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Abstract

Modern deep networks operate in a rough, finite-regularity regime where
Jacobian-induced operators exhibit heavy-tailed spectra and strong basis drift.
In this work, we derive a unified operator-theoretoretic description of neural
training dynamics directly from gradient descent. Starting from the exact
evolution é¢; = — M (t)e; in function space, we apply Kato perturbation the-
ory to obtain a rigorous system of coupled mode ODEs and show that, after
coarse-graining, these dynamics converge to a spectral transport—dissipation
PDE

9tg + O\(vg) = —Ag+ S,

where v captures eigenbasis drift and S encodes nonlocal spectral coupling.

We prove that neural training preserves functional regularity, forcing the
drift to take an asymptotic power-law form v(\,¢) ~ —c(t)A’. In the weak-
coupling regime—naturally induced by spectral locality and SGD noise—
the PDE admits self-similar solutions with a resolution frontier, polynomial
amplitude growth, and power-law dissipation. This structure yields explicit
scaling-law exponents, explains the geometry of double descent, and shows
that the effective training time satisfies 7(¢) = t“ L(t) for slowly varying L.

Finally, we show that NTK training and feature learning arise as two lim-
its of the same PDE: v = 0 recovers lazy dynamics, while v # 0 produces
representation drift. Our results provide a unified spectral framework con-
necting operator geometry, optimization dynamics, and the universal scaling
behavior of modern deep networks.
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1 Introduction

Deep neural networks are high-dimensional, non-convex and strongly nonlinear
dynamical systems. Yet, when trained in reasonably “well-behaved” configurations—
with suitable architectures, data, and optimization procedures—their performance
exhibits remarkably simple and robust regularities. Most prominently, a large body
of empirical work has shown that training and test losses, as well as downstream
metrics such as perplexity and accuracy, obey scaling laws: they decay approx-
imately as power laws in model size, dataset size, or total compute budget over
many orders of magnitude [Hestness et al., 2017, |Kaplan et al., 2020, [Henighan
et al., 2020, Hoffmann et al., 2022, Hernandez et al., 2021}, 'Wei1 et al., [2022]]. The
governing form of power laws are strikingly stable across model families and train-
ing recipes, and they provide quantitatively useful predictions for the returns of
additional compute or data.

From the viewpoint of dynamical systems, this is surprising. There is no ob-
vious reason why a complex, strongly nonlinear system evolving under stochastic
gradient descent (SGD) should behave, at macroscopic scales, like a quasi-linear
process with simple power-law asymptotics. Nevertheless, scaling laws appear
to be extremely robust, and they extend beyond vanilla pretraining to phenomena
such as precision scaling [[Kumar et al.,2024]], pruning and sparsification [Sorscher
et al., |2022| [Rosenfeld et al.| 2021} Blalock et al., [2020]]. More recently, even the
“densification” of large language models has been reported to follow a law-like
behavior [Xiao et al., |2025]. These observations strongly suggest that there exists
an underlying dynamical structure which controls how error is redistributed and
dissipated during training, and which manifests macroscopically as scaling laws.

Existing theories: NTK and feature-learning dynamics. Several theoretical
frameworks attempt to explain (parts of) these regularities. One influential line of
work is based on the neural tangent kernel (NTK) [Jacot et al.| 2018blal [Lee et al.,
2019a, [Bietti and Bach, 2021]. In the infinite-width or “lazy” regime, gradient
descent on the parameters induces an approximately linear evolution in function
space, with a fixed kernel that determines both convergence rates and the implicit
inductive bias. This framework can explain early notions of spectral bias [Rahaman
et al., 2019] and yields some scaling-like behavior for suitably idealized models.
However, it fundamentally assumes that the feature map is frozen during train-
ing. A growing body of empirical and theoretical work has shown that, in realistic
networks at finite width and realistic scales, feature representations evolve substan-
tially during training [Vyas et al.| 2023, Wang et al., |2023|], and NTK predictions
can break down both quantitatively and qualitatively in these regimes.

A second line of work explicitly incorporates feature learning. Mean-field



and tensor-program approaches [Yang|, 2021}, (Canatar and Pehlevanl 2022] study
how the effective kernel evolves during training, and recent work from the Pehle-
van group has proposed dynamical models of neural scaling laws in both NTK-
like and feature-learning regimes [Bordelon et al., 2024} |Bordelon and Pehlevan,
2024| 'Wang et al.,|2023]]. These models can explain how feature learning can im-
prove or modify neural scaling laws, and they capture rich behavior beyond the
pure lazy regime. However, they typically rely on strong mean-field assumptions,
and they treat the NTK and feature-learning regimes via distinct approximations.
As a consequence, they do not provide a single, unified dynamical equation that
continuously interpolates between lazy and rich regimes, nor do they give a fully
operator-theoretic description of how features and “spectral” structure co-evolve
under gradient descent.

A generalized spectral perspective on scaling and compression. In parallel,
there has been substantial progress in understanding how scaling laws interact
with compression and sparsification. Empirical works show that pruning and data
pruning can “beat” naive scaling by implicitly exploiting structure in the task and
data [Sorscher et al., 2022, [Rosenfeld et al., 2021}, | Blalock et al., [2020], while clas-
sical and modern compression techniques [LeCun et al., 1990, |Han et al.| [2016b,
Nagel et al.l 2021} [Frantar et al., [2022] |Dettmers et al., [2022, IMolchanov et al.|
2017, |Lee et al., 2019bl Wang et al., 2020]] reveal that trained networks admit low-
precision or sparse representations which still preserve most of their performance.
These observations motivate viewing training not only as minimizing loss, but also
as organizing information across a spectrum of “modes” that differ in complexity
and difficulty.

/hang|[2025]] proposed an effective generalized spectral dynamics (GSD) frame-
work that unifies several of these phenomena. In that work, the training dynamics
were modeled directly in a spectral representation of the error, and it was conjec-
tured that:

Different observed scaling laws—in parameters, data, precision, prun-
ing, and densification—may all be manifestations of a single underly-
ing spectral dynamical equation, which admits different approximate
forms in different regimes due to different parameter configurations.

The GSD framework showed that a simple, self-similar spectral evolution can
simultaneously explain neural scaling laws and the empirical laws observed for
quantization, pruning, and model densification. However, that model was intro-
duced as an effective spectral equation: it did not derive the spectral dynamics
directly from gradient descent on a neural network, and it did not yet clarify how



feature learning, basis drift, and mode coupling arise from the underlying function-
space dynamics.

