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Abstract

Parton Distribution Functions (PDFs) play a central role in describing experimental data at colliders
and provide insight into the structure of nucleons. As the LHC enters an era of high-precision measure-
ments, a robust PDF determination with a reliable uncertainty quantification has become mandatory in
order to match the experimental precision. The NNPDF collaboration has pioneered the use of Machine
Learning (ML) techniques for PDF determinations, using Neural Networks (NNs) to parametrise the un-
known PDFs in a flexible and unbiased way. The NNs are then trained on experimental data by means of
stochastic gradient descent algorithms. The statistical robustness of the results is validated by extensive
closure tests using synthetic data. In this work, we develop a theoretical framework based on the Neural
Tangent Kernel (NTK) to analyse the training dynamics of neural networks. This approach allows us
to derive, under precise assumptions, an analytical description of the neural network evolution during
training, enabling a quantitative understanding of the training process. Having an analytical handle on
the training dynamics allows us to clarify the role of the NN architecture and the impact of the exper-
imental data in a transparent way. Similarly, we are able to describe the evolution of the covariance of
the NN output during training, providing a quantitative description of how uncertainties are propagated
from the data to the fitted function. Interestingly, the methodology developed in this work can be used
to understand the minimization of a loss function for any kind of parametrization, thereby providing a
unified framework to compare different PDF determinations, like, e.g., fits based on a particular func-
tional form. While our results are not a substitute for PDF fitting, they do provide a powerful diagnostic
tool to assess the robustness of current fitting methodologies. Beyond its relevance for particle physics
phenomenology, our analysis of PDF determinations provides a testbed to apply theoretical ideas about
the learning process developed in the ML community. As seen in applications from other domains, we find
that our results deviate from the simple picture of the lazy training regime discussed in the ML literature.
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1 Introduction

Parton Distribution Functions (PDFs) are a central ingredient in describing experimental data at hadron
colliders and in gaining insights into the internal structure of the proton. The high-precision era of particle
physics that we are now witnessing calls for equally precise theoretical predictions. Since PDFs are a key
ingredient in these predictions, the need for robust PDF determinations with reliable uncertainty quantifi-
cation has become increasingly important for both Standard Model measurements and searches for new
physics.

PDFs are typically extracted from global analyses of experimental and lattice data. Their determination
is a classic example of an inverse problem, as it involves inferring a continuous function from a finite set
of data points. This process is inherently ill-defined, and the limited amount of experimental information
prevents us from obtaining a unique solution to the problem. The solution will inevitably depend on the
assumptions made and on the prior knowledge introduced to regularise the problem, either explicitly stated
or implicitly embedded in the fitting framework.

The complex nature of inverse problems has prompted the development of sophisticated statistical meth-
ods and tools to tackle them. In general, PDF determinations can be broadly classified into two main
categories, depending on whether a specific functional form is assumed for the PDFs or whether a non-
parametric approach is adopted. Although the former approach has been widely used in the literature,
non-parametric approaches based on Bayesian inference have been successfully applied to the problem of
PDF determination, albeit in a limited scenario [1, 2, 3]. Bayesian-based approaches are promising tools
that ensure a rigorous framework where prior information and assumptions are spelled out explicitly. Yet, a
global PDF determination based on these methods has not yet been attempted, and the impact of the prior
needs to be carefully studied in these frameworks.

On the other hand, state-of-the-art PDF determinations rely on parametric approaches, where a specific
functional form is assumed for the PDFs at a given initial scale Q0. These functions are typically chosen to
be flexible enough to capture the main features of the PDFs, while their internal parameters are optimised
to reproduce the experimental data. Several groups [4, 5, 6, 7] have set the standard for PDF determinations
through continuous refinement of their global fits as new data and theoretical advances become available,
with an increasing emphasis on uncertainty quantification. Although these determinations have been shown
to perform well on a wide range of new experimental data [8], the different methodological frameworks
adopted by the various groups lead to PDF sets whose differences are yet to be fully understood [9, 10]. These
differences become significantly visible when considering parameter determinations that are particularly
sensitive to the choice of the PDF set, both on the central values and, most importantly, on the associated
uncertainties (see Refs. [11, 12, 13] for some recent examples).

In this work, we build upon the work of Refs. [1, 2], which aims at providing a sound statistical frame-
work for PDF determination, with all underlying assumptions clearly stated. We focus on the NNPDF
methodology [4], which pioneered the use of ML tools in the context of PDF determinations and has been
validated through extensive studies over the years [1, 14, 15]. It combines a Monte Carlo sampling of the
experimental data and a feed-forward neural network parametrization of the PDFs. We adopt a simplified
framework to analyse the training process, aiming at providing a quantitative description of its key aspects,
and making transparent the assumptions that are often implicitly embedded in the fitting procedure.

We demonstrate that the training dynamics of a neural network can be fully reformulated in functional
space, leading to an interpretable description of the learning process. We show that the training dynamics
is dictated by the Neural Tangent Kernel (NTK) [16], which encodes and factorises the dependence on the
architecture and the parameters of the neural network. Similar approaches leveraging NTK properties have
been explored in other contexts [17]. In fact, the spectral properties of the NTK provide a powerful lens
through which we can understand the learning process: only the directions that are orthogonal to the kernel
of the NTK are actually learned in the training process. At initialisation, the NTK is characterised by
a wide spectrum of eigenvalues, with only a few large eigenvalues being significantly different from zero.
Even though the NNs span a very broad functional space, the training explores a much smaller subspace.
During the training process, the hierarchy in the NTK spectrum is preserved, but eigenvalues that were
initially subleading, or zero, grow in magnitude. Since the only directions that contribute to the learning
process are those associated to the non-zero eigenvalues, with the actual value of the eigenvalue setting the
learning speed along the corresponding eigenvector direction, the growth of some eigenvalues indicates that
new features in the functional space emerge during training and that the network thus becomes capable of
representing more complex functions. The space of functions explored in the training process is therefore
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dynamically determined during the training itself, exploiting the flexibility of the parametrization in order
to explore multiple functional forms and select the preferred one based on inference from data rather than
a priori decisions.

Another key result of this work is that, after an initial transient phase where the NTK evolves signifi-
cantly, the training process enters a second regime where the NTK becomes approximately constant. This
regime is often referred to as lazy training in the Machine Learning literature [16], and it has important
implications for the training dynamics. In this regime, we show that the training process can be described
analytically, allowing us to obtain a single and clean closed-form expression for the output of the network
at any training time t. The main result of this analysis is summarised in Eq. (56) which we report here,

ft = U(t)f0 + V (t)Y ,

where ft is the network output at training time t, f0 is the initial output at t = 0, Y are the training
data, and U(t) and V (t) are time-dependent matrices that depend on the NTK and are computed explicitly
in Sect. 4. It is interesting to remark that this expression decomposes into two contributions: one that
depends on the initial condition and another that depends on the data, thus making explicit the role of
prior information and of experimental measurements in shaping the final result. This analytical expression
also allows us to compute the evolution of the covariance of the network output during training, providing a
quantitative description of how uncertainties are propagated from the data to the fitted function. Although
applicable only when the NTK reaches stability, this analytical description is a powerful tool to bridge the
gap between the parametric regression approach adopted in NNPDF and other methods for solving inverse
problems that are receiving growing attention in the community.

Being derived in a simplified setting – considering a single PDF flavor combination with DIS data and
vanilla gradient descent optimization – we present this study as an exploration of foundational aspects,
primarily focussed on the theoretical issues; further investigations are in progress in order to extend these
ideas to the full complexity of modern global PDF fits. We particularly emphasise that the present analysis
is not limited to neural networks, but can be extended to any functional parametrization that undergoes
a gradient-based training process. It will be interesting to explore the properties of the NTK together
with its spectral structure in more realistic PDF fits, translating the differences between various fitting
methodologies in terms of the NTK. We leave these studies to future work.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the inverse problem of PDF determi-
nation is briefly reviewed in the simplified case of theoretical predictions that depend linearly on the PDFs.
We then review some fundamental statistical aspects of the Neural Networks at initialisation, which will be
relevant in the rest of the paper. The training dynamics is then discussed in Section 3, where the learning
process of the neural network is reformulated in functional space by means of the NTK. The implications
of the lazy training regime are used in Section 4 to derive an analytical description of the training process.
Finally, we present our conclusions and outlook in Section 5.

2 Neural Networks and PDFs

In the following, we prepare the ground for the study of the training dynamics of neural networks used in
the NNPDF framework. We start by briefly presenting the inverse problem of PDF determination using
data depending linearly on the PDFs, setting the notation and introducing the statistical vocabulary used
in the rest of this study. We then discuss some statistical aspects of the neural networks at initialisation,
which will help us understand the implications in the training process. These properties, derived in the
large-width limit [18, 16], are analysed for the specific architecture used in the NNPDF methodology. An
exhaustive and detailed review of wide-network properties is beyond the scope of this work, and the reader
is encouraged to refer to Ref. [19] for a comprehensive review.

2.1 The 1-dimensional regression problem of PDFs

The extraction of PDFs from experimental data is a classic example of an inverse problem, namely the
reconstruction of a function f(x) from a finite set of data points YI , where the index I = 1, . . . , Ndat

1.
In particular, for this study, we will focus on DIS data, which depend linearly on the function f(x). The

1When omitting the data index I, we will always assume Y ∈ RNdat .
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theoretical prediction for the data point YI is given by

TI [f ] =

Nf∑
i=1

∫
dxCIi(x)fi(x) , (1)

where CIi(x) is a coefficient function, known to some given order in perturbation theory, i = 1, . . . , Nf ,
labels the parton flavor, and fi(x) is the PDF (or set of PDFs) that we want to determine.

Attempting to determine a function f in an infinite dimensional space of solutions using a finite set of data
is inherently ill-posed. The solution inevitably depends on assumptions and prior knowledge – conscious
or not – introduced to regularise the problem. Different methodologies, based either on non-parametric
methods or parametric regression, have been proposed to address these challenges, yielding increasingly
precise PDFs. Yet, despite the longstanding effort to provide robust uncertainty quantification and establish
the relationships between different methodologies and their solutions, some discrepancies remain unresolved,
see, e.g., [10]. Understanding such differences between the various approaches is thus crucial for precision
physics.

