il % D= =a—n 28T 5 B IR MERTEE COEOLRE OZb &2 ik 5720, =
— 0 VRICRERST — % F. % Z-score (F,) (ZAH#1L 7=,
F, = (AF/F); = (Fy — Fo) /Fo

7272 L. Fold4s ROLICEW T, BERIIT —Z O AL 10%DFEE E LTz,

IR FEER I A D 42 D=2 — 1 2R DHRHEENC W T, A1 D=a—1 U,
EHE, NREM MR, REM HEIRTF, 208 L, VM Z RO, REE, L7 F AT
L MEAR STl H] C @ Kruskal-Wallis ., % D% Wilcoxon JIEAZ I E K& OF Bonferroni £ % H
VY, = o R HEIRTEERRRRIZ AR O MRRIE B DL b A2 KD T, BlAIE, —fl& LT,
W>N>R O = = — 1 SRR T2 TOMAGbE THRAZ RO, MREEhoR S
DIEZRLTWD, £z, RTCORETHEELRD RV =2 —n1 I unclassified & %y
B LT,

7] 27 7 Graphical Gaussian models D3 A

AT 2 DD = 2 — 1 U HOBRRAIFE S MEFCICE H Lz, FC 2R HI2H12 Y
graphical Gaussian models (GGM) % HV 72, GGM (ZZ 2 & EHL A OfE 7 E €7 LT
Y., ) A REELET —HZBNT, 2D ) — REOHFBURIEIEOMAT A TH



5o AWFGETIE T T 7 4 DIVETIVICEIT D /) — Ril=a—a Ol v LM 5O
ZAb, =y VIXFC A ETUTED, BLF, ARBFEIZEM L7 GGM Z EiRICHI T 2,
EEDO20MMO MEO=2—1a DO hNy T MEE (BOEREZ) 2°6 FC %%
Wi 256x26Ld 2%,
F9. GGM I A& EH DA A RIE & T 5720, ZRENOE TR E 2 2 LA
(ZEHT D GEMITER), 328 MEOIFOLREZLOT —Z 0 b MIRTTE A R IER]
oA M B O EBAOFER) B3o< b, £ OMERELRIE Mu, A)F()E LTRSS
o,

w (alw, A_l) — (2m)"2(det A)zexp (Fla-wax-w} O

Z 2 CAITRETY) (FEEATHIOMITA) T, LT O Y O M AT M YO IEF{THITH

Frex id, /= Fi (FHDO=2—u OEKR) OEGREDOREFEL xi 7 LAl
R x= (X1, X2, ... XM)D M RITLHNITHICTH 5,
det [ FATHIZ
I x DFEEOITHTH Y | ABFFETIZO0 L7225,

ZIT, Zo0MERERL j (FRE jERO=a—n rOEILBEZE)  OERy
HREHAEMSLTHD Z LIZHONTER D,
MED=a—ar OENEREENO I BIIEHE JEHEZ X IR % X 10T 5
X, = (xi,xj)
X, = (x1:“"xi—1:xi+1'""xj—1:xj+1:“"xM)
ZOWFZIE jD 2 DD = 2 —n » OEOEIREZITHGTRIEKAFMED 220 (FEFHRYICARST)
EWVHZ R, X @ﬁﬁfp DA Xo G AR EMILTH D LWV D ZETH D,
St AL & 1 B IXe B2 O & X NLIZAR D) VWO BKRTH D,
27T, IX ﬁx@z %WLH%%@ X1 DHESR | DRNFAT SR X | X)1F, AT SR
ROT, LTFTOXD L 125,

_ pX1nX;)
p(X1|X2) - p(Xz) (2)

KOIZBWT X 352060, BEESNTWDD, p(XNITEE 20 p(X | X)X
p(Xy N XIZHBIT D, LT, p(X, X)) Z2R(DHEB X, xi & x5 ICBRT 2 (A, Ay,
Aj) TR HT L

1
p(X11X,) x p(Xy,X,)  exp {_E(Ai,ixiz +2 Ai'jxl-xj + Aj'jsz)} 3)