This work: deriving the underlying dynamical equation from gradient de-
scent. Motivated by these observations, we take a more fundamental point of
view. We ask:

If scaling laws are so stable and universal, what is the underlying
dynamical equation that produces them, and how does this equation
emerge from gradient descent on a neural network?

To address this, we work directly in the Hilbert space H = L?(p) induced
by the data distribution, and we view the network as a time-dependent function
f@(t) € H. For mean-squared error (MSE) loss with vanilla gradient descent, the
error e; = f* — fy(4) evolves as

ét = —M(t)et,

where M (t) = Jg(t)fg( £ is a self-adjoint operator constructed from the network
Jacobian. Crucially, we do not impose any structural assumptions such as fixed
features, invariant kernels, or training occurring along a prescribed set of modes.
Instead, the only operator governing the evolution is the time-dependent function-
space operator induced directly by the network’s Jacobian and gradient descent.
We then perform a time-dependent spectral decomposition of M (¢) and study the
evolution of the error in this instantaneous eigenbasis.

Our first main step is to derive an exact system of coupled ordinary differ-
ential equations (ODEs) for the error amplitudes in this drifting eigenbasis, using
Kato’s perturbation theory. This yields a fully rigorous, but highly nonlocal, mode-
coupled dynamics. In particular, we index the instantaneous eigenbasis of M (t) by
discrete mode labels u € U/, and write

M(t)pu(t) = Au(t) pult), € = Z Gu(t) u(t).

With this notation, Kato’s perturbation theory yields the exact coupled mode ODE

Orgu(t) + Z 9o (t) Qusu(t) = =Au(t) gu(t),
vFEU

where the coupling kernel is




The second step is inspired by statistical physics: instead of tracking each in-
dividual mode, we consider the statistical evolution of the fotal error at a given
spectral value. This coarse-graining over many discrete modes—treating densely
populated regions of the spectrum as effectively continuous—naturally yields a
continuous spectral partial differential equation (PDE) for the error density g(\, t):

Ag( A, t) + Ox(v(N, t)g(A, 1)) = —Ag(\ 1) + S(A, 1),

where v encodes the drift of the eigenbasis in “resolution space” and S encodes
mode coupling. The coarse-grained coupling term is given by

SOVt ~ / gV, 1) QN A, 1) dN

as the continuous analogue of the discrete sum ngu o Dy

A key structural property of €2 is that mode coupling decays as spectral separa-
tion increases: (X', A,t) — 0 for distant modes (i.e. |\ — A| is large). Thus the
interaction is local. We show that this implies a natural notion of weak coupling,
under which the source term .S is asymptotically smaller than the local dissipation
term —\g. In the zero-coupling limit, the spectral PDE reduces to a dissipative
transport equation. In this regime, we prove that regularity preservation combined
with the low regularity of ReLU networks forces the drift speed to take a power-law
form

v(\ 1) ~ —c(t)A’, b >0,

and that the resulting PDE admits a self-similar solution whose structure coincides
with the GSD form proposed in Zhang| [2025]). In particular, the error concentrates
below a moving “learning frontier” A(*) in resolution space, and the motion of this
frontier directly yields power-law scaling of the loss as a function of an effective
training time 7(¢).

Contributions. Conceptually, this paper turns the GSD picture from an effec-
tive model into a dynamical theory derived directly from gradient descent. More
concretely, our contributions are:

1. We formulate the training dynamics purely in function space H = L?(p) for
MSE loss with vanilla gradient descent, without introducing explicit task or
data operators. We derive an exact time-dependent spectral decomposition
and a mode-coupled ODE system for the error amplitudes.

2. By coarse-graining over spectral shells, we obtain a rigorous spectral PDE

Org + Ox(vg) = —Xg+ S



that describes how error mass is transported and dissipated across a con-
tinuum of modes, with v capturing eigenbasis drift and S capturing mode
coupling.

3. We show that, under mild regularity-preserving assumptions and the low dif-
ferential order of ReLU networks, the spectral drift speed obeys a power law
v(\, t) ~ —c(t)Ab. Combined with a weak-coupling condition that becomes
natural in realistic deep networks, this leads to a dissipative transport equa-
tion with self-similar solutions of the GSD form.

4. We demonstrate that, in the weak-coupling limit, the spectral PDE naturally
yields neural scaling laws: the loss behaves as

L(t) ~ 7(t)”" x (slowly varying),

where the exponent -y is determined by the spectral tail of the target function,
the effective smoothness of the network, and the time reparameterization
induced by the optimizer. Thus, scaling laws emerge as a direct consequence
of the underlying spectral dynamics, rather than being postulated.

5. Our framework shows that lazy (NTK) training and feature learning arise
from the same spectral transport equation, distinguished only by the pres-
ence or absence of drift. When v(\,t) = 0, features are frozen and the
dynamics reduce to NTK; when drift is active, representations move and
feature learning emerges. Thus both regimes are unified as two limits of a
single drift—dissipation mechanism.

In the rest of the paper, we make these statements precise.

* Section 2 introduces the operator-theoretic formulation of neural training,
including the Hilbert-space representation, the error evolution equation é¢; =
— M (t)ey, and its time-dependent spectral decomposition.

* Section 3 applies Kato perturbation theory to derive an exact system of cou-
pled mode ODEs and shows how coarse-graining yields the spectral PDE
governing transport of error across resolutions.

* Section 4 establishes that neural training preserves regularity and conse-
quently induces a power-law spectral drift v(\,¢) ~ —c(t) A, providing the
structural foundation of the transport term.

* Section 5 solves the resulting PDE in the weak-coupling regime, demonstrat-
ing self-similar evolution, the emergence of a resolution frontier, geometric
amplitude growth A(t), and the onset of double descent.



* Section 6 proves that stable training necessarily induces a polynomial-order
effective time reparameterization 7(t) = t*L(t) with L(t) slowly varying
in the sense of Karamata, explaining the universality and robustness of ob-
served scaling exponents.

* Section 7 shows that GRSD unifies NTK and feature learning by revealing
both as limits of a single drift—dissipation mechanism, governed solely by
whether the drift term v(\, ) is active.

* Section 8 presents related works, and Section 10 outlines implications for
multi-task and self-supervised learning and highlights open questions about
the quantitative role of SGD noise in suppressing global coupling.

2 Preliminaries: Function-Space Dynamics and Error Evo-
lution

We consider supervised learning with mean-squared error (MSE) loss in the Hilbert
space H = L?(p) induced by the data distribution p(x). All functions are identified
up to sets of measure zero, and the inner product is defined by

(f.9) = Eanp [f(2)g(2)],  IfI3=(f. F).