Following the ideas highlighted in Refs. [1, 2], the solution of the inverse problem is conveniently phrased
in a Bayesian framework. The functions fi are promoted to stochastic processes; for any grid of points
xα, α = 1, . . . , Ngrid, the vector fiα = fi(xα) is a vector of Nf × Ngrid stochastic variables, for which we
introduce a prior distribution p(f) 2. In this perspective, any fitting procedure is interpreted as a recipe
that yields the posterior distribution p̃(f) = p(f |Y ). In this study, following the NNPDF methodology,
probability distributions are represented by ensembles of i.i.d. neural network replicas. So, for instance, the
prior distribution p(f) is described by an ensemble{

f (k) ∈ RNf×Ngrid ; k = 1, . . . , Nrep

}
, (2)

drawn from the distribution p, so that

Ep[O(f)] =
1

Nrep

Nrep∑
k=1

O(f (k)) , (3)

for any observable O that is built from the PDFs.
The prior distribution p(f) is defined by initializing a set of neural networks (NNs) replicas using a

Glorot normal initializer [20]. The result of this initialisation is discussed below in Sec. 2.2.
In order to account for the experimental uncertainties and propagate them to the fitted PDFs, the

NNPDF collaboration uses Monte Carlo replicas. For each replica, labelled by the index k, a new set of
data Y (k) is generated from an Ndat dimensional Gaussian distribution centred at the experimental central
value Y , with the covariance given by the experimental covariance matrix CY ,

Y (k) ∼ N (Y,CY ) . (4)

Each replica f (k) is trained on its corresponding data set Y (k). We denote the replicas at training time t as

f
(k)
t ∈ RNf×Ngrid . Stopping the training at time T , the posterior probability distribution is represented by the

set of trained replicas
{
f
(k)
T ∈ RNf×Ngrid ; k = 1, . . . , Nrep

}
, so that averages over the posterior distribution

are computed as

Ep̃[O(f)] =
1

Nrep

Nrep∑
k=1

O
(
f
(k)
T

)
. (5)

All knowledge about the solution of the inverse problem, f , is encoded in the posterior p̃ and is expressed
as expectation values of observables O using Eq. (5). Let us stress once again that the expectation values
with respect to the prior and posterior distributions are both obtained by taking averages over replicas. The
expectation value with respect to the prior is the average over replicas at initialization. The expectation
value with respect to the posterior is the average over the replicas at training time T .

Training may yield different posteriors depending on the initial network configuration. To understand
this dependence, we pause to examine the statistical properties of network ensembles at initialization. This
analysis provides a quantitative insight into how prior knowledge embedded in the initialization interacts
with, and evolves throughout, the training process, as we show in Sec. 4.

2Following the same convention used for the data, when omitting the grid index α, and/or the flavor index i, we will always
refer to a vector f ∈ RNf×Ngrid .
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2.2 Neural Networks at Initialisation

When initializing a neural network, the weights and biases – which we denote collectively as the parameters
of the network – are drawn from some probability distribution. In the NNPDF formalism, the set of network
parameters at initialisation for each replica is an instance of i.i.d. stochastic variables. More importantly,
the probability distribution of the network parameters induces a probability distribution for the output of
the neural networks at initialisation. It is well known that the probability distribution of these outputs
becomes approximately Gaussian when the size of the hidden layers is increased [19]. We call this limit the
large-network limit.

As detailed in Ref. [4], the NNs used for the NNPDF fit have a 2-25-20-8 architecture, a tanh activation
function, and are initialized using a Glorot normal distribution [20]. The preactivation function of a neuron is

denoted as ϕ
(ℓ)
i,α = ϕ

(ℓ)
i (xα), where ℓ = 0, . . . , L, denotes the layer of the neuron, and, for each ℓ, i = 1, . . . , nℓ

identifies the neuron within the layer3. Furthermore, xα is the input to the NN, i.e., a point in the interval
[0, 1]. A grid of Ngrid = 50 points in x is used to compute observables in the NNPDF formalism and in this
work we focus on the values of f at those values of xα, where the index α = 1, . . . , Ngrid labels the points
on the grid. For completeness, we list the values of xα in Tab. 1.

α xα α xα α xα α xα α xα
1 2.00× 10−7 11 1.29× 10−5 21 8.31× 10−4 31 0.0434 41 0.422
2 3.03× 10−7 12 1.96× 10−5 22 1.26× 10−3 32 0.0605 42 0.480
3 4.60× 10−7 13 2.97× 10−5 23 1.90× 10−3 33 0.0823 43 0.540
4 6.98× 10−7 14 4.51× 10−5 24 2.87× 10−3 34 0.109 44 0.601
5 1.06× 10−6 15 6.84× 10−5 25 4.33× 10−3 35 0.141 45 0.665
6 1.61× 10−6 16 1.04× 10−4 26 6.50× 10−3 36 0.178 46 0.730
7 2.44× 10−6 17 1.57× 10−4 27 9.70× 10−3 37 0.220 47 0.796
8 3.70× 10−6 18 2.39× 10−4 28 0.0144 38 0.265 48 0.863
9 5.61× 10−6 19 3.62× 10−4 29 0.0211 39 0.314 49 0.931
10 8.52× 10−6 20 5.49× 10−4 30 0.0305 40 0.367 50 1.00

Table 1. Values of xα used in the NNPDF grids for the computation of observables. The points are equally spaced
on a logarithmic scale for α = 1, . . . , 27, and linearly spaced for α > 27.

The output of the neuron is identified by the pair (ℓ, i) is ρ
(ℓ)
iα = tanh

(
ϕ
(ℓ)
iα

)
. The parameters of the NN

are the weights w
(ℓ)
ij and the biases b

(ℓ)
i , which are collectively denoted as θµ, where µ = 1, . . . , P , and the

total number of parameters is

P =
L∑

ℓ=1

(nℓnℓ−1 + nℓ) . (6)

The preactivation function in layer (ℓ+1) is a weighted average of the outputs of the neurons on the previous
layer, namely

ϕ
(ℓ+1)
iα =

nℓ∑
j=1

w
(ℓ+1)
ij ρ

(ℓ)
jα + b

(ℓ+1)
i . (7)

The PDFs in the so-called evolution basis are parametrized by the preactivation functions of the output

layer L, xαfi(xα) = ϕ
(L)
i,α , where the neuron index on the last layer, i = 1, . . . , 8, labels the flavors4. The

input layer is identified by ℓ = 0 and the activation function for that specific layer is the identity, so that

ρ
(0)
i,α = ϕ

(0)
i,α = xi,α =

{
xα , for i = 1 ;

log (xα) , for i = 2 .
(8)

In the following we refer to the preactivation functions as fields.

3We refer to i as the neuron index.
4For simplicity, we ignore the preprocessing function x−αi(1 − x)βi that is currently used in the NNPDF fits. While the

preprocessing may be useful in speeding the training it does not affect the current discussion.
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Figure 1. Sampled distribution of a selected weight as a function of the number of replicas. The red line represents
the underlying Gaussian distribution from which the weights are drawn. As the number of replicas is increased the
distribution of the weight converges to the expected Gaussian.

The Glorot normal initialiser draws each weight and bias of the NN from independent Gaussian distri-
butions, denoted pw and pb respectively, centred at zero and with variances rescaled by the number of nodes
in adjacent layers,

C
(ℓ)
w

nℓ−1 + nℓ
,

C
(ℓ)
b

nℓ−1 + nℓ
. (9)

Following the NNPDF prescription, we have C
(ℓ)
w = C

(ℓ)
b = 1. Figure 1 shows the binned distribution of one

of the weights in the network as a function of the number of replicas. Together with the histogram, the
underlying Gaussian, as dictated by the Glorot normal initialisation, is also shown. The figure illustrates
how the distribution of the weights converges to the expected Gaussian as the number of replicas increases.

The probability distribution of the NN parameters induces a probability distribution for the preacti-
vations; the probability distribution of the fields in layer ℓ, for given values of the field in the layer ℓ − 1
is

p
(
ϕ(ℓ)|ϕ(ℓ−1)

)
=

∫
Dw pw(w)Db pb(b)

∏
i,α

δ

ϕ
(ℓ)
iα −

∑
j

w
(ℓ)
ij ρ

(
ϕ
(ℓ−1)
jα

)
− b

(ℓ)
i

 . (10)

For clarity of writing, we will omit the condition in the probability distribution, and write simply p(ϕ(ℓ)).
Note that, here and in what follows, p(ϕ(ℓ)) denotes the joint probability for all the nℓ ×Ngrid components
of ϕ(ℓ),

p
(
ϕ(ℓ)

)
= p

(
ϕ
(ℓ)
1,α1

, ϕ
(ℓ)
2,α1

, . . . , ϕ(ℓ)
nℓ,α1

, ϕ
(ℓ)
1,α2

, . . . , ϕ(ℓ)
nℓ,α2

, . . . , ϕ
(ℓ)
nℓ,Ngrid

)
. (11)

This duality between parameter-space and function-space provides a powerful framework to study the be-
haviour of an ensemble of NNs, and in particular the symmetry properties of the distribution p(ϕ(ℓ)) (see,
e.g., Ref. [21]). Working in parameter space, i.e., computing the expectation values of correlators of fields
as integrals over the NN parameters, one can readily show that

E
[
Ri1j1ϕ

(ℓ)
j1α1

. . . Rinjnϕ
(ℓ)
jnαn

]
= E

[
ϕ
(ℓ)
i1α1

. . . ϕ
(ℓ)
inαn

]
, (12)

where R is an orthogonal matrix in SO(nℓ). Eq.(12) implies that the probability distribution in Eq. (10) is
also invariant under rotations, and therefore it can only be a function of SO(nℓ) invariants. Therefore

p
(
ϕ(ℓ)

)
=

1

Z(ℓ)
exp

(
−S

[
ϕ(ℓ)
α1

· ϕ(ℓ)
α2

])
, (13)

where

ϕ(ℓ)
α1

· ϕ(ℓ)
α2

=

nℓ∑
i=1

ϕ
(ℓ)
iα1

ϕ
(ℓ)
iα2

. (14)
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The action can be expanded in powers of the invariant bilinear,

S
[
ϕ(ℓ)
α1

· ϕ(ℓ)
α2

]
=

1

2
γ(ℓ)α1α2

ϕ(ℓ)
α1

· ϕ(ℓ)
α2

+
1

8nℓ−1
γ(ℓ)α1α2,α3α4

ϕ(ℓ)
α1

· ϕ(ℓ)
α2

ϕ(ℓ)
α3

· ϕ(ℓ)
α4

+O(1/n2
ℓ−1) , (15)

so that the probability distribution is fully determined by the couplings γ(ℓ).5 In Eq. (15), we have factored
out inverse powers of nℓ−1 for each coupling. With this convention, and with the scaling of the parameters
variances in Eq. (9), the couplings in the action are all O(1) in the limit where nℓ → ∞. As a consequence,
the probability distribution at initialisation is a multidimensional Gaussian at leading order – i.e., O(1)
– in 1/nℓ, with quartic corrections that are O(1/nℓ), while higher powers of the invariant bilinear are
suppressed by higher powers of the width of the layer. This power counting defines an effective field theory,
where deviations from Gaussianity can be computed in perturbation theory to any given order in 1/nℓ, see,
e.g. Ref. [19, 22] for a detailed presentation of these ideas. While the actual calculations become rapidly
cumbersome, the conceptual framework is straightforward.