L%,
ZZT, bLAF0 2B, )T

1 V- B )
exp ——(A..xiz +2A, xx+ A .sz) = e 2NN . @ 2N
2 ii i,Jj 1)

Exi & xiDENENDORG DFEE RS, FEATHIA DEFHE A i=0 B LE+73THY | D
FORQIFIAF0 EZ i1 & jHMETHDLZ EEZRLTWDHFEF and 1L 2015), F7-.
— 7 THEHE| AjllE 1 & j OMEMEDRI 2R L TWD, £D72H, GGM O THEE I
DIEEATHIAS, /7 — REOR Yy MU= MiEZ R~ 2 812D,

k8 7 L U X I glasso DA

BEH D5ATH x ITBNT, IR St — B R EITAAZL = Lk, —&Icix+
DRX VDo LTHELL, £ —ERETH A 28 D] Jr’\tc X DG HAL7R
WZEBE, L, BEITHADERZAICEZL D0 G A=A RETDH 2
ET, xOIEEITH A ZHEET 2,

FPTIIA N A HAETITHEEITIIA ZHEET 572012, BETHIAIZONT M
WICIER A DI EHEE 24T o720 M RGTIEM AT 3 L Chf3R % B D st Bk e E %
TV FEEATHI A ORGy OIS 2 BLD Rz,

1nn%ﬂﬁmxmnaA*)=§ﬂﬂ(—%hmmﬂ+§hmmxA)—%xmﬁAﬂm)

o gln(detA) - %Z,’Ll xMWT Ax (™)

« In(detA) — Tr(AS) (4)

2T T dATHID b L— A S IIRBRA R L AT AT, MR EHEETH D Z &
o, R ERKCT DREETHN A BHEE SN D XRERFEITHIA & 725, 22T, X@)
WCAN=2MEZHAL T=a—u SHOMEEHET 5720, HETHO L1 /v L

ANl =X | A, | &5 E LCEAT 5,

mﬁx(ln(detA) —Tr(AS) — pllAllL)  (5)

L1 VIV AAZBEASID Z 22 & - T, KOV ZHRAT D72 DITHEATHIA DEEFR A
i ICEEIZ 0 280 M THIL, FEITHIAICANR=AMEREAINDLCEET —F A=
VAFUTEES 2015), 22Tl ZiEAHE T A =2 TH Y | AN—AEOREZRD D
HLFOBMED X 5B x %235, KOS ZMEREEATHZHEE T 5728, Rpackage glasso
(2 4% glasso method % AV 7= (Friedman, Hastie, and Tibshirani 2008), B%% glasso 13,
FBRNTHONTT —Z bR ILSEATHI S &, EAHERT A—% p %
GIEE LT, RVEE LTHEE SN EITHIADR G O D, 15 DAV EATYIA DELFE
Aij &, xi & xj OMSIPE, DF Y FC & LCRFTKERIEEZHE LT, ok, HEIND
FEEATHI NIRRT & 72 5,



glasso & 7= it

IERRTEER I O FC O AR DT-0, 4 BET 5 L7z 20 BORFMZEZHRE L. T4
ZIVDOREFZEN T OWEIEIRE D DIEEITHIA DHEE Z1T o 72,

glasso D5 H T 5 IHAFEATHI S 2K D72, FRHOEIE (AF/F) ) LRI L 5
EoERRLS 2, 7L —AEOZEREZ T -7 F & V=,

Fs = (AF/F); — (AF /F)¢—4
Fold==—0 U EOMINENREDZRY ML THY | =a—a VEICHFET 57D
M ARDRT MUBFFBEND, F DAL, ENENTEHIE 0 O ERS i Z R LTZ, Fo&—
EORHEZETRYIS Z & THRLNTE MIRILEERET —F Fer b, Fe® 1 51T D% 5175
x & LT, RBRAYILGHATAI S ICEH L 7=,