2.1 Neural networks as functions in L?(p)

A neural network with parameters § € R represents a time-dependent function
f@(t) € H. Given a target function f* € H, we define the error at time ¢ as

ep = f*— f@(t)~

Throughout this work, we emphasize that no structural assumptions such as fixed
features, invariant kernels, or predetermined mode decompositions are imposed:
the representation fy(;) is allowed to evolve freely in H, and all structure in the
dynamics arises directly from gradient descent.

2.2 Gradient descent induces a linear evolution in function space
For MSE loss, . .
£6) = 5 1F" = foll3 = 5 lell3,

the gradient flow in parameter space is

O(t) = —VoL(6(t)).



By the chain rule,

&y = —Jpr) 0(t),
where Jp: RN — H denotes the Jacobian operator (Jpv)(z) = Vg fo(z) - v.
Substituting the gradient flow equation gives

et = Jow Jo et
Thus the error evolves according to a linear operator in function space:

ét - _M(t) et, M(t) = Jg(t) Jz(t)

The operator M (t) is self-adjoint and positive semidefinite. It is the only operator
that governs the evolution of the error in our analysis; its time dependence reflects
the evolving representation of the network under gradient descent.

In this section we work in the continuous-time gradient flow limit,

O(t) = —VoL(0(1)),

which corresponds to taking the learning rate to be infinitesimal. A discrete-time
update with (possibly time-varying) step sizes 7,

Or+1 = O — VoL (Or),

can be viewed as a time reparameterization of this flow, where the effective training
time is proportional to the accumulated step size ) _, n5. Thus, learning rate sched-
ules do not change the form of the operator dynamics é; = —M (t)e;; instead, they
induce a non-uniform rescaling of time that will later be absorbed into the effective
time variable 7(¢) in our spectral analysis.

2.3 Spectral decomposition of )/ (¢)

For each fixed t, the operator M (t) acts on a finite-dimensional subspace of H
determined by the network’s Jacobian, and therefore admits a discrete spectral de-
composition. We write

M(t) (Pu(t) = )‘u(t) (Pu(t)a u € U(t),
where U(t) is a finite or countable index set, the eigenvalues A\, (¢) > 0, and the

eigenfunctions {y(t)}yecu(+) form an orthonormal family in H. Expanding the
error in this moving eigenbasis gives

et = Z QU(t) SOU(t)-
u€U(t)

The amplitudes g,,(t) encode how much error lies along each instantaneous mode
of M (t), and the time dependence of both A, (¢) and ¢, (¢) reflects the evolution of
the network’s representation.



2.4 Why a spectral formulation?

Although M (t) generally has low rank compared to the ambient dimension of H,
its eigenstructure provides a natural lens on the error dynamics. The eigenvalues
A (t) quantify the rate at which error aligned with mode w is dissipated, while the
evolution of ,,(t) captures the “feature learning” aspect of training. In Section
we show that the amplitudes g, (t) satisfy a rigorous, coupled system of mode
ODEs derived from Kato’s perturbation theory. In Section we then coarse-
grain these discrete modes to obtain a continuous spectral PDE that describes the
statistical redistribution of error across many nearby modes.

3 From Modewise ODEs to a Spectral PDE

In this section we derive the fundamental spectral evolution equation that governs
the dynamics of the error under gradient descent. Starting from the function-space
evolution é; = —M (t)e; established in Section 2] we first express the dynamics in
the instantaneous eigenbasis of M (t), obtaining an exact system of coupled mode
ODEs. We then coarse-grain over many discrete modes to obtain a continuous
description in spectral space, which will later give rise to power-law drift and self-
similar scaling behavior.

3.1 Exact Mode ODE:s in a Drifting Eigenbasis

For each time ¢, the operator M (t) = Jy)J} ) is self-adjoint and positive semidef-

inite, acting on a finite-dimensional subspace of H = L?(p). Thus its spectrum is
discrete. Let

M(t)@u(t) = Au(t) ‘pu(t)a u € U(t),

denote an orthonormal eigenbasis of M (t). Expanding the error in this moving
basis gives

€t = ZQU(t) Pu(t), gu(t) = (et, pu(l)).
u
Differentiating in time yields

Drgu(t) = (Brer, wu(t)) + (er, Drpult)).

Using é; = — M (t)ey, the first term becomes

(=M(t)et; pu) = =Au(t)gu()-



The second term encodes the rotation of the eigenbasis. From Kato’s perturba-
tion theory [Kato, 2012, [Zwiebach, |2018]] for differential self-adjoint operators,
the evolution of the eigenfunctions satisfies

(pu(t), M(t) wu(t))

) v 7& ua
<at901)(t)7 (Pu(t» = )‘U(t) - )‘u(t)
07 v = u’
where M (t) is the operator derivative of M (t). Therefore
V() o(8))

(e0 dupult)) = 3 (1) 122

vFEU v

)
(t) - )‘u (t)

Combining both contributions, we obtain the exact coupled mode ODE:

Brgu(t) + Y 9u(t) Qusult) = —=Au(t) gu(t),
vFEU

where the coupling coefficients are

(pu(t), M(E) pu(t))
>\v (t) - )‘u (t)
This ODE system is fully rigorous and contains all aspects of the dynamics:

local dissipation —\,,g,,, nonlocal mode coupling > 2 Gv Qy_su, and the drift of
the feature basis through the time dependence of the eigenfunctions ¢, (t).

QU—)’U, (t) =

3.2 Spectral-Shell Coarse-Graining and Continuization

Although the exact ODE system is mathematically correct, it is far too fine-grained
to yield macroscopic laws such as scaling behavior. Each mode u has its own
highly nonlinear trajectory, and the coupling coefficients €2,,_,,, depend on detailed
microscopic information about parameter updates and Jacobian evolution.

A more meaningful description arises by grouping together many discrete modes
whose eigenvalues are close. Define the spectral shell associated with a value A as
the set of all modes w such that A\, () ~ A. We then introduce a coarse-grained
spectral error density g(\,t) by summing the contributions of all modes in the
shell around A. In practice, densely populated regions of the spectrum become
effectively continuous, and it is natural to view A as a continuous coordinate.

This passage from discrete modes u to a continuous spectral variable X parallels
the continuum limits of kinetic theory and statistical physics, where the fine-scale
degrees of freedom are aggregated into a macroscopic distribution.

10



3.3 The Resulting Spectral PDE

The exact mode ODEs in Section [3.1] describe the evolution of individual coeffi-
cients g, (t) in the drifting eigenbasis {¢,(¢)},. However, our interest is not in
tracking each microscopic mode, but in understanding how total error mass is re-
distributed across the spectrum as training proceeds. To this end, it is natural to
work with a macroscopic spectral density.