At leading order, the second and fourth cumulant are respectively

⟨ϕ(ℓ)
i1,α1

ϕ
(ℓ)
i2,α2

⟩ = δi1i2K
(ℓ)
α1α2

+O(1/nℓ−1) , (16)

⟨ϕ(ℓ)
i1,α1

ϕ
(ℓ)
i2,α2

ϕ
(ℓ)
i3,α3

ϕ
(ℓ)
i4,α4

⟩c = O(1/nℓ−1) , (17)

where6

K(ℓ)
α1α2

=
(
γ(ℓ)

)−1

α1α2

. (18)

The “evolution” of the couplings as we go deep in the NN, i.e., the dependence of the couplings on ℓ, is
governed by Renormalization Group (RG) equations, which preserve the power counting in powers of 1/nℓ.
At leading order,

K(ℓ+1)
α1α2

= C
(ℓ+1)
b + C(ℓ+1)

w

nℓ

nℓ + nℓ+1

1

nℓ
⟨ρ⃗ (ℓ)

α1
· ρ⃗ (ℓ)

α2
⟩
∣∣∣∣
O(1)

(19)

= C
(ℓ+1)
b + C(ℓ+1)

w

nℓ

nℓ + nℓ+1

1

nℓ
⟨ρ⃗ (ℓ)

α1
· ρ⃗ (ℓ)

α2
⟩K(ℓ) , (20)

where

1

nℓ
⟨ρ⃗ (ℓ)

α1
· ρ⃗ (ℓ)

α2
⟩K(ℓ) =

∫
Dϕ

e
− 1

2(K
(ℓ))

−1

β1β2
ϕβ1

ϕβ2∣∣2πK(ℓ)
∣∣1/2 ρ(ϕα1)ρ(ϕα2) ,

and

Dϕ =

Ngrid∏
α=1

dϕα . (21)

Note that the integration variables in Eq. (21) do not have a neuron index and the integrals are Ngrid

dimensional integrals. Eq. (20) is iterated for the NNPDF architecture, yielding K(ℓ) for arbitrary ℓ, i.e., the
covariance at initialisation for various depths. These are compared with the empirical covariance computed
from an ensemble replicas in Fig. 2 for the first two hidden layers and the output layer. Furthermore, the
relative difference between the empirical covariance and the theoretical prediction is shown in Fig. 3. In
order to reduce the bootstrap errors in the empirical covariance, an ensemble with Nrep = 1000 has been
used for these figures. The agreement between the theoretical prediction and the empirical computation
is excellent, confirming the validity of the large-network expansion even for networks of moderate size, as
those used in the NNPDF fits.

As a consequence of the symmetry of the probability distribution, the mean value of the fields at ini-
tialisation needs to vanish, while their variance at each point xα is given by the diagonal matrix elements
of K(ℓ). In Fig. 4, the expected distribution is compared against the empirical distribution of output fields

5We have denoted all couplings by γ(ℓ). Different couplings are identified by the number of indices, so that γ
(ℓ)
α1α2 is a

two-point coupling, γ
(ℓ)
α1α2,α3α4 is a four-point coupling, etc.

6The notation here refers to the matrix element (α1, α2) of the inverse matrix of γ(ℓ), and not to the inverse of the matrix

element γ
(ℓ)
α1α2 .
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Figure 2. The empirical (left) and analytical (right) covariance matrices of the first, second and output layers of the
NNPDF architecture (top to bottom). The covariance in the left panel is computed “bootstrapping” over an ensemble
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Figure 4. Sampled distribution of the output xT3 at x = 0.0065 for two different ensemble sizes, Nrep = 100 (top) and
Nrep = 1000 (bottom). Each column shows the distribution for a different network architecture, the latter displayed
in the top left corner of each panel. The red line the represents the predicted Gaussian distribution as dictated by the
kernel recursion formula in Eq. (20).

for a selected value of x, using two ensembles of replicas with Nrep = 100 and Nrep = 1000, respectively.
Inspecting the figures, we conclude that the recursion formula, Eq. (20), accurately reproduces the output
distribution of the NNPDF networks at initialisation, provided that a sufficiently large ensemble of replicas
is used to sample the distribution. Finally, Fig. 5 shows the mean and variance of the output at initiali-
sation across all values of x for an ensemble of Nrep = 100 neural networks generated using the NNPDF
architecture. We compare two cases: linear input f(x) and scaled input f(x, log x) as defined in Eq. (8).
The central value is computed according to Eq. (3),

f̄iα = f̄i(xα) =
1

Nrep

Nrep∑
k=1

f
(k)
i (xα) , (22)

and the variance σ2
iα is computed using the same formula with

O(f) =
Nrep

Nrep − 1

(
fi(xα)− f̄i(xα)

)2
. (23)

As is clear from the figure, the choice of input scaling has a significant impact of the prior uncertainty,
especially in the small-x region. In the following, we neglect this effect and focus on the case of linear input
f(x).
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Figure 5. The output of the ensemble of neural networks at initialisation using the NNPDF architecture in linear
(left) and logarithm (right) scale. We compare the case of linear input f(x) (blue) and the case of scaled input
f(x, log x) (orange). The solid lines represent the mean value computed over an ensemble of 100 replicas, while the
shaded bands represent the one-sigma uncertainty computed as the variance over the same ensemble. In the figure,
we show xT3 as used in the following sections.

3 Training Dynamics and the Neural Tangent Kernel

Having defined the physics goals and summarised some properties of the neural network at initialisation,
we now turn to the optimisation process. In the context of machine learning, specifically when dealing with
neural networks, optimisation is an iterative algorithm that updates the parameters of the network in order
to minimise a figure of merit defined appropriately. Due to the large number of parameters that characterise
a neural network, and the complex functional form induced by the recursive definition of the network, the
figure of merit (also known as error function, loss function, or simply loss) is a non-convex high-dimensional
function of the parameters, leading to numerical challenges in the minimisation task. In addition, in order
to avoid over- and under-learning, training algorithms are complemented by a so-called stopping criterion,
which specifies the optimal condition to end the training process.

In practice, minimization is performed using gradient methods where the direction towards the minimum
is defined by the gradient of the loss function. These methods are usually improved by including, for
instance, stochasticity and information on previous iterations [23, 24, 25]. A detailed overview of these
extended gradient methods is beyond the scope of this work. In the context of PDF determinations, the
NNPDF collaboration makes intensive use of these tools and the reader is encouraged to refer to Ref. [4] for
an extensive discussion.

Our main aim in this paper is understanding the dynamics driving the training process. Indeed, while
these algorithms have achieved remarkable empirical success, a theoretical understanding of the optimization
process remains elusive. Therefore, we work with the simplest gradient method, i.e., Gradient Descent
(GD). Furthermore, we consider a reduced dataset for which predictions can be computed using one flavor
combination of the PDFs, so that the integral in Eq. (1) reduces to

TI [f ] =

∫
dxCI(x)f(x) . (24)

The details of the dataset and the definition of the flavour combination considered in this work are provided
in Appendix A. Extensions of this analysis to theoretical predictions that are quadratic in the PDFs, multiple
flavour combinations, alternative minimizers, and cross-validation tools are left for future work.

Finally, we emphasise that the results in this section, while obtained having in mind neural networks,
apply to any fixed parametrization, including fixed functional forms [5, 6, 7] or kernels [26].

3.1 Training in Functional Space

For analytical tractability, GD is described as a continuous flow of the parameters θ in training time t along
the negative gradient of the loss function L. For sufficiently small learning rates η, this continuous flow
approximates the discrete GD trajectory in parameter space, as extensively discussed in Ref. [27]. The
continuous Gradient Flow (GF) is then given by

d

dt
θt,µ = −∇µLt , (25)
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where θt,µ and Lt identify respectively the parameters and the loss function at training time t. We distinguish
between the continuous training time t and the discrete epochs of GD, the latter denoted using the capital
letter T . The two are related through the learning rate, t = ηT , and in the following we will use them
interchangeably.

We focus here on quadratic loss functions that are obtained as the negative logarithm of Gaussian data
distributions around their theoretical predictions,

Lt =
1

2
(Y − T [ft])

T C−1
Y (Y − T [ft]) , (26)

where ft is the output of the network at training time t, obtained from the time-dependence of the internal
parameters. Here CY is the covariance of the data, which includes statistical and systematic errors given by
the experiments and also any theoretical error (e.g., missing higher orders in the theoretical predictions).
Indices that are summed over are suppressed to improve the clarity of the equations. Note that the loss
function at training time t is computed using the theoretical prediction T [ft], i.e., the result of Eq. (1)
computed using the fields at training time t. For a quadratic loss, the gradient is

∇µLt = − (∇µft)
T

(
∂T

∂f

)
t

C−1
Y ϵt , (27)

where, writing explicitly the data index,

ϵt,I = YI − TI [ft] , I = 1, . . . , Ndat . (28)

For the specific case of a quadratic loss function, the gradient is proportional to ϵt, which is the difference
between the theoretical prediction and the data at training time t. If at some point during the training the
theoretical predictions reproduce all the data, the training process ends.

A further simplification is obtained in the case of data that depend linearly on the unknown function f .
In the specific case of NNPDF fits, the integrals in Eq. (1) are approximated by a Riemann sum over the
grid of x points,

TI [f ] ≈
Nf∑
i=1

Ngrid∑
α=1

(FK)Iiαfiα , (29)

and hence (
∂TI

∂fiα

)
t

= (FK)Iiα , (30)

which is independent of t. A few algebraic steps allow the flow of parameters θ to be translated into a flow
for the fields,

d

dt
ft,i1α1 = (∇µft,i1α1)

d

dt
θµ = Θt,i1α1i2α2(FK)Ti2α2I

(
C−1
Y

)
IJ

ϵt,J , (31)

where we have defined the Neural Tangent Kernel [16]

Θt,i1α1i2α2 =
∑
µ

∇µft,i1α1∇µft,i2α2 . (32)

As it will become clearer later, the NTK provides a powerful framework for understanding neural network
dynamics during training. Originally developed by Jacot et al. [16] to analyse infinite-width feed-forward
networks, the NTK theory has since been extended to diverse architectures including convolutional net-
works [28] and recurrent networks [29]. This theoretical framework has proven invaluable for characterizing
learning dynamics and generalization properties across various network designs. We will see in the following
and in Sec. 4 how the NTK can also provide useful insights in the context of PDF fitting.

In order to facilitate the discussion in Sec. 4.1.1, Eq. (31) can be rewritten in a more compact form. We
first omit the indices and write, for instance,(

∂T

∂f

)
t

= (FK) , Θt = (∇µft) (∇µft)
T . (33)
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Then, using the definition of the error in Eq. (28), we can rewrite Eq. (31) as

d

dt
ft = −ΘtMft + bt , (34)

where

M = (FK)TC−1
Y (FK) , bt = Θt(FK)TC−1

Y Y . (35)

Here M is a positive-semidefinite matrix that depends only on the data covariance and the FK tables that
enter the theoretical predictions, while b is a vector that depends (amongst other quantities) on the central
value of the data. Note that any vector f that is in the kernel of (FK) is necessarily in the kernel of M ,
kerM . In turn, the vectors in kerM do not contribute to the flow evolution, as seen explictly in Eq. (34).

Before moving to the next subsection, a few comments are in order. First, although derived in the
context of neural networks, these equations do not refer to a specific parametrization. Indeed, these remain
valid even when an explicit functional form is chosen to parametrize the PDFs, as in Refs. [5, 6, 26]. Second,
it is interesting to observe that the flow equation, Eq. (34), depends on two matrices, Θ and M . The former
encodes the model dependence, while the latter contains the physical information. The interplay between
these two matrices is crucial for understanding the training dynamics, as discussed in Sec. 3.2.3. Finally,
the NTK derived in Eq. (32) is inherently time-dependent in a complex way, which precludes any attempt
at integrating Eq. (34) analytically. We come back to this point in Sec. 4.1.1, after discussing the properties
of the NTK during training.