1 N
sz_E ()T ()
N X

n=1

772 L, NIZ—DODRFHZBICEEND MIRILEERET — X DfEHTH 5,

F o, WY IERNE R T A —H o BIRET H720I0, = o —1 UEOEETRE ORERS
T —H& Fe B NREM, wake (2351 2N L= 2 — v X7 Ok ZH 7=, 20 B O
MEDOHFTELD=a—a NIBTHHENLEHED EFA X NOFEAEF~, EFHA X
FREBL LN FD=a—1a ANIHIFEE LRV ES ., ZORFHERICBWTED =2 —1
N7V TH D EEFE LT, £ LT, K~ 7 AHD NREM, wake (22T 4 45 [E D45
Za—urOERARY NOFEEFS, ML L= a—a X7 O EREH L, —
F7C, glasso # W CRIZI DL BT — & Fe LA IR BRI ST A —% o B JSE L
Trma—a X7 OEEER M LT, glasso »2OHEMB SN Lic=a—8a X7 Off
BN, EFA X MR SIS Lz = o —a X7 OEE O 03E Tl
72 B IERNE /N T A —% o )72 1ERIME/ N T 2 —# 0(0.0009-0.002) & L CRE L7z, LIk
DTFEZ VT glasso DF A X | MHEEITH A ZHEE LT, WilRFERICHE W TH [FIER
DFiEE A, ERE ST A — 2 3R —fsk o B BHEROIEAIE T A — 2 L[ UAE A
Ay =

—a—rrXy U —7 ORISR G MDA & IOV T OR O KRR

HOHRFHBNIZBIT D, HEESNIREITIIANDEFE ANjli=az—nrib=a—n
ViOBBREERL TS, EEAND 0O L ZIRHENICB T =a—1 i, jH
DS ZRT—H T, BEANG D 0 TRNWE ZFIFMNLA R L, ==2—u U EOMHE)
PEDFFIE, DFE D HERERIFE G M (FC) DM EN TS B2 bivd, £ 2 CHElRTERR
RBIZ £ D FC DIEREHR % R T, HEE SNIREITHI An 2L FORUZHES T, 175 Ly
(LT,



L1,1 LM_l Li,j =0 (AN . = 0)
formation of connectivity(= Ly) = : : ”
. Lj=1 (A, #0)

MEIR S BRIREE D Z NN DIRREICBIT 5, D =2 —n1 U HD FC AR EPH)IZLLT O
XIOICER L,

L1,M LM.M

1

probability of connectivity(= Pr) = n(Newake)

ZNEwake LN

72720, ZHUERENEwWake) TOEFR TH Y . Z4% NREM HEIR & OF REM HEAR(Z DU
THRERIZRD T2, BONATHIPr OEEZE Py A=—a—1 it =a—1jdFCEK
Mesk i,

FTo, HEESNTREEATHIA DR Ay OKEHE| AjllL, ==2—Rrribl=a—mjD
FHENED R &, DE VAL FC DBELZRTEBEZ LD,

ZI T HH=a—uMIZBNTFC 2B L TS & & OfEHEDFEE %, FC F
FREREE(=St) & L CTER LT,
connectivity strength(= St) =

— ZNEW:ike(Llf'l L1\§4,1> {L” =[a,] (2,,%9)
n(Newake) Liw = Luw), (Lij=NA (Ai.j =0)

72720, ZHUTIRMENEWake) TOEFRTH Y, 1% NREM MEIR & O REM HER (2D
WTHRBRICRD T2, F2ATH ST LTI~ AT L IiKfEE 1 & LTEER St D
L Z AT o7, UL EOFEE VT &4 OIERTEENRIEICHS T D2 =2 —1 X7 D FC
TE R (Pr) 35 &L OV FC TE IR FE(SOIZ DUV T Py MOV Sty & = = — 12 U T fRIT R 8 72,
RBREICOWVWTE= 22— X7 OV TP A ANPRKREND EDLIBREIRE /25
7o, FEROBRIZIZTENEND A DENE R LT,

FHRICITIEIR T FRR BN A L L2 W 2 xR & LT, 4 BEICT 53 2 & TR ORE
W& L 16 WEMESEZ 20 PORMAELZ AV, EIRTENMREN LT 2014 8 Bl &S
ToRFRHI AT BRUNZ, E7o, + o RBRIENS G R0 7272, 2 IL53D REM HEAR
DOFER B R,