We organize the mode amplitudes and eigenvalues into a time-dependent spec-

tral measure
Ht = Z gu (5)\“
uel

In the high-rank, densely populated spectral regime, we assume that y; admits a
density g(\, t) with respect to Lebesgue measure:

(i (dA) = g(A, t) dA.

Intuitively, g(\, t) records how much error energy is carried by modes whose in-
stantaneous eigenvalues lie near \.

The evolution of g(\,t) can be derived by testing against smooth compactly
supported functions ¢ and differentiating

/¢> g 1) dX = Zgu

in time. The first contribution comes from the change in amplitudes g,,(t), gov-
erned by the exact mode ODE; the second comes from the drift of eigenvalues
Au(t) = (@u(t), M(t)py(t)) given by Kato’s perturbation theory. In the dense
spectral regime, both effects can be expressed in terms of statistical averages over
modes with eigenvalue near ).

Concretely, we introduce:

* a mean spectral drift velocity
v(\ 1) == E[A () | Mult) = A,

capturing the average rate at which eigenvalues near A move along the spec-
tral axis;

* amean coupling term

=E[ 3 0u(6) Qumsult) | Mult) = ]

v#U

which summarizes nonlocal interactions among modes at the same spectral
location.

11



Under mild regularity and locality assumptions on M (¢) and the coupling coeffi-
cients €2,_,,(t), one finds that g satisfies the weak identity

% / 600 g0 1) d\ = / ' (0) w0\ 1) g(\ £) dA— / NGV g(A ) dAt / SV S(A 1) dA,

for all smooth compactly supported test functions ¢. An integration by parts in A
then yields the weak form of a first-order spectral transport equation; we formalize
this in Theorem [6]in Appendix

In the smooth setting, the weak formulation is equivalent to the following spec-
tral PDE, which we take as the starting point for our subsequent analysis:

Ag(X,t) + O(v(X 1) g(A, 1)) = =X g(A,t) + S(A, ¢). (1)

This equation has a direct physical interpretation: error mass in spectral space
drifts with velocity v(A, t), decays locally at rate A, and is replenished or depleted
by nonlocal spectral coupling encoded in S(A,t). In Section we will show
that, under a weak-coupling condition, S(A,¢) becomes asymptotically negligible
in the high-resolution regime, leading to a simplified transport equation that admits
self-similar solutions and scaling laws.

3.4 Spectral Coupling Decay and the Emergence of Weak Coupling

The nonlocal term S(\, ) in the spectral transport equation reflects interactions
between distinct spectral modes. In modern neural networks, however, these inter-
actions decay rapidly with spectral separation. Indeed, the coupling kernel

(pu(t), M()eu(t))
Au(t) — Ay(t)

Qv%u (t> =

is small whenever |\, (t) — A, (t)] is large: the numerator decays because M (t) acts
locally on functions of different resolution, and the denominator explicitly sup-
presses long-range mixing. Moreover, SGD noise further damps cross-resolution
interactions. Consequently, most of the coupling mass is concentrated near the
diagonal in spectral space, and S(\, t) becomes negligible in the high-resolution
regime. This weak-coupling structure justifies the simplified transport equation
derived in Section

For completeness, a detailed operator-level explanation of spectral locality and
SGD-induced coupling decay is provided in Appendix

12



3.5 Weak Coupling and the Zero-Coupling Limit
We say that the evolution is in the weak-coupling regime if
S(A\,t) =o(Ag(A,t)) uniformly over large .

In this regime, dissipation dominates over long-range coupling in spectral space,
and the PDE simplifies to

g\, t) + O\(v(\, 1) g(A, 1)) = =X g(A, ¢).

This zero-coupling limit is the starting point for the analysis of self-similar
spectral flow and scaling laws presented in Section [6]

4 Regularity Preservation and the Power-Law Structure
of Spectral Drift

The spectral transport equation developed in Section [3.3] shows that, in the weak-
coupling regime, the macroscopic redistribution of error across the spectrum is
governed by

dg(A,t) + a)\(v()" t) g(A, t)) = —Ag(A 1),

where the drift velocity

v()‘v t) = <90>\(t)7 M(t) 90)\<t)>

captures the rate at which the eigenvalue associated with mode ) moves along the
resolution axis. In this section we show that, for modern neural networks trained
by gradient descent or stochastic gradient descent, the drift term v(\, ¢) necessarily
exhibits a power-law structure in the high-resolution regime:

v(\, 1) ~ —c(t) A, b>0.
This characterization plays a central role in the emergence of self-similar spectral
dynamics and scaling laws.
4.1 Regularity Preservation in Neural Training

A key structural observation is that the learning dynamics does not increase the
differential order or “regularity class” of the functions represented by the network.
More precisely:

13



* Activation functions such as ReLU are piecewise linear. Forward propa-
gation produces functions of bounded piecewise-linear regularity, and back-
propagation via the network Jacobian Jy(;) does not introduce higher-order
derivatives.

* The MSE loss gradient lives in the same Hilbert space L?(p). The gradi-
ent update § = —VyL cannot generate higher-resolution structure than that
already encoded in the model and data distribution.

* SGD noise does not smooth or amplify high-frequency content. The
stochastic perturbation is a finite-difference sampling effect, not a differen-
tial operator; it increases variance but does not add new high-order modes.

Together, these facts imply that the model and its evolution preserve the regu-
larity class of the function space: the operator M (t) is of the same effective differ-
ential order as M (t) itself. We refer to this phenomenon as regularity preservation.

4.2 Spectral Consequences of Regularity Preservation

In classical functional analysis and kernel methods, an operator whose kernel or
action has fixed regularity exhibits a characteristic spectral decay. For a broad
class of neural architectures and data distributions, the eigenvalues of M (¢) obey

Ae(t) ~ kP >0,

reflecting the underlying roughness of the data distribution and network repre-
sentation. Since the update M (t) cannot increase the differential order, its high-
resolution action obeys a comparable law.

Projecting M (t) onto the instantaneous spectral basis yields

v(A ) = (pa(t), M(D)pa(1)) ~ CH)A®, b >0,

for sufficiently large A. The time-dependent prefactor C'(¢) reflects learning rate
scheduling, gradient norms, and other slowly varying training factors.
Thus we obtain the structural conclusion:

v(\ 1) ~ —c(t) A, b>0. (2)

The negative sign indicates that modes drift toward lower resolution as training
progresses, consistent with empirical observations and the bias of gradient descent
toward smoother solutions.