3.2 Inside the Training Dynamics: an NTK perspective

From Eqs. (32) and (34), we observe that the NTK encodes the dependence on the architecture of the network
and governs its training dynamics. The analysis of the NTK properties is thus crucial for understanding
the behaviour of the network during training. We first discuss the properties of the NTK at initialisation,
before moving to the training phase, where we provide a detailed study of the NTK in the context of the
NNPDF methodology.

3.2.1 NTK at initialisation

Before training, the NTK is blind to data and depends on the x-grid of input and on the architecture, as
shown in Eq. (32). The NTK is a function of the fields f , which are stochastic variables described by their
joint probability distribution as discussed in Sect. 2. Therefore the NTK is also a stochastic variable, with
its own probability distribution, which we represent as usual as a set of replicas.

It is argued in the literature that, in the large-width limit, the variance of the NTK over the set of replicas
tends to zero with the width of the hidden layers (see, e.g., [19, 22]). In order to quantify the variation
of the NTK, we start by computing the Frobenius norm of the NTK over an ensemble of networks for
different architectures. For each architecture, we consider the standard deviation of the norm as a statistical
estimator of the variations of the NTK. The result is displayed in Fig. 6. Even though the Frobenius norm
is a coarse indicator of the variations of the NTK, the figure shows clearly that the variance of the norm
becomes smaller with the size of the network, which is consistent with the theoretical expectation that the
NTK should not fluctuate for infinite-width networks7.

A more quantitative description of the NTK at initialisation is provided by its spectrum, which is shown
in Fig. 7 for four different architectures. Inspecting the figure, we see that the spectrum of the NTK is
heavily hierarchical, and only few eigenvalues are actually non-zero8. Such a hierarchy in the eigenvalues
means that only a small subset of active directions can inform the network during training, as it will be
discussed later. Note that, at least at initialisation, these observations do not depend on the architecture:
the eigenvalues in Fig. 7 are mostly independent of the size of the network. Even though the logarithmic
scale on the vertical axis may hide some small variations, it is clear that most eigenvalues remain constant

7Note that, in addition to the scaling O(1/n) theoretically predicted for large networks, the uncertainty bands include
bootstrap errors due to the finite size of the ensemble. Using an ensemble of 100 replicas, the bootstrap error on the standard
deviation is ∼ 10%.

8Note that, due to the large difference in magnitude of the eigenvalues, the finite precision used in our codes introduces
noise in the decomposition, so that small eigenvalues should be effectively considered zero. We discuss the cut-off tolerance in
Appendix C.
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Figure 6. Frobenius norm of the NTK at initialisation, ∥Θ0∥, as a function of the width of the network. On the
left, the central values and uncertainty bands are obtained as the mean and one-sigma deviation of the ensemble of
networks. The plot on the right shows the relative uncertainty. It is interesting to note the decrease of the relative
uncertainty as the architecture of the network is increased. For larger networks, the sensitivity to a change of the
network parameters fluctuates less.

within the error bars. On the other hand, the logarithmic scale emphasises that there are several orders of
magnitude between eigenvalues for a given architecture; that hierarchical structure does not depend on the
architecture. There is a downward fluctuation of the third eigenvalue for the largest architecture that we
considered, but we do not have any evidence that this drop is a physical feature of the system, rather than
a fluctuation. Finally, the variance of the set of eigenvalues over replicas decreases with increasing size, as
expected.
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Figure 7. Spectrum of the NTK at initialisation for the architectures shown in Fig. 6. Error bands correspond to
one-sigma uncertainties over the ensemble of networks. The hierarchy of the eigenvalues is independent of the size of
the network. In agreement with the data in Fig. 6, the fluctuations of the eigenvalues decrease as the width of the
layers is increased.

3.2.2 NTK During Training

We now discuss the behaviour of the NTK during training. To this end, we are going to adopt the so-called
closure tests developed by the NNPDF collaboration. A closure test uses synthetic data, generated using
a known set of PDFs, to train the neural network. The PDFs used for generating the data are called here
input PDFs. The results of the training are then compared to the known input PDFs; the performance of
the training algorithm and the NN architecture are assessed by quantifying the comparison between trained
PDFs and input PDFs. Following the original presentation in Ref. [30], we distinguish three levels of closure
tests, which are defined by the complexity of the data used to train the NNs. We use the standard NNPDF
nomenclature and refer to these three levels as level-0 (L0), level-1 (L1), and level-2 (L2) closure tests, and
we denote the input PDFs used to generate the data as f in. The definitions of these three levels of data are
given in Appendix A.

For each of the closure-test data given above, we perform a fit of the triplet combination T3 using
the simplified version of the NNPDF methodology that we discussed above. We initialise an ensemble of
Nrep = 100 replicas with identical architecture, training each replica independently using GD optimization.
Throughout the training process, we track the evolution of the NTK to understand how the network’s
effective dynamics change as it learns the target function.

Onset of Lazy Training As a first estimator of the variation of the NTK, we show in Fig. 8 the Frobenius
norm of the variation during training, normalized by the Frobenius norm of the NTK itself,

δΘt =
∥Θt+1 −Θt∥

∥Θt∥
, (36)

for the three different datasets, L0, L1, and L2. Inspecting the plot reveals that the NTK undergoes
significant changes during the initial phase of training, with the relative variation δΘt reaching values as
high as 6%. This indicates that our settings differ from the standard picture of lazy training in the context of
very wide networks, as discussed, e.g., in Refs. [16, 19, 18], where the NTK is expected to be independent of
the flow time t. Remarkably, we do not observe a dependence on how data have been generated, indicating
that the NTK dynamics is basically unaffected by the noise that affects the data.

After this initial phase – corresponding approximately to the first 20,000 epochs in our experiment –
the NTK tends to stabilize. These two regions will be referred to as the rich and lazy training regimes,
respectively, in keeping with the standard terminology adopted in the literature (see, e.g., Ref. [31] where
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Figure 8. Relative variation of the NTK during training for L0, L1, and L2 data. Error bands correspond to one-
sigma uncertainties over the ensemble of networks.

two similar regimes were also identified). We do not comment any further on the implications of the lazy
regime, and postpone the discussion to Sec. 4.1.1.

Eigenvalues During Training Further insight on the evolution of the NTK can be obtained by study-
ing its eigensystem as a function of the training time. In Fig. 9 we report the variation of the first five
eigenvalues of the NTK, using the standard NNPDF architecture, for L0, L1, and L2 data. We see that
the hierarchical structure observed at initialisation is preserved, but the size of the subdominant eigenvalues
increases significantly in the early stages of training – by one or two orders of magnitude depending on the
specific eigenvalue.
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Figure 9. Evolution during training of the first five eigenvalues of the NTK using L0 (left), L1 (center), and L2
(right) data. Solid lines represent the median over the ensemble of networks, while solid bands correspond to 68%
confidence level. Note that the subdominant eigenvalues λ(3), λ(4) and λ(5) have increased by one or two orders of
magnitude by the end of the rich training phase.

In Fig. 10, the same first five eigenvalues of the NTK are displayed for L0, L1, and L2 data. We observe
a common pattern across all data types, consistently with the observation made before in Fig. 8. This
indicates the NTK evolution is insensitive to the noise included in the synthetic data. The increase of the
subdominant eigenvalues, combined with the analysis of Eqs. (44) and (45) in Sect. 4, suggests that more
“physical” features become learnable before lazy training sets in.

16



102 103 104

Epochs

100

120

140

160

180

200

λ
(1

)

L0

L1

L2

102 103 104

Epochs

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

λ
(2

)

L0

L1

L2

102 103 104

Epochs

0

1

2

3

4

λ
(3

)

L0

L1

L2

102 103 104

Epochs

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

λ
(4

)
L0

L1

L2

102 103 104

Epochs

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

0.14

0.16

λ
(5

)

L0

L1

L2

Figure 10. The first five eigenvalues of the NTK for L0, L1, and L2 data. Solid lines represent the median over
the ensemble of networks, while solid bands correspond to 68% confidence level. Each plot corresponds to a different
eigenvalue, as indicated by the label on the vertical axis. Note the different scales on the vertical axes, which reflects
the hierarchy of eigenvalues discussed above. Different colours correspond to different synthetic data, the agreement
between these bands confirms that the evolution of the eigensystem of the NTK does not depend on the level of noise
in the data.

Connection with the loss function Finally, in Fig. 11 we show the variation of the loss function during
training, overlaid with the first five eigenvalues of the NTK, for a selected replica over the ensemble. It is
interesting to see that in correspondence with the sudden variation of the subdominant eigenvalues, the loss
function drops significantly, at the cost of an instability localised in the descent. We interpret this as the
network learning new features, changing its internal representation to accommodate the new information.
After this initial phase, the eigenvalues stabilize and the loss function decreases smoothly, as expected in
the lazy training regime.

As it will be extensively discussed later in Sec. 4, the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the NTK play a
special role. Indeed, the output f can be decomposed into the basis of eigenvectors of the NTK. Hence the
eigenvectors corresponding to the larger eigenvalues can be interpreted as learnable features, while the small
(or zero) eigenvalues correspond to directions in which the field f never evolves during training.
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Figure 11. Variation of the loss function overlaid with the first five eigenvalues for a selected replica over the
ensemble using L0 (left), L1 (center), and L2 (right) data. Left scale refers to the loss, while the right scale refers to
the eigenvalues.

3.2.3 Eigenvectors and Alignment of the NTK

It has been argued above that there is a non-trivial interplay between the eigenspace of the NTK and that
of the matrix M . Indeed, the former encodes the model dependence, while the latter yields physical infor-
mation. Of course the two matrices are independent at initialisation, and we do not expect any alignment
pattern between the two. However, this picture does change during training, as the NTK evolves and the
model learns the target function. To quantify this alignment, we define the matrix A,

Akk′ =
(
z(k), v(k

′)
)2

= cos2(θkk′) , (37)

where z(k) and v(k
′) are the k-th and k′-th eigenvectors of the NTK and M , respectively. The matrix A

is thus a measure of the alignment between the eigenspaces of the two matrices. The rows of the matrix
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correspond to the eigenvectors of the NTK, ordered by the value of the corresponding eigenvalues, with the
eigenvectors corresponding to the larger eigenvalues at the top of the matrix. The columns correspond to
eigenvectors of the matrix M , also ordered by the values of the corresponding eigenvalues, with the largest
eigenvalues to the left in this case. In Fig. 12, we show the matrix A at different epochs of the training for
L2 data and a single NTK replica.
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Figure 12. Matrix A as defined in Eq. (37) for L2 data and for a single replica of the NTK. The matrix is shown at
different epochs of the training process, indicated in the top of each panel. The white dashed line indicates the cut-off
tolerance that we impose on the eigenvalues of the NTK (see Appendix C).