Pr & St DRRICHOWT DML E R k7T L

%2 OIEIRFTENRBICBIT D =2 — 1 X7 O Pr B L St OEIZEESW T, FXIC
4 BeBEIZNBAL o0 1 (A AD) A ATV, BAEA R E WIEIZ Ist 225 4th EIERLHT L7z, 7272
L. AR EOMEIX TALO 70— 2D 43T, Pr 3 0 OXT ) 25%% B2 55613 0
PISDT % B3 DD T N—TTE0 e Lz,

HEARTEEEFS KON, BRI IEIR (AN 1T S Pr B KOSt IS\ T, BT 5
Za—a X7 ORRERENL SIS LACEEHWTIEOE R N T A TRULE, £,



[F—DIRREIZIIT D Pr & St O THE—DOFETR LI, 72720, Prd 0 DT 1L,
StFEIE LW, B RN,

Pr LSt & =2 —w URFEBEORRIC OV T OIS A N 7T A

HNY T IA A=V T TR LZEEN S, F8E LS ROI OHFLE=a—1 2D
frfE s LT, f=a—n UHOEREHEL L Lz, ZOEHICE SN TE=a—r
7 & 4 ©D 7 )L—7(0-100, 100-200, 200-300,300- pm) (Z53FE L7, S EREEIC IS\ 20
— 7O T, Pr KOSt DIAGLAHT 21TV, mS B LML AWzt A 7T A TIE(ERE
RrarLl,

T AR SR

HRMEROBREE T TOHNY T LA A= ZITIA T, MIREBE T TO B AL LA
A=V T b T o1z, WIRBREE T OA A —V 0 73 HEMEIRER & F—~ 7 22 T,
H R HEAR & [F— OS¢, BilRlo@E 6 1 EBILL EZE T CTiThbi -, SEEEED AT —
UNMEB L, A A=V 7oA AW T, fgilRloA A —T 7 LE—fEko A A
— U T B T o Tz, WIIRITERAID 4 BFE(ZT3-6)IZ75F TITV, #2001 BFEZT7)IZ H FH
7oA EREIR 21T ¥ 7o, B A EE LIIREECOWIIRZIT 2 72, ~ 7 ADOFUZ A 2R X
T LT T a—dEE A W, HEEIE 3T BHEOBE L IRIEE T X A TEDIEL,
DAEIE 7 4 FERWHHIC BB S5 2 LT, WilR%1T -7, EEG/EMG [ZHIZFék L. i@
WOWIA A—T 0 7 LARROFIET 4 BEICHERTFREEO X 27 U 7 %2470, Wik
TR AEDY 20 BPLL Bfkfe L TV DI A REEE & HE L7z, F72. BEG 725 1 /15 4Hz
WZBIT B /8T — 27 RV E(SWA:slow wave activity) D &2 FH L, ZT7 (2380 Tl
R D SWA O LEFZFERB LIz, IS T LA A= TIE 14 K5 16 RF(ZT5,6) £ TD
2 IR 22 TR, 16 e D 17 RH(ZT7)E T 1 i) 2 [BHEMEIR & L TiT o7,

Wk L ONEEREIR CO BN T AA A= 0 T8 LU

WriR s O REE T — 2 (T IXWTIRBHAR 3, 4 BFR(ZTS5,6)D 7 — & &\, BilR# o [a] 15 RER
(NREM [EIR) DT — Z 12T iR 1 Bef@ZT7YOF — & 2 viz, lisdg s LT, R
M D B R IEIR O REL(ZTS,6)8 & OV NREM EIR(ZT7) DT — & % W CTHT 24T > 7=,

WHR K ORHEIER COH N T LA A=V TEBIZONWTH BG LA A=Y 7
B & [FER D FHE T = 2 — 1 VEOEIEIRE ORRY T — 2 (F) 2R L7, £ b0
FERAIKI LD g V3 s Y ORFFINAGREE 2 Az,