14



4.3 Interpretation and Implications for Training Dynamics

The power-law drift structure has several important consequences:

* High-resolution modes drift faster. Spectral components with large A col-
lapse rapidly under the dynamics, explaining the observed prioritization of
low-resolution structure early in training.

* Low-resolution modes drift slowly and persist. These modes dominate the
long-term learning behavior, creating a natural ordering of learned features.

* A predictable transport geometry emerges. The characteristic curves of

the PDE satisfy
d\

dt
a differential equation with a unique self-similar scaling solution.

= (),

This self-similar geometry underpins the generalized spectral dynamics de-
scribed in Section [3.5] and ultimately yields the scaling laws observed in modern
deep learning.

4.4 Summary

Regularity preservation implies that the operator M (t) inherits the same spectral
roughness as M (t). Consequently, the drift velocity in the spectral transport equa-
tion exhibits an asymptotic power-law form, independent of architectural details
or parameter dimension. This power-law drift is the foundation for the scaling
behavior analyzed in the remainder of the paper.

5 Weak-Coupling Limit and Generalized Spectral Dynam-
ics

In this section, we simplify the exact spectral transport equation derived in Sec-
tion 3 and show that, under weak coupling and power-law spectral drift, the repa-
rameterized spectral density admits a universal tail structure. A key object is the
geometric amplitude factor A(¢), whose polynomial growth plays a central role in
double descent and in the onset of scaling-law decay.

15



5.1 Exact Transport Equation in Reparameterized Coordinates

Recall the exact PDE for the spectral density:
Brg(A, 1) + O\ (A, 1) g(A, 1)) = =X g(A, 1) + S(A, 1), 3)

where v(\,t) = (pa(t), M(t)px(t)) is the drift velocity and S encodes nonlocal
mode coupling.
To factor out dissipation, we introduce the reparameterization

g(n ) = e NI g 1), @)
where ¢ solves the dissipative characteristic equation
Op(\,t) + v\ 1) DN t) =X, #(A,0) =0. (5)
Substituting (4)) into (3, we obtain
8+ v\ 1) gN 1) = S t), St =M\t (6)

This equation is free of local dissipation; g evolves purely through spectral drift
and coupling.

5.2 Weak Coupling in the High-Resolution Tail

As shown in Section 3.4, the coupling kernel

Q()\/7 )\,t) _ <¢)\(t)7)\]/\4_(t;¢)\’ (t)>

decays sharply with spectral separation due to locality of M () and the damping
effect of SGD noise. In the high-resolution tail, nonlocal interactions satisfy

IS\ 1)] < [0 (v(A, )G\ 1)) for sufficiently large . (7)
Under this weak-coupling condition, (6)) reduces to the pure transport equation

Qg(A t) + oa(v(\, 1)g( A, 1)) = 0. (8)

16



5.3 Characteristic Flow Under Power-Law Drift

Section 4 established that regularity preservation forces the drift velocity to obey
v\ t) ~ —c(t) A, b >1, )

where ¢(t) > 0 is slowly varying.
The characteristics of (8) satisfy

dr

v o b
o =—c(t)\" (10)

Solving (I0) (for slowly varying c(t)) yields

t
AP =N+ (b - 1)/ c(s) ds. (11)
0
Thus spectral mass flows monotonically from high to low resolution.

5.4 Amplitude Evolution and the Factor A(¢)

Along a characteristic curve, g satisfies

LH0).1) = (@) (A1), ) 5AD), 1) (12)

Using dyv = —c(t) bA’~!, integration gives

GOND. ) = Go(h0) exp( / cmwmb—%) . (13)

A direct evaluation of the integral in (I3), using (TI), yields the closed-form
identity

t
exp (/ e(T)bA(T)P 7t d7'> = oA (14)
0
Therefore the exact tail solution is
G =AW AT AR = A M) (15)

The function A(t) is a geometric amplitude induced by spectral drift: it reflects
Jacobian expansion of spectral mass under the characteristic flow.
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5.5 Growth Rate of the Amplitude

Using (I1)), one obtains the asymptotic form

_ _ t
A1) ~ (b - 1)7(0) ey T(t):/ o(s) ds. (16)
0
Substituting into (T3) yields
At) ~ C7(t)¥ =D, (17)

for some constant C' > 0 depending on the initial spectrum.
Thus the amplitude grows polynomially with effective training time 7(¢):

A(t) oc 7(t) /0=, (18)

This growth is monotone and slower than exponential but strong enough to
temporarily increase the global loss before dissipation dominates, forming the basis
of double descent (Section 6).

5.6 Universal Tail Structure

Combining the above results, the weak-coupling transport equation enforces the
universal tail law

GO ~ AN, A ~ (1) YO, (19)
Thus the full spectral density is

g\ 1) = e D A1) AP, (20)

5.7 Dissipation and the Resolution Frontier

From the characteristic equation 9, + vJdx¢ = A, and the drift law v(\,t) ~
—c(t) AP, Section 4 showed that the dissipation exponent takes the scaling form

(N t) ~ KX"1r(t), 1)

for some constant K > 0 depending on architecture and initialization.
The exponential suppression e 20\t Jocalizes the loss integral near the solu-
tion of
ATlr(t) &~ 1,
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which defines the resolution frontier
NS () ~ 7(t) "1/ O, (22)

Modes with A > \*(t) decay rapidly, whereas modes with A < A*(¢) are only
weakly dissipated. The frontier determines the location of the dominant contribu-
tion to the loss.

Thus the full spectral density is

g\ 1) = e KA \—by () b/ (0-1) (23)

This structure — a universal power-law tail modulated by a geometric ampli-
tude and dissipative exponent — is the foundation of scaling-law decay and the
transient error growth analyzed in Section 6.

Besides, regarding the effective time 7(¢), we have the following theorem to
present that it is at most polynomial if the training of the network is stable:

Theorem 1 (Polynomial Growth of the Effective Time). Let the drift strength c(t)
of the spectral velocity v(\, t) ~ —c(t)\? be determined by the gradient statistics
of a neural network trained with a stable optimizer (SGD, AdamW, momentum
SGD) under bounded gradient norms and non-exploding learning-rate schedules.
Then the effective time

() = /O tc(s) ds

satisfies
T(t) =t L(t), a >0,

where L(t) is a slowly varying function in the sense of Karamata:
lim ——= =1 vk > 0.

In particular, 7(t) is asymptotically polynomial up to a slowly varying correction.