The blue rectangle in the top right corner of the matrix shows that the eigenvectors of the NTK corre-
sponding to the largest eigenvalues are orthogonal to the eigenvectors of M that are in the kernel of M , i.e.,
the directions that do not contribute to the observables. It is useful to remember that the largest eigenvalues
of the NTK correspond to the directions that are orthogonal to kerΘ, i.e., the directions that are learnable
during the training process. In order to have a robust training process, we expect these learnable directions
to align with the directions that actually contribute to the loss functions, i.e., the ones corresponding to
the largest eigenvalues of M . Consistently with this intuition, we see that the size of this blue rectangle
increases with training time. In particular, it is clear from our plot that it becomes deeper by the onset of
the lazy training regime: more of the learnable directions – the features that the network can learn – are
aligned with the directions that contribute most to the observables.

A similar analysis can also be performed by studying the alignment of the eigenvectors of the NTK
with the input function used to generate the data. In Fig. 13, we show the cosine of the angle between the
eigenvectors z(k) and the input f in for two subsets of eigenvectors, in the right and left panel respectively. In
these two panels, different patterns can be observed. Firstly, the first four angles vary considerably during
training, consistent with the observations made in the figures before. Furthermore, we see that other than
changing the dominant eigenvectors, the NTK is also activating the other directions that were subdominant
in the first stage of training, in agreement with the observations coming from Figs. 10-12. By the onset of the
lazy training regime, the input function lies entirely in the subspace spanned by the first four eigenvectors
of the NTK. This confirms that the NTK has aligned its features with the physically relevant directions of
the problem.
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Figure 13. Alignment of the eigenvectors of the NTK with the input function f in used to generate the L2 data,
measured in terms of cos θ(k) = (z(k), f in)/∥f in∥. In the left panel, the first four eigenvectors of the NTK are shown,
while the right panel shows the remaining eigenvectors up to k = 7. Note that f in lies entirely in the subspace spanned
by the first four eigenvectors of the NTK by the onset of the lazy training regime. We see that the NTK has aligned
its features with the physically relevant directions of the problem.

A complementary picture is displayed in Fig. 14. Here, we show the eigenvectors of the product of
matrices ΘtM , labelled with q(i), at different training times and as functions of the x-grid. The product
of these two matrices will become relevant in Sec. 4, where the solution of the lazy training equations is
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expressed as a linear combination of these eigenvectors. Together with the eigenvectors, we also show the
output of the trained neural network at the corresponding training time. From these plots, we see that as
the training progresses, the shape of the eigenvectors becomes more structured in order to reproduce the
output function. Again, this conclusion supports the observations made previously in various occasions,
that during training the neural network is changing its internal representation and the NTK encodes this
information.
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Figure 14. First five eigenvectors of the combined matrix H = ΘM , as in Eq. (34), at different training times and
as function of the input x-grid. We also show the output of the network at the same training time, which is displayed
in gray. L1 data is used.

4 Lazy Training in NNPDF

In the previous section we presented an empirical study of the training dynamics through the lens of the
NTK. We observed that the NTK is able to capture the main features of the training process, and that its
time evolution is characterised by a rapid initial transient, followed by a slower evolution during the rest of
the training. We now turn our attention on this last stage of the training, where the NTK has stabilised
and becomes approximately constant. In doing so, we build upon the results presented in Refs. [16, 18] and
extend them to the case of NNPDF. In the following, we derive the analytical solution of the flow equation,
which allows us to write an explicit expression for the trained field as a function of the field at initialisation
and the data.

4.1 Analytical Results

4.1.1 Solution of the Flow Equation

The lazy training regime is characterised by a slow-evolving NTK. We denote as tref the time at which the
onset of this regime occurs. The NTK is then frozen to its value at tref , and from this time onward the NTK
is taken to be constant

Θt = Θtref ≡ Θ, for t ≥ tref , (38)

and we use the same convention as in Sec. 3 to distinguish between the continuous time tref and the discrete
epoch Tref . The flow equation can then be written as

d

dt
ft = −ΘMft + b , (39)

where M and b are defined as in Eq. (35). Note that now neither Θ nor b depend on the training time t. In
order to solve this first-order linear differential equation, we observe that the eigenvectors of Θ,

Θz(k) = λ(k)z(k) , (40)
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provide a basis for expanding Eq. (39). Furthermore, owing to the spectrum hierarchy of the NTK (Fig. 9),
it is necessary to distinguish the components of ft that are in the kernel of Θ from the ones that are in the
orthogonal complement. We introduce the notation

f
∥
t,k =

(
z(k), ft

)
, if λ(k) = 0 , (41)

f⊥
t,k =

1√
λ(k)

(
z(k), ft

)
, if λ(k) ̸= 0 , (42)

where the scalar product has been defined as(
f ′
t′ , ft

)
=

∑
i,α

f ′
t′,iαft,iα . (43)

One can readily see that the components in the kernel of Θ, ker Θ, do not evolve during training,9

d

dt
f
∥
t,k = 0 =⇒ f

∥
t,k = f

∥
0,k . (44)

This means that the final solution is affected by an irreducible noise that is purely dictated by the initial
condition.

The flow equation for the orthogonal components can be written as

d

dt
f⊥
t,k = −H⊥

kk′f
⊥
t,k′ +B⊥

k , (45)

where we introduced

H⊥
kk′ =

√
λ(k)

(
z(k),Mz(k

′)
)√

λ(k′) , (46)

B⊥
k = −

√
λ(k)

[(
z(k),Mz(k

′)
)
f
∥
0,k′ −

(
z(k), (FK)TC−1

Y Y
)]

. (47)

As discussed above, the indices on quantities that have a ⊥ suffix only span the space orthogonal to the
kernel of Θ, while the indices on quantities that have a ∥ suffix span the kernel. We refer to H⊥ as the
flow (or training) Hamiltonian, emphasizing that training can only take place in the space orthogonal to the
kernel of Θ; we see explicitly in the definition above that the flow dynamics is determined by a combination
of the architecture of the NN, encoded in the NTK, and the data, on which M depends. More specifically,
the matrix elements of M can be written as(

z(k),Mz(k
′)
)
= T (k)TC−1

Y T (k′) , (48)

where T (k) = T [z(k)] is the vector of theory predictions for the data obtained using z(k) as the input PDF.
Similarly, we have (

z(k), (FK)TC−1
Y Y

)
= T (k)TC−1

Y Y . (49)

Denoting by d⊥ the dimension of the subspace orthogonal to ker Θ, H⊥ is a d⊥ × d⊥ symmetric matrix,
whose eigenvalues and eigenvectors satisfy

H⊥
kk′w

(i)
k′ = h(i)w

(i)
k . (50)

In Fig. 15 we show the evolution during training of the first five eigenvalues of H⊥ for the three different
closure datasets. It should not come as too much of a surprise that the eigenvalues of H⊥ have a similar
behaviour to those of the NTK (see Fig. 9), from which they are constructed. However, we see that h(i) are
larger by around three orders of magnitude than the NTK eigenvalues.

9Despite this result having been obtained using the frozen NTK, it is worth mentioning that at any time during training the
kernel of the NTK is always defined and in general non-empty. Hence, even in the initial stages of the training process, there
is a component that is completely determined by the initial condition, i.e., by the prior distribution in functional space.
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Figure 15. Evolution during training of the first five eigenvalues of H⊥ using L0 (left), L1 (center), and L2 (right)
data. Solid lines represent the median over the ensemble of networks, while solid bands correspond to 68% confidence
level. Note that the subdominant eigenvalues λ(3), λ(4) and λ(5) have increased by one or two orders of magnitude by
the end of the rich training phase.

The solution to Eq. (45) can be written as the sum of the solution of the homogeneous equation, f̂⊥
t,k,

and a particular solution of the full equation. The solution of the homogeneous equation is

f̂⊥
t,k =

d⊥∑
i=1

f
⊥(i)
0 e−h(i)tw

(i)
k , (51)

where

f
⊥(i)
0 =

d⊥∑
k=1

w
(i)
k f⊥

0,k , (52)

guarantees that the initial condition f̂⊥
t,k = f⊥

0,k is satisfied. Similarly, if we define

Υ(i) =

d⊥∑
k=1

w
(i)
k B⊥

k , (53)

then

f̌⊥
t,k =

∑′

i

1

h(i)
Υ(i)

(
1− e−h(i)t

)
w

(i)
k , (54)

where the sum only involves the non-zero modes of H⊥, is a particular solution of the inhomogeneous
equation, which satisfies the boundary condition f̌⊥

0,k = 0. Hence, the solution of the flow equation in the
subspace orthogonal to ker Θ is

f⊥
t,k = f̂⊥

t,k + f̌⊥
t,k . (55)

Finally, collecting the parallel contribution, Eq. (44), and the solution of the orthogonal component, Eq. (55),
yields a simple expression,

ft,α = U(t)αα′f0,α′ + V (t)αIYI . (56)

The two evolution operators U(t) and V (t) have lengthy, yet explicit, expressions, which we summarise here:

U(t)αα′ = Û⊥(t)αα′ + Ǔ⊥(t)αα′ + U
∥
αα′ , (57)

where

Û⊥(t)αα′ =
∑

k,k′∈⊥

√
λ(k)z(k)α

[∑
i

w
(i)
k e−h(i)tw

(i)
k′

]
z
(k′)
α′

1√
λ(k′)

, (58)

and

U
∥
αα′ =

∑
k′′∈∥

z(k)α z
(k)
α′ . (59)
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The contributions from Ǔ⊥(t) and V (t) are more easily expressed by introducing the operator

M(t)αα′ =
∑

k,k′∈⊥

√
λ(k)z(k)α

[∑′

i

w
(i)
k

1

h(i)

(
1− e−h(i)t

)
w

(i)
k′

]
z
(k′)
α′

√
λ(k′) . (60)

Then, we can write

Ǔ⊥(t) = −M(t) (FK)TC−1
Y (FK)

∑
k′′∈∥

z(k
′′)z(k

′′)T

 , (61)

and

V (t) = M(t) (FK)TC−1
Y , (62)

where we note that the term in the bracket in Eq. (61) is simply the projector on the kernel of the NTK.
The four terms that appear in the analytical solution have a clear physical interpretation:

• The first term Û⊥(t) suppresses the components of the initial condition that lie in the subspace
orthogonal to the kernel of the NTK. These are the components that are learned by the network
during training. While the trained solution still depends on its value at initialisation, that dependence
is suppressed during training. This suppression is exponential in the training time, and the rates are
given by the eigenvalues of H⊥.

• The contribution from U∥ yields the component of the initial condition that lies in the kernel of the
NTK. As such, those components remain unchanged during training and are part of the trained field
at all times t.

• The two remaining contributions are best understood by combining them together,

Ǔ⊥(t)f0 + V (t)Y = M(t) (FK)TC−1
Y

[
Y − (FK)f

∥
0

]
. (63)

The parallel component of the initial condition f
∥
0 does not evolve during training, and therefore it

yields a contribution (FK)f
∥
0 to the theoretical prediction of the data points at all times t. This is

taken into account by subtracting this contribution from the data, before the inference is performed.