Fo. WIREBROEERYT —Z (FYIZ DWW TH, BHRMER & [F— DO FET GGM &
THREEATHIAZHEE L, =2 —n U[H 0D FC TR R & OB SR B I DWW TR 2
Tole, RBETHIAZHET 2 & ZTRET HIEANL/ ST A —2 1%, (BRI BRI
MEIREE & Rl CAEAME A L=, $72. Pr<° St OBRCHRE L ORRIZOWT HFRI—D Tk



TROT,



HEEYEF O ENE NREM BEIR T2 bK< REM BEIRFIZHR bR < 72 %

FT w7 R—= I Ly R VAR AT T2 o6 EREE 2 T B R 2R RN TR
7N To=a—nm LYV TOMRIEE) 2 81455 L 72 (Fig. 2A) (Kanda et al. 2016),

—n CF%FE\:EI’\J human synapsin-1 promotor @ itz GCaMP6s iE{xf(Chen et al. 2013)%?%
ST T JHEET A NV AR B —(AAV)Z BB I ORGITHEAT H 2 & T, DTy LK

SMEE IS VX GCaMP6s BB, MEO = o —a VCRBL S, By DA
ARA=T T ETolz, RRICHE = —a v =2 —a V20T 5720, R
SR Ip A NA JiEZE W2 BRI FIEICE S < 43 T/ < (Nowak et al. 2003),
GABA = = — 1 VREHEAYIZ tdTomato Z 3 HlL 95 Vgat-tdTomato ¥~ 7 A & W T LT,
Vgat-tdTomato ~ 7 A D tdTomato FEELRFEMEIZ-DUWNTIE, FISH 6 X OV e ta 2170,
tdTomato 75 GABA fFEIfh =2 —m VIZEIE L TWDH Z & & L 72 (Fig. 2C,
tdTomato+/Gadl+ cells, 98.9%; tdTomato+/Gad1- cells, 0.3%; tdTomato-/Gadl+ cells, 0.8%; n =
913 cells JEFNEFES 2,3 J&, n = 3 mice), LLEDOTFIEIC LY, GCaMP6s 7211 Z 3B L T\ 5
Za—u UPREEg = 2 — a2 GCaMP6s & (2 tdTomato Z %8B L TH == —1 U &)
B =2 — v v L HE LI (Fig. 2B), BIEFEBRITIIAHI(ZTI-DITITV, Z O~ 7 A IXIEH
ZEESNTZEE EFBEMETO MLy FIA0 RICRFESIRT . I D LA X —
U7 Mg, fhE A sk Uiz, (Fig 3AB), TG TBAMSEIC L aBIs T, HEME=
—arBIOMHIE= 2 —a r DRRITBRE L Z 82 THY, ?_Z}Miﬁofﬁéﬁ@jﬁﬂwﬁg

BT D FS ) 2fE B & —2 L T 7= (DeFelipe, Alonso-Nanclares, and Arellano 2002),

Eﬁ%ﬂ 2. MERFTRHRRAE T O/ 4 D=2 —n BT DMRIEENIC OV T~ T, BT

= o — 1 ORI ARG EIOMA] & L TIE NREM REIR TR &KX L, REM HEIR Th
# b5 L7=(Fig. 3C, all comparisons, p < 0.001, ANOVA followed by Tukey—Kramer test), 454
DIFFRHEE) D72 % 75 53 HiE NREM BEHR & FEEE TI3TV MEZ 7~ —77 T, REM EIR Tl
=i % 7~ L 72 (Fig. 3C, mean+SD of Z-scored fluorescence intensity (Fz), n = 783 cells; Wake,
0.22+0.18; NREM, -0.16+0.14; REM, 0.35+0.67), #filf==—rm o OIFE T HHEN =2 —
1 > & [RIER O 2 7k L7 (Fig. 3C, Fz, n = 193 cells; Wake, 0.25+0.19; NREM, -0.17+0.14;
REM, 0.37+0.71; all comparisons, p < 0.001, ANOVA followed by Tukey—Kramer test), = D&
B, REM MEIR CT= = — o > i5E)A% & < . NREM BEIR TR & v 9 fER 1T, AR
FIFIEIC L > TH LN TWIRERIZK S —E L Tu /o (Evarts 1964; Hengen et al. 2016;
Hobson and McCarley 1971; Vyazovskiy et al. 2009; Watson et al. 2016a),

