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ABSTRACT

Sobolev training, which integrates target derivatives into the loss functions, has been shown to
accelerate convergence and improve generalization compared to conventional L? training. However,
the underlying mechanisms of this training method remain only partially understood. In this work,
we present the first rigorous theoretical framework proving that Sobolev training accelerates the
convergence of Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) networks. Under a student—teacher framework with
Gaussian inputs and shallow architectures, we derive exact formulas for population gradients and
Hessians, and quantify the improvements in conditioning of the loss landscape and gradient-flow
convergence rates. Extensive numerical experiments validate our theoretical findings and show that
the benefits of Sobolev training extend to modern deep learning tasks.
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1 Introduction

Deep learning has achieved remarkable success across numerous scientific and engineering domains, driven by advances
in neural network architectures, such as U-Net [ 1], ResNet [2], AlexNet [3], RNN encoder—decoder [4], and Transformer
[5], and optimization methods like Adam [6, 7] and RMSprop [8]. These innovations have led to major breakthroughs
in computer vision [9, 10] and natural language processing [1 |, 12]. More recently, deep learning has gained traction
in applied and computational mathematics, particularly scientific computing, where incorporating physical principles
into training has enabled progress in modeling complex systems in fluid dynamics, materials science, and quantum
mechanics [13].

To explain the success of neural networks, researchers have examined their expressive power. Building on Cybenko’s
foundational work on the universal approximation property of single-layer networks [14], later studies extended this to
multilayer networks [15] and to Sobolev spaces [16], capturing not only function values but also their derivatives, an
essential feature in many modern applications. However, knowing that a neural network can approximate a function
is of limited practical use unless we also understand how to find such a network. This highlights the importance of
studying the (typically nonconvex) training dynamics of neural networks. While approximation theory is well developed,
our understanding of optimization, especially under gradient-based methods, remains incomplete due to the complex
landscape of neural loss functions. Nevertheless, recent work in the overparameterized regime, where the number of
parameters exceeds the number of training samples, has revealed that gradient descent can efficiently reach global
minima and exhibit near-linear convergence under certain conditions [17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22].

Sobolev training was introduced by [23] as a framework for training neural networks by minimizing the Sobolev norm
of the loss function, rather than relying solely on the traditional L? loss function. The authors demonstrated that Sobolev
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training can significantly reduce the sample complexity of training and yield substantially lower test error compared
to the conventional L? loss function. Since then, Sobolev training has shown strong empirical performance across
various scientific domains where derivative information is naturally available, such as network compression, distillation,
and physics-informed machine learning [24, 25, 26, 27]. In cases where the derivative data is not directly accessible,
researchers have explored incorporating numerical approximations, such as finite difference methods [28] and spectral
differentiation techniques [29], to apply Sobolev training.

Researchers have found that minimizing the Sobolev norm instead of the L? norm can significantly accelerate the
convergence of the L? error. This phenomenon, commonly referred to as Sobolev acceleration, has been observed
in the original work of [23] as well as in [30] for learning elliptic equations and in [24] for physics-informed neural
networks (PINNs). However, to this date, there has not been a sound theoretical explanation of Sobolev acceleration.
Existing analytical tools, particularly those addressing training with derivative-based losses [22, 29, 31], fall short
of explicitly explaining or quantifying the extent of this acceleration. The main goal of this study is to establish a
theoretical foundation for understanding Sobolev acceleration.

Our key findings can be summarized at a high level as follows. The condition number of the Hessian of the objective
function, the ratio of the maximum eigenvalue to the minimum eigenvalue, governs the convergence rate of many
optimization algorithms. For instance, doubling the objective function doubles both extreme eigenvalues, leaving the
condition number, and thus the convergence rate, unchanged. In contrast, Sobolev training significantly increases the
minimum eigenvalue of the Hessian, but barely increases the maximum eigenvalue, thereby improving the condition
number of the objective. In other words, matching the optimal gradients in addition to the function values gives new
directions pointing toward the optimal parameter that are ‘nearly uncorrelated’ from those provided by the zeroth-order
mismatch.

* Under Assumptions 2.1-2.3, we derive exact formulas for the Hessians of the L2 and H'! loss functions and prove
that Sobolev training improves the condition number of the Hessian.