The solution in Eq. (56) is the main result of this section. It shows that the training process can be
described as the sum of a linear transformation of the initial fields f0,α, and a linear transformation of the
data YI . The two transformations depend on the flow time t and are given by the evolution operators U(t)
and V (t). Fig. 16 compares the analytical solution with the trained function at the end of training, for
different choices of the frozen NTK. The NN is trained using the numerical GD until tref , at which point
the NTK is frozen. The evolution time t used in the analytical solution is the difference between the total
training time and tref ; the intial condition for the analytical solution is the trained solution at tref . Central
value and uncertainty bands are obtained by computing the analytical solution for each replica of the initial
condition and frozen NTK. 10 The figures agree with the expectation; the closer tref is to the onset of the
lazy regime, the better the agreement between the analytical solution and the trained function.

10If not stated otherwise, in this section central values and uncertainties are always computed as ensemble averages across
replicas.

22



0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

x

−0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

x
T

3

Tref = 100

T = 50000

f0 = fTref

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

x

Tref = 3000

T = 50000

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

x

Tref = 5000

T = 50000

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

x

Tref = 10000

T = 50000

Trained solution

Analytical solution

Figure 16. Comparison of the trained and analytical evolution at the end of training. Each panel corresponds to a
different frozen NTK, whereby the analytical solution is computed starting from fTRef

. The orange curve represents
the final trained function after 50000 iterations of GD, and is the same across panels. Error bands represent one-sigma
uncertainties across replicas. L2 data is used.

A complementary perspective is provided in Fig. 17, where the analytical solution is decomposed into
the two contributions from U and V . In each panel, the initial condition ftref is evolved analytically for
different training times by keeping the frozen NTK fixed. We see that as training proceeds, the contribution
from U is progressively suppressed, in accordance with the observation made above. On the other hand, the
contribution from V grows and becomes dominant at later epochs, indicating that the trained function is
mostly determined by the data, rather than the initial condition of the network. We also observe that such
behaviour happens quite rapidly – in a training time interval ∆T ≈ 200 – as a consequence of the fact that
the time scales in the analytical solution are determined by the inverse of the eigenvalues of H⊥, and the
latter are typically large.
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Figure 17. Decomposition of the analytical solution into the two contributions from U and V at different training
times. The frozen NTK is fixed across panels, and corresponds to the one at Tref = 10000. The initial condition for
the analytical solution is always fTref

. As in Fig. 16, L2 data is used.

The analytical solution in Eq. (56) sheds a new light onto the behaviour of the numerical training of a
neural network. Given these results, it is natural to ask whether the information encoded in the NTK alone
can drive training, independently of the initial condition, i.e., whether the analytical solution can be used
to perform kernel learning. We address this question in Sect. 4.2, after deriving a few additional analytical
results in the subsections below.

4.1.2 Crosschecks using L0 data

The analytical solution enables rigorous validation of our implementation through crosschecks with L0 data,
where we have complete control over the data generation process. In this case, the realization of the dataset
is completely determined by the input PDFs

Y = (FK)f in . (64)

Note that using L0 data only affects the second term in Eq. (56).11 We can then rewrite the combined term
in Eq. (63) as follows

Ǔ⊥(t)f0 + V (t)Y = M(t) (FK)TC−1
Y (FK)

[
f in − f

∥
0

]
. (65)

11To be more precise, since the analytical solution requires the NTK to be frozen at a certain epoch Tref , the NTK also
depends on the data used in the training.
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purple curve represents the contribution of the operator V , computed with the NTK at Tref , in the limit of infinite
training time.

The subtraction taking place in the square brackets of Eq. (65) suggests that the effective function that the
neural network actually sees is not the input function f in used to generate the data, but rather the difference
between f in and the component of the initial function f0 that lies in the subspace spanned by the kernel of

the NTK, i.e., f
∥
0 . In other words, the parallel component f

∥
0 , which, we remind the reader, does not evolve

during the analytic training, acts as a constant “bias” in the training process, effectively shifting the input
function seen by the neural network. Of course the actual magnitude of this irreducible noise depends both
on how f0 and the kernel of the NTK are distributed over the ensemble.

Note that the observation above remains true even in the limit of infinite training,

lim
t→∞

V (t)Y = f in⊥ +M∞Mf in∥ , (66)

which shows that the V component of the trained solution reproduces exactly the component of the PDF
that lies in the subspace orthogonal to the kernel of Θ. We compare the asymptotic behaviour of V (t)Y and
f in⊥ in Fig. 18, where we see that the analytical solution at infinite training time reproduces the expected
result, i.e., it coincides with f in⊥, as long as Tref > 1000. The second term in the square bracket on the
right-hand side of Eq. (65) is the contribution from the parallel component at initialisation that does not
evolve in the training process. Given that f0 is almost normally distributed around zero, that term does not
contribute to the central value of the fitted PDF, i.e., to the average of the trained solution over replicas.

The time evolution of

E
[
M(t) (FK)TC−1

Y (FK) f
∥
0

]
, (67)

is shown in Fig. 19.
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orders of magnitude smaller than in Fig. 18.
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4.1.3 Infinite Training Time

In the limit of infinite training time, the evolution operators U(t) and V (t) simplify and yield an elegant
interpretation of the minimum of the cost function. For large training times, we have

Û⊥
∞,αα′ = lim

t→∞
Û⊥(t)αα′ = 0 (68)

M∞,αα′ = lim
t→∞

M(t)αα′ =
∑

k,k′∈⊥

√
λ(k)z(k)α

[∑′

i

w
(i)
k

1

h(i)
w

(i)
k′

]
z
(k′)
α′

√
λ(k′) , (69)

and explicit expressions for Ǔ⊥
∞ and V∞ are obtained from M∞. The term in the square bracket in Eq. (69)

is the spectral decomposition of the pseudo-inverse of H⊥ in d⊥-dimensional orthogonal subspace. So, the
operator M∞ acts as follows on a field fα:

1. The term on the right of the square bracket computes the coordinate fk′ introduced in Eq. (42). The
fk are the coordinates of the component f⊥ that evolves during training,

f⊥ =
∑
k∈⊥

√
λ(k)fk z

(k) . (70)

2. The term in the square bracket applies the pseudo-inverse to the coordinates fk,

f ′
k =

(
H⊥

)+

kk′
fk′ . (71)

3. The final term on the left of the square bracket reconstructs the full field corresponding to the coor-
dinates f ′

k,

f
′⊥ =

∑
k∈⊥

√
λ(k)f ′

k z
(k) . (72)

As discussed at the end of Sect. 4.1.1 it is convenient to combine the contributions of Ǔ⊥
∞ and V∞,

Ǔ⊥
∞f0 + V∞Y = M∞ (FK)TC−1

Y

[
Y − (FK)f

∥
0

]
. (73)

The contribution to the observables from the parallel components of f does not change during training,
therefore that contribution is subtracted from the data and the orthogonal components of f are adjusted to
minimize the χ2 of the corrected data. The minimum of the χ2 in the orthogonal subspace is found applying
M∞, i.e., by projecting in the orthogonal subspace, applying the pseudo-inverse and finally recomputing
the full field as detailed above.

4.2 Numerical Results

The results shown in Sec. 4.1.1 and Sec. 3.2.2 support the idea that the NTK is capable to encode in its
eigenvectors the physical features learned during training. We now probe this idea further by employing the
analytical solution in Eq. (56) à la kernel learning, i.e., by applying it to an initial condition drawn from
the prior distribution. In the following, we choose the initial condition to be an ensemble of networks at
initialisation as in Fig. 5, whose architecture is the same as the one used in the training. This represents
our prior assumption on the space of functions, which is then updated using the data and the NTK frozen
at tref .

4.2.1 Central Value and Covariance of the Trained Fields

The analytical solution in Eq. (56) is inherently stochastic, since the frozen NTK at tref is actually obtained
from an ensemble of networks. As a consequence, the operators U(t) and V (t) are both random variables.
We can then characterize the distribution of the analytical solution using the mean and variance across the
ensemble, as shown in Eq. (3). The central value of the analytical solution is thus defined as

f̄t,α = E [ft,α] = E
[
U(t)αα′f0,α′

]
+ E [V (t)αIYI ] . (74)
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More interestingly, we can also compute their covariance matrix at any time t,

Cov[ft, f
T
t ] = E

[
U(t)f0f

T
0 U(t)T

]
− E [U(t)f0]E

[
fT
0 U(t)T

]
+ E

[
U(t)f0Y

TV (t)T
]
− E [U(t)f0]E

[
Y TV (t)T

]
+ E

[
V (t)Y fT

0 U(t)T
]
− E [V (t)Y ]E

[
fT
0 U(t)T

]
+ E

[
V (t)Y Y TV (t)T

]
− E [V (t)Y ]E

[
Y TV (t)T

]
. (75)

Note that the first and the fourth lines above yield symmetric matrices, while the third line is just the
transpose of the second, thereby ensuring that the whole covariance matrix is the sum of three symmetric
matrices and therefore is symmetric,

Cov[ft, f
T
t ] = C

(00)
t + C

(0Y )
t + C

(Y Y )
t , (76)

where

C
(00)
t = E

[
U(t)f0f

T
0 U(t)T

]
− E [U(t)f0]E

[
fT
0 U(t)T

]
, (77)

C
(0Y )
t = E

[
U(t)f0Y

TV (t)T
]
− E [U(t)f0]E

[
Y TV (t)T

]
+ E

[
V (t)Y fT

0 U(t)T
]
− E [V (t)Y ]E

[
fT
0 U(t)T

]
, (78)

C
(Y Y )
t = E

[
V (t)Y Y TV (t)T

]
− E [V (t)Y ]E

[
Y TV (t)T

]
. (79)

Eq. (76) shows explicitly the various contributions to the covariance matrix. Indeed, C
(00)
t quantifies the

contribution to the covariance matrix that is purely due to the fluctuations of the initial condition, while

C
(Y Y )
t quantifies the contribution that is purely due to the statistical fluctuations of the data. The mixed

term C
(0Y )
t accounts for the correlations between the two sources of uncertainty.

4.2.2 Convergence of the Analytical Solution

We start by comparing the analytical solution (AS), obtained using an ensemble of networks at initialisation
as the initial condition, with the trained solution (TS), obtained by training another ensemble of networks
drawn from the same prior distribution using GD. This comparison is shown in Fig. 20 for L2 data, where the
rows in the grid correspond to different frozen NTKs, while the columns represent numerical and analytical
evolution after T = 50, 500 and 5000 epochs. These results deserve a few comments.

The first observation is that the NTK at early stages of training is not able to drive the prior towards
the true function, as shown in the first and, though less dramatically, in the second row of Fig. 20. This is
expected, as we extensively discussed in Sec. 3.2.2, since at early stages of training by GD the NTK has not
yet aligned its internal representation with the data.

More significantly, we observe a significant discrepancy between the AS and the TS even at T = 5000.
This can be explained as follows. At the beginning of training, there is clearly no difference between AS
and TS since both represent the neural network output at initialisation (Sec. 2), with variations due only
to different initialisation seeds. During early training stages, AS and TS differ as expected. Indeed, the
analytical solution is computed using the frozen NTK at tref , while the trained solution evolves with an
NTK that is still changing as shown in Sect. 3. Crucially, if the NTK at tref has already learned from the
data and aligned with the solution, the AS converges faster to the target, while the TS requires additional
epochs before evolving in the correct direction.