WAZHEIREREIZAE > THE A D=2 — 1 AZB T DMRIEEIN L O L 9 I2ZE L T
DTN TIATZ, BB, MM, 2 D=a—m 09 5 K 30%REE T
O RERIEE) 2 o~ L72(Fig. 3D), £ LT, N6 D= o —n81 U0 &K B IS E O IESE)
%7~ L72 DX NREM HEAR & REM BEIR CIZIE R TH - 7=(Fig. 3E, W>N>R, W>R>N), *
7o, BTO=a—a 09 b, KR5S REM BEIR T b mOMRIEE 2R L, 260



=2 —1 D 90%LL EATEE T & B IZE VO MRRIESE) 2~ L 7= (Fig. 3D,E, R>-W>N), H(Z
NREM HEIR Che b @O RIEE 2 A5 =2 — a3 45%E 07 <. 5D 80%IT5H
AR C 3% B IS m O RIS E) 2 7% L 7= (Fig. 3D,E, N>W>R), L»»L, N>W>R Z/R"§==2—
2D 625%EMEitE=a—a RN EOTEY, 2O X5 it i2 R lEE =2 —n
SNITLK A TH o7, 2 NREM BER & REM BEIR T2 & O ARIEEI 2R T = =
— 1 Y (N>R>W, R>N>W, N=R>W)iZ Z< D TH Y . ZAUTEEEF O = = — = > |X NREM
MR & REM BEAR CVEEN§ 2 =2 — o IMEICER 2 D 2 & 2R L7z, B2, REM HER
TiOMRIEE N m < 725 =2 —m %, REESS NREM HEIR The b & EI @< 725
Za—m L LT, MERIEEN N & < e B EA & FR D 72 ( Fig. 3F, p < 0.001, ANOVA
followed by Tukey—Kramer test),

NREM HEIR TIIMRRIEEIORE N> E 2395 F 56— 5T, REM MEIR CTIXifiE %

HEAR FERRIRAE IS 31T 2 ST BRI D2 kA R D 72, GGM % FHWT FC #3EA L,
HEN = 2 — 8 X7 EBIT 5 FC OE(bZi~<7-, GGM X glasso 7 /LT U X A%
TEHEEN, GGM IZ k> T=a2—a UMD FC OFELMENE) ND, HH=a—n
CETTHRIRENS . M TH D EE, TD=a—n U FAEE FC 2 T5Z &R,
Fo. A REO RN LD FC ZH0 Bz FC 238 < 72, MR A R T A —4
(0)EHAN LTz, ZDFEMHD T T, FC AR (Pr)¥s L O FC FZRIREE (St) & &\ V7=, Figure.
AAVTE T FC 2R L TR Y | #EE Sz FC OBULRER & bl L T, NREM R ¢/
72< . REM BEIR CEINL CTWAEEFZ2/R LT 5D, Pr ORI EEN, mElt=a—n
VD= a—a T BT AREICEID 577, REM BEIR TR b B < . NREM HEAR CHt
HIRLS e DM AR L, #filE= 2 —wn VR TIEE O R 2358 < A S 372 (Fig. 4B, mean
Pr, Exc—Exc pair, 0.11+0.12 in W; 0.09£0.11 in N, 0.13+0.15 in R; Exc—Inh pair, 0.11£0.13 in W,
0.094£0.11 in N, 0.14+0.16 in R; Inh-Inh pair, 0.11£0.14 in W; 0.09+£0.12 in N, 0.16+0.17 in R),
F 72 St Tl NREM HEIR THRAIEIE 2 b 238D 2 & OO SEEEITHER T ERIREE TR
& 2B & 7R 72 /> - 7= (Fig. 4C, mean St, Exc—Exc pair, 0.14+0.08 in W; 0.1440.05 in N,
0.13£0.07 in R; Exc—Inh pair, 0.14£0.08 in W; 0.14+0.05 in N, 0.13+0.07 in R; Inh—Inh pair,
0.14+0.08 in W; 0.15+0.05 in N, 0.13+£0.06 in R), 7272, == —1w > O L OMEIRTELC
BWTH, Pré Stick HBARMEITR bR )N > T (Fig. 5A).