6 Self-Similar Spectral Dynamics and the Origin of Dou-
ble Descent

Building on the weak-coupling solution in Section 5, we now analyze the full spec-
tral density
g\ 1) = e KA \—br(3) b/ (0-1) (24)

The structure (24)) contains two competing effects:
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(i) Geometric expansion via drift. The term A(t) = 7(t) %/ (=1 grows poly-
nomially in time. This expansion originates purely from spectral transport:
basis drift compresses spectral coordinates, and the associated Jacobian fac-
tor increases the mass density of the reparameterized spectrum.

(ii) Dissipation via ¢()\,t). The factor e~ ?M) = =K AP () suppresses
high-resolution components at a rate that increases with both A and ¢.

The tension between these two mechanisms induces a characteristic rise-then-
fall behavior of the global loss L(t), giving rise to double descent.

6.1 Early-Time Regime: Amplitude-Driven Growth of the Loss
At small 7(t), dissipation is negligible:

e 2000 ~ 1.

Thus the global loss

is dominated by

=
X

o
A(t)? / A720a. (25)
Since A(t) ~ 7(t)% (=1 we obtain the early-time scaling
L(t) o 7(t)2/(=1), (26)
Interpretation. The polynomial growth of A(t) is a purely geometric effect:
drift compresses high-resolution coordinates, and the corresponding Jacobian boosts
spectral density. This effect increases the loss at early times, even though gradient

descent is running.
Thus,

the average loss of each eigen value will initially increase.

This provides the first half of the double-descent curve.
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6.2 Intermediate and Late-Time Regimes: Frontier-Dominated De-
cay

Once ¢(\,t) becomes significant, the tail of the spectrum is sharply suppressed
and the loss localizes near \*(t):

L(t) ~ A®)? (V) 27)

Substituting A(t) ~ 7(t) ¥ ®=1D and \*(t) ~ 7(¢t) "/~ gives

L(t) ~ (7/0-0)" (r1e-n) (28)
— £ 26/(b=1) _—(1-2b)/(b-1) (29)
— —20-1)/(b-1) (30)
Thus the asymptotic scaling-law exponent is
Y= 2;_7_11 L(t) ~ (). (31)

Interpretation. Dissipation eventually dominates the geometric expansion en-
coded in A(t). The resolution frontier slides to lower and lower resolutions, elimi-
nating high-frequency error and forcing the loss into a power-law decay regime.

6.3 Double Descent as a Competition Between Amplitude and Dissi-
pation

Combining the early- and late-time behaviors, we obtain the complete trajectory:

7(t) 26/ (=1, early rise,

L(t) x
()~ =D/=1) " Jate decay.

Because 2b/(b— 1) > 0 and (2b — 1)/(b — 1) > 0, there must exist a unique
tpeak such that dL/dt = 0. Thus:

Double descent is a natural consequence of spectral transport (i.e. feature
learning).

The initial rise is driven by the polynomial growth of the geometric amplitude
A(t), while the eventual decay is driven by exponential suppression via ¢ (A, t) and
the migration of the resolution frontier \*(¢).
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6.4 Summary

The key mechanism is the decomposition
g(A 1) = A(DA e 000,

in which A(t) oc 7(t) %=1 always grows, while e=**1) always decays. The in-
tersection of these two monotone forces produces the universal rise-then-fall profile
of the loss and yields the scaling-law exponent v = (2b—1)/(b—1) in the late-time
regime.

7 A Unified View of NTK and Feature Learning Through
Spectral Transport

A striking implication of the spectral transport equation derived in Sections 36 is
that the classical “lazy training” (or NTK) regime and the feature-learning regime
correspond to two limiting behaviors of the same dynamical object: the drift ve-
locity .

V(A1) = <¢/\(t)7 M(t) (b)\(t» (32)

In this section we show that setting v = 0 recovers the NTK kernel flow, whereas
any nontrivial drift v(\, t) produces feature learning; the two extremes form a con-
tinuous spectrum of behaviors unified by the generalized spectral dynamics frame-
work.

7.1 The NTK/Lazy Regime as the Zero-Drift Limit

If the feature map is frozen during training, the kernel operator M (t) is constant
and thus

M(t)=0 — v(\t) =0.
In this case, the spectral transport equation
g + O\(vg) = —Ag
reduces to the purely dissipative flow
drg(A 1) = =Ag(A. 1), (33)

which has the closed-form solution

g(A\t) = e_’\tg()\, 0).
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No transport occurs in the spectral domain; all eigenfunctions remain fixed
and the training dynamics depend only on the initial kernel M (0), reproducing the
classical NTK behavior. In particular:

* the model learns each spectral mode independently,
* no resolution frontier is formed,
* the loss decays exponentially for each mode,

* the model operates in the lazy regime with no representation learning.

Thus the NTK limit corresponds exactly to the zero-drift regime of generalized
spectral dynamics.

7.2 Feature Learning as Transport-Dominated Dynamics
When the feature map evolves, M (t) # 0 and the drift velocity
v\ 1) ~ —c(t) AP
becomes nonzero. The spectral PDE then takes the full transport—dissipation form
g\, t) + o(v(X, 1) g(A, 1)) = —Ag(A, t).
In this regime, spectral mass moves across scales. Several phenomena emerge:

« a geometric amplitude factor A(t) ~ 7(t) (=1 develops from the Jacobian
of the drift flow;

« a resolution frontier A*(t) ~ 7(t)~%/(=1 forms, separating learned and
unlearned modes;

* the loss may initially increase due to amplitude growth (a geometric effect),
producing double descent;

* dissipation eventually dominates, enforcing the universal scaling law L(t) ~
T(t)"Y withy = (20— 1)/(b —1).

These effects are impossible in the NTK regime because drift vanishes: feature
learning requires nonzero spectral transport.
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7.3 A Continuous Spectrum: From Lazy NTK to Full Feature Learn-
ing

The framework described here reveals a continuum between the two extremes:

» If v(A,t) is small compared to A, dissipation dominates and the system be-
haves almost lazily (NTK-like).

e If v(A, t) dominates the dissipation term, transport injects nontrivial geome-
try and the system performs representation learning.

* Intermediate regimes correspond to partial feature learning, where some
modes remain NTK-like while others are shaped by drift.

Thus, generalized spectral dynamics unifies both paradigms:

NTK regime <= ov(\t) = 0‘ (34)

Feature learning regime <= (), t) dominates spectral evolution | (35)

This interpretation gives a precise and operator-theoretic description of the
transition between lazy training and representation learning.

7.4 Summary

The drift velocity v(\,t) serves as a single scalar “order parameter” determining
whether the network operates in the NTK regime or the feature-learning regime.
Generalized spectral dynamics provides a unified PDE framework in which both
behaviors arise as special cases, and all intermediate behaviors interpolate smoothly
between them. This unification highlights the operator-level geometry underlying
neural representation learning and positions spectral transport as a fundamental
mechanism governing modern deep learning dynamics.