4.2.3 Connection with Linear Methods

We can consider a simplifying limit of Eq. (74), where the initial condition f0 and the data Y are statistically
independent from the respective evolution operators U(t) and V (t). Note that the first term on the right-
hand side of Eq. (74) can only be non-zero because of the correlations between U(t) and f0. In the absence
of such correlations, the first term would be given by the product of the expectation values and therefore
would vanish if f0 is an ensemble of networks at initialisation. Under these assumptions, we have

Ū(t) = E [U(t)] , (80)

V̄ (t) = E [V (t)] , (81)
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Figure 20. Comparison of the trained (orange) and analytical (blue) evolution starting from an ensemble of networks
at initialisation as the initial condition. Each row corresponds to a different frozen NTK, while the columns represent
different training times. The dashed line represents the input function used to generate the synthetic data, i.e., the
true result. L2 data is used.

and
f̄t,α = Ū(t)αα′ f̄0,α′ + V̄ (t)αIYI = V̄ (t)αIYI . (82)

The second term in Eq. (74), or equivalently Eq. (82), explicitly shows the contribution of each data point
to the central value of the trained fields at each value of xα. It is worthwhile remarking that in this limit,
the central value from the set of trained networks is a linear combination of the data points, with coefficients
given by the evolution operator V (t)αI .

In the absence of general theorems, we verify this assumption empirically. From the ensemble of replicas,
we generate bootstrap samples and compute the following two estimators,

∆[U(t)f0] = E [U(t)f0]− E [U(t)]E [f0] , (83)

∆[V (t)Y ] = E [V (t)Y ]− E [V (t)]E [Y ] . (84)

for different training times, using the same frozen NTK and L2 data. The results are shown in Fig. 21 for
the U (upper panel) and V (lower panel) contributions. The error bands are computed using bootstrap
error. By inspecting the figures, we see two distinct patterns emerging. For the operator U , ∆[U(t)f0] is
different from zero for small training times, and thus the correlations between U(t) and f0 are non-negligible.
However, as training proceeds, ∆[U(t)f0] becomes compatible with zero within the error bars, suggesting
that the correlations are progressively suppressed. The case of the V operator is even more striking, as
∆[V (t)Y ] is clearly non-negligible across all training times, although it also shows a decreasing trend as
training proceeds. This suggests that the correlations between V (t) and Y cannot be neglected.

Let us conclude this brief discussion by noting that Eq. (82) resembles the structure of a linear method,
like Backus-Gilbert or Gaussian Processes. We believe that this observation, as well as the results shown in
Fig. 21, deserves further investigations, which we leave for future work. Understanding the relation between
different methods is important in order to assess the robustness of the solution.
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Figure 21. Behaviour of ∆[U(t)f0] and ∆[V (t)Y ], as defined in Eqs. (83) and (84), as functions of the training time.
The operators U(T ) and V (T ) are constructed by taking the NTK at Tref = 10000, which is fixed across panels. The
uncertainties are extracted from the bootstrap ensemble as discussed in the text.

4.2.4 Error decomposition

The analytical expression for the covariance matrix, Eq. (76), allows us to monitor the relative size of the
three contributions as training proceeds. For a properly trained ensemble of networks, the covariance of the
trained fields should be dominated by the statistical error on the data. We show the diagonal entries of the
decomposition of the error budget in Fig. 22, for different frozen NTKs (rows) and different training epochs
(columns), using L2 data as before. In general, we observe that towards the end of the training process the

contribution from the data C
(Y Y )
t (orange band) becomes dominant with respect to the contribution coming

from the initial condition C
(00)
t (blue band). We also see that the suppression of the initial condition is more

severe and happens earlier when the frozen NTK is taken at later stages of training.
In order to study the dependence of the error decomposition on the initial condition, we repeat the same

analysis for the case of scaled input f(x, log x), as described in Sec. 2. Hence, the frozen NTK is taken from
an ensemble of trained networks with input layer as in Eq. (8). The initial condition f0 of the analytical
solution is drawn from the same prior distribution as the trained solution, and corresponds to the orange
curve in Fig. 5. The resulting error decomposition is shown in Fig. 23 for L2 data, where panels are ordered
as in Fig. 22. Inspecting the figures, we observe that now the contribution of the initial condition becomes
dominant in the small-x region, even for large training times and irrespective of the epoch at which the NTK
is frozen. This result reflects the behaviour of the prior distribution at small-x, where indeed error bands are
significantly enlarged with respect to the case of linear input. Interestingly, even the contribution from the

data, C
(Y Y )
t , increases at small-x towards larger training times. This can be explained by observing that,

despite not being explicitly dependent on the initial condition f0, the evolution operator V (t) is constructed
from a frozen NTK that has encoded the dependence on the architecture through the training process (see
Eq. (62)). That the difference between Figs. 22 and 23 is primarily localised at small-x showcases that, for
the region left uncovered by the data, the methodology is not able to suppress the dependence on the initial
condition. In fact, where the information from the data is available (corresponding roughly to x ≳ 0.01), the
dependence on the initial condition lessens as the analytical solution evolves (left to right). This reduction
occurs more rapidly for frozen NTKs taken at later stages of training (top to bottom), showing that there
is a non-trivial interplay between the information provided by the data and that acquired by the NTK.

These studies reveal the intricate connection between the prior distribution and the uncertainties of
PDFs. In the region constrained by data, the error is dominated by the statistical error on the data, rather
than by the fluctuations of the initial fields. This is an important step in our study of the error estimates.
It guarantees that the error bars computed from the ensemble of trained PDFs are not biased by the choice
of prior, which depends on the selected architecture, activation function, and probability distributions for
the biases and weights at initialisation.
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Figure 22. Decomposition of the error budget of the trained fields into the two components from the initial condition
(blue) and from the data (orange), as defined in Eqs. (77) and (79). Each row corresponds to a different frozen NTK,
while the columns represent different training epochs. L2 data is used. We see that if the NTK is taken at later stages
of training, the contribution from the initial condition is severely suppressed towards the end of training.
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Figure 23. Similar to Fig. 22, but now for the case of scaled input f(x, log x).
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4.3 Bias-Variance Decomposition

Finally, we can use the analytical solution to compute the bias and variance of the trained ensemble of
networks. Following the definition of Ref. [4], we define the bias as

Bt =
1

Ndat

(
T̄ [ft]− YL0

)T
C−1
Y

(
T̄ [ft]− YL0

)
(85)

=
1

Ndat

(
f̄t − f in

)T
M

(
f̄t − f in

)
(86)

where T̄ [ft] = (FK)f̄t is the theoretical prediction computed using the central value of the trained fields at
time t, Eq. (74), and YL0 are the data points generated using the input function f in, YL0 = (FK)f in (see
Appendix A). In going from the first to the second line, we use the definition of the matrix M given in
Eq. (35), which includes the physical information encoded in the FK tables. The bias thus assumes a clear
interpretation – it measures the ability of the training process in inverting the forward map used to generate
the data. In fact, we recall that the inversion is not exact even with level-0 data; the minimum of the loss
is achieved for

f in
M⊥ = M+(FK)TC−1

Y YL0 = M+Mf in ̸= f in , (87)

where M+ is the pseudo-inverse of M . As in the case of the NTK, there is a residual component of the
input vector in the null eigenspace of M , f in

M∥ , that is not constrained by the forward map, similarly to the
residual noise introduced by the NTK when training the network, Sec. 4.1.1. Given that this component
is not constrained by the data, the parametrization, together with the fitting methodology, has complete
freedom to fix it. In our analytical solution, Eq. (56), this freedom is brought in by the linear transformation
of the fields f0. On the other hand, f in

M⊥ receives its contribution from the data and from the theoretical
predictions, resembling the linear transformation of the input data in Eq. (56). This is even more evident if
one compares Eq. (87) with Eq. (62)

E [V (t)Y ]− f in
M⊥ = E

[
M(t)(FK)TC−1

Y Y
]
−M+(FK)TC−1

Y YL0 , (88)

where we recall that Y is different from YL0, in general. From this expression, it follows that M(t) can be
seen as a regularised variant of M+, with the training time t being the regularisation parameter.

These arguments motivate us to reshape Eq. (86) as follows

Bt = Bt,U + Bt,V + Bt,UV , (89)

where

Bt,U =
1

Ndat

(
E [U(t)f0]− f in

M∥

)T
M

(
E [U(t)f0]− f in

M∥

)
, (90)

Bt,V =
1

Ndat

(
E [V (t)Y ]− f in

M⊥

)T
M

(
E [V (t)Y ]− f in

M⊥

)
, (91)

Bt,UV =
2

Ndat

(
E [U(t)f0]− f in

M∥

)T
M

(
E [V (t)Y ]− f in

M⊥

)
. (92)

Continuing in this vein and following Ref. [4], we define the variance as

Vt =
1

Ndat
E

[(
T̄ [ft]− T [ft]

)T
C−1
Y

(
T̄ [ft]− T [ft]

)]
(93)

=
1

Ndat
E

[(
f̄t − ft

)T
M

(
f̄t − ft

)]
, (94)

where in the second line we use the same reasoning as in Eq. (86). This expression therefore serves as a
measure of the spread of the trained fields in the space of data. Similarly to the bias, we can decompose the
variance into three components

Vt = Vt,U + Vt,V + Vt,UV , (95)

where now the contributions are

Vt,U =
1

Ndat
E

[(
E[U(t)f0]− U(t)f0

)T
M

(
E[U(t)f0]− U(t)f0

)]
, (96)

Vt,V =
1

Ndat
E

[(
E[V (t)Y ]− V (t)Y

)T
M

(
E[V (t)Y ]− V (t)Y

)]
, (97)

Vt,UV =
2

Ndat
E

[(
E[U(t)f0]− U(t)f0

)T
M

(
E[V (t)Y ]− V (t)Y

)]
. (98)

30



Bias and variance, together with their decompositions introduced above, are shown in Figs. 24 and 25,
respectively. We show these curves as functions of the training time for different frozen NTKs and for L0,
L1 and L2 data. We now discuss these figures in turn.

Starting from the bias, we see that Bt,V contributes the most to the total budget of the bias, in accordance
with the observations made in Fig. 17. Furthermore, the bias decreases more rapidly when the NTK is frozen
at later stages of training, as the NTK has had more time to align with the data and therefore is more effective
in reducing the bias. We also observe that the behaviour of the bias at larger epochs is different depending
on the closure level. For L0 data, the bias decreases monotonically with training time, approaching zero
asymptotically. This is expected, since L0 data do not contain any noise and the bias can be reduced
indefinitely by training longer. On the other hand, the bias for L1 and L2 data presents a minimum at
large epochs, after which the bias increases again (see the inset in each figure). Here the dependence on
the frozen NTK determines the location of the minimum – the later the NTK is frozen, the earlier the
bias reaches its minimum. That both L1 and L2 have a similar behaviour tells us that the central value of
the analytical solution is mostly insensitive to the experimental uncertainty propagated through the Monte
Carlo fluctuations of the data.
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Figure 24. Bias decomposition as in Eq. (89) as a function of the training time for L0 (top), L1 (middle) and
L2 (bottom) data. The curves are computed using the analytical result in Eq. (56). Each column corresponds to a
different frozen NTK.

