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Impact of presynaptic voltage transients on postsynaptic spike
timing at a graded synapse in the fly motion vision system
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When a presynaptic VS cell is voltage clamped V1 spikes are accompanied by a brief hyperpolari- unaffected. However, the in- e Vo nenaiin . mossmat
zing current transients in the clamped VS cell (C). Some V1 spikes (3.1%) are not accompanied by terspike interval distribution of V1 spikes was affected. While in the non-clamped situation (L) many
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