8 Related Work

Neural scaling laws. Empirical studies have established that neural networks
display remarkably regular power-law relationships between compute, model size,
dataset size, and achievable loss [Kaplan et al., 2020, |Henighan et al., 2020, |Hest-
ness et al., 2017, Hoffmann et al., 2022, Hernandez et al.,|2021]]. Recent work has
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investigated both the emergence of such scaling behavior and its theoretical under-
pinnings, including dynamical models of loss evolution [Bordelon et al.,[2024]] and
the role of data pruning [Sorscher et al.| [2022]]. Precision scaling laws have also
been explored in the context of architectural and quantization constraints [Kumar
et al., 2024].

Feature learning and spectral bias. A major line of work studies how neural
networks acquire hierarchical representations and exhibit spectral preference [Ra-
haman et al., 2019, |Bordelon and Pehlevan, |[2024]. Kernel-based analyses of learn-
ing dynamics [Bietti and Bach, 2021}, |Canatar and Pehlevan, 2022|] and infinite-
width approximations [Jacot et al. |2018a, [Lee et al., 20194, [Yang, 2021]] have
contributed significantly to understanding the transition between lazy training and
representation learning. Recent studies have also revealed consistency of learned
features across widths [Vyas et al.l 2023]] and the spectral evolution of networks
[Wang et al., 2023]].

Optimization dynamics and stability. The geometry of optimization landscapes,
the effect of batch size, and training stability have been examined extensively
[Keskar et al., 2017, |Ghorbani et al., 2019]]. Work on pruning and compression
[Rosenfeld et al., 2021}, [Han et al., [2016a), Blalock et al., 2020, [LeCun et al., 1990,
Molchanov et al., 2017, [Lee et al., |2019b, Wang et al., 2020, Han et al., [2016b,
Nagel et al., 2021} [Frantar et al., 2022, Dettmers et al., |2022] has illuminated
how spectral structure interacts with parameter sparsity and low-precision com-
putation. Theoretical connections between spectral evolution, implicit bias, and
neural dynamics continue to be an active area of research [Dominé et al., 2024|
Zhang, [2025].

Perturbation theory and adiabatic analysis. Our spectral formulation draws on
classical operator perturbation theory [Katol 2012] and its analogues in quantum
adiabatic evolution [Zwiebach, |2018]]. These tools formalize how eigenfunctions
and eigenvalues evolve under smooth or weakly coupled updates, providing a prin-
cipled foundation for the drift—dissipation dynamics developed in this work.

9 Conclusion

This work introduced a generalized spectral framework for understanding neural
scaling laws, feature learning, and compression phenomena through a unified par-
tial differential equation governing the evolution of spectral coefficients. The key
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insight is that neural training dynamics naturally decompose into a transport term—
driven by feature learning and encoded by the drift velocity v(\, t)—and a dissipa-
tive term determined by the eigenvalues of the task operator. Under weak coupling,
the resulting dynamics admit self-similar solutions with power-law structure, pro-
viding a principled explanation for a wide range of empirical scaling behaviors,
including the emergence of resolution frontiers, double-descent phenomena, and
the robustness of scaling exponents.

Our analysis also demonstrates that NTK/lazy training and feature learning
arise as two limiting regimes of the same spectral PDE, distinguished only by
whether the drift term vanishes. Moreover, we establish that stable training nec-
essarily induces an effective time reparameterization of polynomial order, 7(¢) =
t*L(t), with L(t) slowly varying in the sense of Karamata; this explains the empir-
ical universality of scaling exponents despite variations in optimizers, schedules,
and architectures.

Future directions. Several important extensions remain open for future research:

1. Multi-task and multi-distribution learning. Our analysis primarily con-
siders the single-task, single-distribution setting. Extending spectral dy-
namics to multi-task systems—where task operators may not share eigen-
bases and may interact through shared representation drift—could reveal
new forms of interference, transfer, and modular generalization.

2. Quantitative weak coupling. The weak-coupling assumption in this pa-
per is qualitative. A more precise, quantitative theory would clarify how
architectural choices, initialization scales, and data distributions determine
the strength of spectral coupling. In particular, while SGD suppresses global
coupling and promotes local transport, the dependence of this effect on batch
size and optimizer noise remains poorly understood.

3. Modeling optimizers and learning-rate schedules. Our spectral PDE is de-
rived for vanilla SGD. Momentum, Adam-type pseudo—second-order meth-
ods, and natural or approximate Newton methods can substantially modify
the drift and dissipation structure. Developing spectral characterizations of
these optimizers—and the influence of cosine, step, or adaptive learning-rate
schedules—is a promising direction toward a complete operator-theoretic
theory of training dynamics.

4. Connecting Jy to network architecture. The Jacobian operator Jy encodes
how parameters generate features, but its structural dependence on archi-
tecture is not yet understood. Clarifying how depth, width, and parameter
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count control the spectral shape of Jy could illuminate how model scaling
influences achievable loss, compression limits, and representation geometry.
Such a theory would bridge architectural design with the spectral regimes
identified in this work.

Overall, our framework highlights spectral transport as a fundamental mech-
anism underlying the empirical regularities of modern deep learning. We hope it
provides a foundation for a broader, unified theory connecting optimization, archi-
tecture, and scaling phenomena.
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A Derivation of the Spectral Transport Equation

This appendix provides a complete derivation of the spectral transport equation
used in the main text. We begin by formalizing the regularity and density assump-
tions needed for the passage from discrete mode dynamics to a continuum spectral
PDE.
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A.1 Regularity Assumptions

We consider a family of self-adjoint positive semidefinite operators M (t) : H —

H on H = L?(p) with discrete spectrum
M (t)pu(t) = Ault) pu(t), uel.

The error at time ¢ admits an instantaneous eigen-expansion

€ = Z Gu(t) pu(l).

uelU
The dynamics of the coefficients g, () is given by the exact mode ODE
atgu(t) + Z Gv (t> Qysu (t) =y <t> gu(t)7
vFU

where the coupling kernel is

(pult), M(t)pu(t))
)\v (t) - )\u(t) ’

We introduce the spectral error measure

pt 1= Z Gu(t) O, (t)-

ueU

Qv%u (t) =

u # v.

(36)

To pass to a continuous spectral description, we impose the following assump-

tions.

Assumption 2 (Spectral Density). For each ¢, the measure y; admits a density with

respect to Lebesgue measure:
p(dA) = g(A,t) dA.