Turning now to the variance, we see again that the dominant contribution comes from Vt,V , unless the
NTK is frozen at very early stages of training. This agrees with Fig. 22, where we observed that the U
contribution is significant only at early epochs. In general, the variance exhibits a peak at intermediate
epochs, after which it decreases. This stands out particularly for Tref = 3000 (second column in Fig. 25),
where the height of the peak has its maximum for the case of L2 data. When the NTK is frozen at later
stages of training, the peak is less pronounced and located at earlier epochs. Note that, contrary to the bias,
the behaviour at large epochs of the variance differs between L1 and L2 data. In fact, while the variance for
L0 and L1 data approaches zero asymptotically, for L2 data the variance converges to a residual value shifted
from zero. Finally, a closer inspection of the figures reveals a strong correlation between the eigenvalues of
H⊥, introduced in Sec. 4.1.1, and the transitions in the slope of the variance. Indeed, the components of
the analytical solution contribute with different timescales, characterised by the inverse of the eigenvalues
of H⊥. This is particularly evident for the case at Tref = 5000, where in correspondence of the timescale
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1/h(i), shown as vertical dashed lines in grey, the variance shows a change in slope. This remains true across
all closure-test data, although slightly mitigated for L2 data.

The interplay between bias and variance, as well as the presence of extrema in both curves, has practical
implications in the choice of the optimal stopping time. In Fig. 26 we compare the total contributions
of bias and variance as functions of the training time, for different frozen NTKs, and for L0, L1 and L2
data. One major observation that emerges from these figures is that the intersection point between bias
and variance – which defines a bias-variance ratio equal to one – is not sufficient to determine whether the
fit has converged optimally. For instance, for L0 data with the NTK frozen at Tref = 3000 (first row, third
column), the two curves intersect at around T ∼ 1000 and T > 10000. Clearly, only the latter represents a
good fit. This becomes even more evident for L2 data (third row), in particular when the NTK is frozen at
Tref = 10000 (last column). Interestingly, there are no intersection points between bias and variance for L0
data and when the NTKs are frozen at Tref > 3000. This is a direct consequence of the observations made
above, namely that the bias is insensitive to the noise in the data, while the variance is. Indeed, as is clear
by comparing L1 and L2 data for Tref = 10000, adding the Monte Carlo fluctuations in the data leaves the
bias almost unchanged but increases the variance, resulting in the intersection of the two curves.

We conclude by remarking that bias and variance are computed using the analytical solution in Eq. (56),
hence from an ensemble of frozen NTKs. The results discussed above provide evidence that the NTK
is capable of encoding not only the physical features of the data, but also the statistical features of the
methodology. Such a finding deserves further attention in future assessments of PDF determinations.
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Figure 25. Variance decomposition as in Eq. (95) as a function of the training time for L0 (top), L1 (middle) and
L2 (bottom) data. The curves are computed using the analytical result in Eq. (56). Each column corresponds to a
different frozen NTK. The vertical dashed lines in grey indicate the inverse of the eigenvalues of H⊥, 1/h(i).
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Figure 26. Comparison of the total contribution of bias and variance in the space of the data as a function of the
training time for L0 (top), L1 (middle) and L2 (bottom) data. The curves are the same as in Figs. 24 and 25, displayed
here together. Each column corresponds to a different frozen NTK. In first column, the bias is off-scale. As in Fig. 25,
the vertical dashed lines in grey indicate the inverse of the eigenvalues of H⊥, 1/h(i).

5 Conclusions

Our present age is marked by unprecedented advancements in machine learning techniques, whose appli-
cations span many scientific domains – PDF determination being one of them. However, we believe that
we ought to move from mere witnesses to active contributions. In fact, it is of paramount importance to
understand how these new techniques behave when applied to complex problems such as PDF determination.

In this work, we have taken a step forward in this direction. We have investigated a novel treatment of
the learning process in the context of PDF fitting by exploring the training dynamics in the functional space
of the neural network. In fact, the NTK can be used to unravel complex dynamics obfuscated by the training
algorithms commonly employed in PDF fits. We have shown that the properties of the NTK are highly
entangled with the fitting results, and that a proper understanding of its structure and time dependence
can provide precious insights on the learning process. The identification of separate rich and lazy training
phases is potentially a general feature of MLP training, which is worthy of highlighting beyond the specific
application to PDF fits. In the context of PDF fits, we have developed, under certain assumptions, an
analytical description of how the neural network evolves during training, enabling us to better understand
the NNPDF methodology and its dependence on the underlying model architecture. To the best of our
knowledge, such description has not yet been attempted in the context of ill-defined inverse problems.

Yet, this work is far from being conclusive. As a pioneering study, we believe that the most important
contribution is the identification and initial discussion of the role of the NTK in PDF fits, leading to a set of
relevant diagnostic metrics to be explored in future works. Indeed, many aspects merit further investigations.
First of all, we need to study in detail the outcome of a similar analysis when applied to a more complex
and realistic framework, including multiple fitted flavors and real data. For data that depend linearly on
the PDFs, the extension of the formalism is straightforward. However, the agreement with the analytical
predictions need to be tested by performing the numerical simulations. Further insights could be gained by
exploring different parametrizations beyond neural networks. These systematic studies will be carried out
in forthcoming works using the recent flexible and extensible open-source framework Colibri [32].
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In spite of the simplified framework adopted in the present study, our findings highlight the complexity
and richness of the learning process; a quantitative description of the learning process is needed in order
to pin down the origin of PDF uncertainties. This poses a significant challenge in light of the improved
precision of forthcoming measurements. We believe that the tools presented here can help address this gap.
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A The BCDMS dataset for T3

The analysis presented in this work employs a set of synthetic data points generated using a known underlying
law f in that we seek to reconstruct. Analogous to Ref. [2], the pseudo-data are constructed by convolving
f in with FK tables whose kinematic dependence is specified by measurements of the structure function F2

on proton and deuterium targets from the BCDMS collaboration [33]. By combining these measurements,
one can construct the observable F p

2 −F d
2 that, at next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) in QCD and under

the assumption of isoscalarity for the deuterium nucleus, provides a clean probe of the non-singlet triplet
PDF combination T3 = u+ − d+, where u+ = u + ū and d+ = d + d̄. The factorisation formula in Eq. (1)
then simplifies to

F p
2 − F d

2 = CT3 ⊗ T3, (99)

where CT3 is the corresponding Wilson coefficient computed in perturbative QCD, and ⊗ is a short-hand
notation that denotes the convolution as in Eq. (1). The construction of the FK tables needed to compute
the predictions, as well as the construction of the covariance matrix, are identical to Ref. [2], to which the
reader is referred for further details. This yields a total of 333 data points, which then reduce to 248 points
after applying the kinematic cuts.

Following the closure test framework developed by the NNPDF collaboration [1, 4], we generate data
with three different levels of noise, labelled as Level 0 (L0), Level 1 (L1) and Level 2 (L2) data. Furthermore,
we use the non-singlet triplet xT3 from the NNPDF4.0 parton set [4] as the input law f in. In the following,
we summarise the definition of the different levels of pseudo-data.

Level 0 The pseudo-data are generated without any experimental noise, i.e., by using the input function
and the FK tables as follows

YL0 = (FK)f in. (100)

In this ideal scenario, the analysis should reproduce the input f in, though some residual reconstruction error
may remain in the kinematic region not covered by the FK tables. Level 0 assesses the intrinsic bias of the
methodology, as any neural network replica will be trained on the same data points YL0.

Level 1 In this case, the experimental noise is added on top of the L0 data, by sampling from the
multivariate normal distribution with the full experimental covariance matrix CY provided by the BCDMS
collaboration

YL1 = YL0 + η, where η ∼ N (0, CY ). (101)

This case is closer to actual experimental data, where the “true” value is blurred by the presence of noise.
Note however that we are not yet propagating the experimental uncertainties into the uncertainties of the
fitted PDF, as the added noise is fixed over all replicas.

Level 2 Finally, we generate L2 pseudo-data by adding a different noise realisation to each replica, sampled
from the same multivariate normal distribution

Y
(k)
L2 = YL1 + ξ(k), where ξ(k) ∼ N (0, CY ). (102)

This represents the most realistic scenario where both model and data uncertainties are present. In this

case, each neural network replica will be trained on a different set of data points Y
(k)
L2 .

B Dependence on the Architecture of the NTK

It is interesting to consider what happens to the picture sketched so far as the architecture of the neural
networks is varied. In Fig. 27 we compare the time dependence of the Frobenius norm of the NTK and the
variation of the first three eigenvalues for two different architectures. The smaller network is the [28, 20]
used in the standard NNPDF analyses and in this work, while the large one is a [100, 100] network, which is
closer to the infinite-width limit. For illustration purposes we focus in this plot on L1 data and only three
eigenvalues rather than the five we examined above. The quantitative features are exactly the same for L0
and L2 data, and adding the fourth and fifth eigenvalues does not add unexpected behaviours compared to
what we observe in Fig. 8. It is interesting to remark that the onset of lazy training is slower for the larger
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Figure 27. Comparison of the variation of the NTK during training (left) and the first three eigenvalues (right) for
two different architectures with sizes [28, 20] and [100, 100] respectively. In both cases, L0 data is used. In the left
plot, error bands represent the standard deviation over the ensemble of replicas. In the right plot, solid lines represent
the median over the ensemble of networks, while solid bands correspond to 68% confidence level.

network. This is to be expected if we interpret the early stages of training as a phase where the network
identifies the learnable features in the space of functions that it can parametrize. For a larger network, the
space of parametrized functions is larger and the identification of the physical features takes a larger number
of epochs.

C Cut-off Tolerance of the NTK spectrum
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Figure 28. Visualisation of the cut-off tolerance for the NTK spectrum used in Section 4. Eigenvalues (orange solid
line) and singular values (blue dashed line) are shown, together with the cut-off tolerance (black) chosen as described
in the text. We also show the corresponding numerical noise (grey shaded area) which occurs at small eigenvalues (or
singular values).

We determine the effective rank of the NTK by identifying eigenvalues that are numerically significant.
We classify eigenvalues λi as numerically zero if

λi < ϵtol · λmax , (103)

where ϵtol is the relative tolerance and λmax is the largest eigenvalue of the NTK. Throughout this work, we
use ϵtol = 10−7, which is close to machine precision for single-precision floating point numbers. This choice
is illustrated in Fig. 28, where we show the NTK spectrum at initialization for the NNPDF-like architecture
discussed in the main text (orange solid line). Together with the eigenvalues, we also show the singular values
of the NTK (dashed blue line) to illustrate that the two spectra are identical until numerical noise sets in.
The cut-off tolerance, indicated by the black horizontal line, is chosen to be slightly above the numerical
noise level (grey shaded area) to ensure that only numerically significant eigenvalues are retained.
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