EVEERERE AR R 2 AT D =2 — 0 U ST I IEIR R IC L > ThMEEF S D

FC Z TR 2713, MERTEERR B ENEL T 20OV TRz, L D=2 —
0 X7 % Pri8 L O St OABEIZFE DUV THXHINC 4 BeBEITNAGL 3 0T (WD) 2470, BEAR
FEEE CINERL D2 Z b L 7= (1st 2> B 4th DNEIS B A & KA % 7~ 97)(Fig. 6), AR EE
M D% Aoy DIFAEMEE N EN 2 &1, Pr =<0 St DNEMLO AFVERDL Y 23072 < | HEIRTEE
I CFC 2T 2 X713 n3 D BEINTNWD Z E2Rd, —H T, [FEME



D) —\Z oA AU, BEIRREERE TR T 2 T IIRELSET 5 2 L &2RT, Pricon
T, T RS 2 T BE D B 9564 Bl oy OAFERER DS S OMEANC H Y | Pr v mv =
= — 1 X7 (Fig. 6A, wake-1st/NREM-1st Pr pairs, >15.1%; wake-1st/REM-1st Pr pairs,
>12.0%; NREM-1st/REM-1st Pr pairs, >15.4%)33 & OMEV 7 (Fig. 6A, wake-4th/NREM-4th Pr
pairs, >14.6%; wake-4th/REM-4th Pr pairs, >17.2%; NREM-4th/REM-4th Pr pairs, >20.6%){3% 3t
LT, Z2D7, K=o —n T O FC 2T 2 M= Pr ONARLIT, MEIRTEE
Hﬂofj(%‘—_\“ BREET 22 LTV RSNz, — T T St Tl MFIEMERNE—1k
9 AR % 7~ L (Fig. 6B, wake-1st/NREM-1st St pairs, >12.6%; Wake-1st/REM-1st St pairs,
>10.9%; NREM-1st/REM-1st St pairs, >11.9%; wake-4th/NREM-4th St pairs, >12.6%; Wake-
4th/REM-4th St pairs, >10.8%; NREM-4th/REM-4th St pairs, >12.8%). St CIXHEIRT LM TP
PUEII R & BB NS b D 57, St DIEIIA =2 —a U _XTHTRES AL
TWD I EDRSHL, StiF=a—nu XTI, BERTEECME > TRE AT 5 2 L i
R ST,

WHIR 3R AT RIS OREREROFE B MEDRE &2 FIF 5

BEAR (X, WHR 3~ 5 Z & CHEIRIE2NE £V | 2 ORIEIRIEOfE O 7= O IZ [REER 235 |
EWV) AEFRRTENE T D, E 2T, BRI X ARG EI O & bR KON BT =
2= Fy FU— I EED BT OW T, WIRFERR G K ORI MR 25T, Bl

BEF CEEMEEE ZHWT ZT3 206 ZT6 £ CWilR 21T 9 Z & T(Fig. 7A). ZT5, 6 (WK
FBr, ZT7 \Z[EHEREIRER DA A —2 v 7 %475 12 (Fig. T1B), ~ U ADEAIZT & MTJE
ZMTHZ L THIIRZITVN, ZT5, 6 TOR ERMEIRKHH O 2580 7= (Fig. 7C,D, % of
NREM sleep at ZT5-6, 61.4+4.5% without SD, 11.3+£6.3% with SD , n=5 mice, p<0.003, paired t-
test), WrRZEHRIL A HIERFIZFR CHW e~ U X ERI—0O~ 7 22 v, B FEIEIRER & [
—HI DA A=V T AT o T, O, ARIERE LOWIIRER CTIXRI L =a—1