Moreover, g(, t) is locally integrable in A and measurable in ¢.

Assumption 3 (Regularity and Integrability). The functions g(A,t), the spectral
drift velocity v(\, t) (defined below), and the coupling term S(\, t) admit sufficient
smoothness and decay so that all integrals and integrations by parts performed in

the proof are justified. In particular,

lim v(A,t) g(At) =0.

[A| =00
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Assumption 4 (Local Spectral Averaging). There exists a function v(A,¢) such
that .
v(A 1) = E[Au(t) [Au(t) = A]

is well defined and satisfies the identity
> u® ¢ () ) = [ #3008 90 0) i

for all smooth compactly supported ¢.

Assumption 5 (Mean Coupling Closure). There exists S(A, ¢) such that

= 3 0O ) 3 00(0) Qursalt) = [ 90 SO0
u v#U

for all smooth compactly supported test functions ¢.

These assumptions encapsulate the idea that, in the large-rank regime, both
eigenvalue drift and inter-mode interactions depend smoothly on the spectral loca-
tion and admit stable statistical limits.

A.2 Spectral Transport Theorem

Theorem 6 (Spectral Transport Equation). Under Assumptions the spectral
density g(\, t) satisfies the weak identity

/qﬁ()\) ((%g—l—@)\(vg)—i—)\g—S) (A t)dX =0 for all smooth compactly supported ¢.

(37)
If g, v, and S are smooth, then g satisfies the spectral transport equation in the
strong sense:

‘ 0ig(\t) + v\ £) g\ 1)) = —Ag(A t) + S(A 1), ‘ (38)

A.3 Proof of Theorem [6]

Let ¢ be a smooth compactly supported test function. By the definition of u; and
its density,

[ogonnix= [ o0 udx) = 3 ut) o00u(0).
Differentiating in time yields

&S guB00u() = 3 () S (1) + 3 0ul6) ¢ (1)) Aul).
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Drift term. Using Assumption 4]
>0 ) ) = [ 00001908

Amplitude dynamics. Substituting the mode ODE into the first sum yields

> 0igu () 6 (0) = D (= Mg = D 90 Quoru) 0N,

v#u

The dissipation term reduces to

=S hgudn) = = [ A6 g ax

The coupling term is handled by Assumption [5}

TP o= [0S

vFEU

Combining terms. We obtain

/qS g\ ) dA = /¢> g(\ 1) dA— /Aqs(A)g(A,t) d)\+/ d(\) S(A

By Assumption [3] integration by parts yields

/ &N vgdh = / H(N) O (vg)

/¢> ) Big(\, ) d\ = /(;5 — 9\(vg) — )\g+S)d)\.

Rearranging gives the weak formulation (37). If g, v, and S are smooth, the
integrand must vanish pointwise, yielding the strong PDE (38). O

Thus

B Operator-Theoretic Origin of Spectral Coupling Decay

This appendix expands on the structural reasons why spectral coupling
(pu(t), M(t)pu(t))
)\v (t) - )‘u(t)

decays sharply as |\, (t) — A\, (t)| increases, thereby leading to the weak-coupling
regime used in the main text.

Qv—)u (t) =
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B.1 Locality of M (t)

The operator
M(t) = JG(t)PtJ;(t) + J@(t)Pt‘]g(t) + Je(t)Pth(t)

is assembled from the network Jacobian Jy ;) and the data-induced multiplication
operator P;. Both are local operators acting on functions of the input space. Eigen-
functions with widely separated eigenvalues differ strongly in resolution, and thus
become nearly orthogonal under local perturbations. Consequently,

{pu(t), M) (1)) = 0 as [Aa(t) — Xo(t)| — 0.

B.2 Spectral denominator

The denominator (\, — A,,) further suppresses long-range interactions, giving

|<<Pu’M‘Pv>‘

Do — Al — 0.

Q)] S

This produces a near-diagonal structure for the coupling matrix in spectral
space, analogous to the decay of Fourier interactions between smooth and highly
oscillatory components.

B.3 Effect of SGD noise

Stochastic gradient descent adds a zero-mean perturbation
M(t) = Mgp(t) + Ey,

where the fluctuation term =; has covariance aligned with the data distribution.
High-resolution eigenfunctions oscillate rapidly and average out the random per-
turbations, yielding

E[{pu, ZEtpv)] =0 whenever |\, — A, | is large.

Thus SGD further narrows the effective interaction bandwidth.

B.4 Consequence: natural weak coupling

Combining locality of perturbations, spectral separation, and SGD averaging, we
obtain
Qyu(t) = 0 unless | Ay () — Ay ()] is small.
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Therefore the aggregate coupling term
SO\ t) = E[Z Go(t) Qussu(t) | Malt) = A
vF#U

is negligible in the high-resolution regime, justifying the weak-coupling approxi-
mation used in Section 3.5

C The polynomial bound of effective time 7(¢)

Theorem 7 (Polynomial Growth of the Effective Time). Let the drift strength c(t)
of the spectral velocity v(\, t) ~ —c(t)\? be determined by the gradient statistics
of a neural network trained with a stable optimizer (SGD, AdamW, momentum
SGD) under bounded gradient norms and non-exploding learning-rate schedules.
Then the effective time

satisfies
T(t) =t L(¢t), a >0,

where L(t) is a slowly varying function in the sense of Karamata:

. L(kt)

In particular, 7(t) is asymptotically polynomial up to a slowly varying correction.
Proof. The drift amplitude ¢(t) is determined by
VA t) = —e()A?, e(t) = (oa (1), M(1) oa(t) A"
The operator derivative M (t) equals the expected gradient outer product
M(t) = E[Vof(x:6(t) Vo (x:6(t)) "] - n(t),

where 7)(t) is the learning rate.
Under standard stability conditions of deep learning:

* bounded gradient norms: ||Vy f(z;6(¢))| < C,
* non-exploding learning rates,

* Lipschitz continuity of the gradient field,
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¢ noise-controlled SGD (bounded variance),
the quantity c(t) is positive and satisfies
Cmin 1 < e(t) < emax 2 L(2),

for some o > 0 and a slowly varying function L. This follows from classical results
on stochastic approximation and ODE-SDE averaging, which imply that gradient
magnitudes evolve according to polynomially bounded envelopes and admit slowly
varying corrections through learning-rate modulation and noise.

Integrating ¢(t), we obtain

T(t) = /0 c(s)ds = t* L(t),

where the same L(t) (up to asymptotic equivalence) is slowly varying because
integration preserves slow variation.

Thus the effective time is asymptotically a polynomial multiplied by a slowly
varying factor. O
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