» We further provide a theoretical justification of Sobolev acceleration by analyzing the gradient flow dynamics, and
quantify the acceleration for both H' and H? norms.

* We illustrate our analysis with numerical examples, demonstrating its generalization to practical scenarios, including
neural network training under empirical risk minimization with stochastic gradient descent. We further validate the
effect across various activation functions and architectures, such as Fourier feature networks [32] and SIREN [33].

* We also apply Sobolev training to modern deep learning tasks, including denoising autoencoders and diffusion
models, and demonstrate both convergence acceleration and improved generalization ability.

1.1 Related works

In [23], the authors provided evidence that Sobolev training reduces the sample complexity of training and achieves
considerably higher accuracy and stronger generalization. Later, [30] demonstrated implicit Sobolev acceleration, and
[24] showed that Sobolev training expedited the training of neural networks for regression and PINNs. The impact
of Sobolev training has extended across various fields, prompting extensive research. For instance, for PINNs, [24]
introduced multiple loss functions tailored to Sobolev training, enhancing the training process. In another application,
[25] harnessed Sobolev training to refine smoothed elastoplasticity models. [28] proposed to leverage approximated
derivatives when the target derivatives are unavailable. The potential of Sobolev training was further exemplified by
[22], who demonstrated the global convergence of this approach for overparameterized networks. More recently, [29]
showcased how Sobolev loss functions could effectively manage the spectral bias of neural networks.

To analytically study the training dynamics of shallow neural networks with rectified linear unit (ReLLU) activation

under gradient descent, a line of research [34, 35, 36] adopts the student—teacher framework, assuming the presence
of a ground truth teacher network with the same architecture as that of the student network. Another line of research
focuses on overparameterization, including [18, 37, 21, 19, 38]. Notably, [17] formulated the notion of the neural

tangent kernel (NTK), which is a constant kernel that characterizes the training of a neural network in the infinite width
limit. Furthermore, [31] extended this concept to PINNs. They derived the NTK for these networks and demonstrated
its convergence to a constant kernel.
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2 Theoretical results on Sobolev acceleration

2.1 Problem setup

Sobolev training for fitting a neural network g(z; w) to f in the expected loss minimization with data distribution P on
R can be formulated as

. 1 1
min, [Hw) = Bonp |5lals) ~ £@) + 51 ¥salasw) - Vs @B | m
which is to minimize the expected H!-distance between g(x;w) and f. Omitting the first-order term from above, we
get the usual L2-training. One can add higher-order mismatches. For instance, the H2-training would mean adding
the Hessian mismatch term | V2 g(x; w) — V2 f(z)||%. Throughout this paper, | - || denotes the standard L? norm for
vectors and the Frobenius norm for matrices, unless otherwise specified.

To facilitate the theoretical analysis, we adopt the standard student-teacher assumption for the model class {g(x; w)} .,
commonly used in the literature [34, 39, 40]:

Assumption 2.1 (Student-teacher setting). There exists an unknown teacher parameter w* for which f(-) = g(-;w*).

This assumption provides an explicit relationship between the target function and its derivative. Proving the acceleration
of Sobolev training becomes challenging without the assumption, owing to the absence of relational information
between the target function and its derivative. For instance, [22] showed the convergence of Sobolev training for neural
networks in the NTK regime. However, since the labels for the target and its derivative were defined as separate vectors,
this approach could not provide insights into the relationship between the two components in the Sobolev loss function,
thereby hindering further derivation of acceleration results.

We focus on a class of two-layer ReLU networks with unit weights in the second layer. This model has been considered
in the literature on two-layer ReLLU networks [34, 35, 22, 41].

Assumption 2.2 (Two-layer ReLU network). g(z;w) = Z;il o(w] z) where w = [wy,...,wg] € R™X and
o(t) = max(0,t) with K > 1 ReLU nodes in the hidden layer.

Lastly, following [34, 35, 42, 43], we consider a standard Gaussian data distribution. This allows us to derive analytical
expressions of the population gradients and Hessians.

Assumption 2.3 (Gaussian population). The data distribution P is the standard Gaussian N (0, I3y q)-

Based on Assumptions 2.1-2.3, the H' population loss function in equation 1 specializes as

N
L(w) = EN(0,14,0) (2;\[ > (glaj;w) — glay; UJ*))2>7

1 jJ:Vl
T0) = Extospn gy 2o IVaslei ) = Vagloguw)|2), - Hlw) = £(w) + T(w)
j=1

Remark 2.4. Under assumptions 2.1 and 2.3, we rigorously prove for linear models that Sobolev training yields both
faster convergence and improved generalization in Appendix A.