DI AT > 1=,
KrD=2—0 rOMRIEENCOWTHIER L& 2 A, BB = o2 —n (2B W TR

OMRRTEENXRRFHIC 31T 2 B B2 REE P OMRIESE) & ik LIENTIIH 23R T %
72 7= (Fig. 7F, mean (AF/F)t for wakefulness at ZT5-6, 0.68+0.46 without SD, 0.55+0.36 with
SD, n=539 cells, P<0.0001, Wilcoxon signed rank test), M= = — 1 > TITEWITZFRD 720
- 72 (Fig. 7F, mean (AF/F)t for wakefulness at ZT5-6, 0.56+0.38 without SD, 0.49+0.22 with SD,
n=120 cells, P=0.20, Wilcoxon signed rank test), —7J7C, FC 2D\ Tix, WilRIZEL Y Z<E
{bZFR(Fig. 7G). PriZ >\ Tt = = — o VI R & BN E T 5 — T, B
Bl = o —0 U CIEE L ZFR O 72 ) » 72 (Fig. 7TH, median of Pr, Exc-Exc pair, 0.06 in W
without SD, 0.06 in W during SD, n=31 422 pairs; Exc—Inh pair, 0.06 in W no SD, 0.09 in W during
SD, n=12 740 pairs; Inh—Inh pair, 0.04 in W no SD, 0.14 in W during SD, n=1412 pairs), F 7=t
RPIIETO=2—m 2 R_7 T St T L7722, FicifiitE=a—n o TRE EmL



72(Fig. 71, median of St, Exc—Exc pair, 0.12 in W no SD, 0.14 in W during SD, n=18 458 pairs;
Exc—Inh pair, 0.13 in W no SD, 0.16 in W during SD, n=8096 pairs; Inh—Inh pair, 0.14 in W no SD,
0.20 in W during SD, n=853 pairs), Z LD DFEFRN G, WilRFITRETREEIE O FC 235581k
SND T ENIRENT,

] 17 PR | T RE RS B PE D TR 25560 %

WIZEEREIR > NREM BEIR(ZT7)C DWW T 6 Wk & [FIEEICFH~~7=, NREM REIR T
SWA 2 DU TIXWriR % I H#90 % F8 8 (Fig. 8C, 38.0% in the absence of SD, 41.6% in the
presence of SD, n=5 mice, P=0.013, paired t-test), WriRIZ L 2 HEIRT O £ % 788 7= (Borbély
1982), ZT7 (281 5 HRMEIRIZIIT 2D NREM HEAR & [AIfEREAR 23517 5 NREM REIRIZ
WTOMREIEENE, BN =2 —n 2 fifiitt= o —n 2 & BICARREZRD o1
(Fig. 8A,B, Exc, 0.37+0.15 without SD, 0.35+0.16 with SD, n=539 cells, P=0.06, Wilcoxon signed
rank test; Inh, 0.33+0.12 without SD, 0.32+0.14 with SD, n=120 cells, P=0.51, Wilcoxon signed
rank test), — /7, HZEHEIR & [BEIERICIBIT 5K % D= o —na » OMRIEENIMIRIZ LD
BAUITRD 2N H 200 5, FC 12 OW TEWHRIC & » TRk & < &1k L 7= (Fig. 8D),
[ITEMEIRIZH5 1T D Pr X B FEHEIR & e U, ORIl =2 — e T TR 5 —
T, Wit = = —a X7 TIEZA b L 72 9> - 7= (Fig. 8E, Pr median, Exc—Exc pair, 0.06 in N
no SD, 0.02 in N after SD; Exc—Inh pair, 0.05 in N no SD, 0.02 in N after SD; Inh—Inh pair, 0.03 in
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10.1% in Exc—Inh,12.5% in Inh-Inh), Z#uiL, WilR CIlXpEEE Lev == —a D FC 2385
FLZENRBRE N, BIZ, FHEHERTIZ300um BO=a—r VO Prif, ==2—n
YORFICED LT, MW Pr AFF o= o — 1 T N HEITHD L(Fig. 10A, at a distance of
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