2.2 Exact optimization landscape for a single ReLU node (X = 1) and Gradient Descent

Our first result gives the exact optimization landscape for the L? and the H'! training in the case of a single ReLU
node (K = 1). Namely, we obtain exact analytic formulas for the population Hessian of the loss functions £ and H.

In particular, this yields analytical expressions for the condition numbers of these loss functions. Recall that for a

real symmetric matrix A, let x(A) = i’“'f‘;((:)) denote its condition number, where Apyax(A) and Apin (A) denote the

1

maximum and the minimum modulus eigenvalues of A, respectively.

Theorem 2.5. [Comparison of the optimization landscapes] Assume 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 hold with K = 1. Let 0 denotes the
angle between w and w*. Then we have

ViL = %I —a(uu" — cos(@)vu’ +sin?(O)1)(I —vv'), )
VEH =1 —a2uu' — cos(@)vu’ +sin?(0)1)(I —vov')
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27 ||w|| sin(0)

. . ||w* || sin(6
Ju = Y and v = 2. Furthermore, lfw
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VoH) = <
H(VuH) 1 —4asin®(0) 1 — 3asin?(0)

where o = < %, then

= r(V2L).

Our result above gives an explicit impact of the H* Sobolev training on the optimization landscape. Even in the single
ReLU node setting, we observe that such an impact on the Hessian is nonlinear.

Remark 2.6 (£ vs. 2L vs. £ + J). Minimizing £ or 2L yields the same convergence rate, as both have identical
condition numbers. In contrast, as noted in Theorem 2.5, Sobolev training (via £ + J) improves the condition number
of the Hessian, thereby accelerating convergence.

|||

Remark 2.7 (Larger basin of attraction for Sobolev training). Since A\in(VZ L) > 0 & sin(f) < S and
Amin(VEH) > 0 < sin(f) < gm}w” , M is strictly convex over the larger region S' = {w : sin(§) < gm‘l}w” } whereas

% }. Consequently, while £ may attain saddle points

and spurious local minima in S’ \ S, H is free from them, all without compromising the condition number.

L is strictly convex on the smaller region S = {w : sin(f) <

Many standard optimization algorithms, such as gradient descent (GD), converge fast for problems that have a small
condition number. In the following corollary of Theorem 2.5, we show that one-step GD update with a common and
sufficiently small stepsize decreases the parameter estimation error faster under H' and under L? training.

Corollary 2.8. [Single-GD-step improvement] Assume 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 hold with K = 1. Consider the two gradient
descent updates

W, = Word — MV wL(Wora), W, = Word — NV wH (Word)

with stepsize 1 > 0. Then there exists explicit functions C = C(weq,w*) > 0 and an explicit function F =
F(wora, w*;n) such that whenever n < C, F > 0 and

D = wl| < llwle, —w|| — F.

2.3 Sobolev acceleration on gradient flow

Next, we compare the dynamics of the squared error for the parameter estimation V (w) = ||w — w*||3 under the
gradient flows of the loss functions defined by different Sobolev norms, L2, H' (up to the first derivative), and H? (up
to the second derivative) for general K > 1 ReLU nodes. We will derive analytical formulas of the dynamics under the
gradient flow w = —V,Eq (0,1 (J(z; w)) of the population loss function E,. x (o, 1) (J(x; w)), where J denotes the
corresponding per-sample loss function.

Gradient flows are often more convenient to analyze than gradient descent, as they avoid issues related to overly large
step sizes. In particular, a faster convergence rate for gradient flow typically reflects a larger minimum eigenvalue of the
Hessian. However, we note that this alone does not imply an improved condition number; a corresponding analysis
of the maximum eigenvalue, similar to that in Theorem 2.5, is also necessary. Analyzing the maximum eigenvalue,
however, appears to be more challenging in the general setting. We hope that our gradient flow analysis offers insight
into this intriguing problem.

2.3.1 H'-flow acceleration for a single ReLU node (X = 1)

We first analyze gradient flow under training with the same setting of K = 1 ReLU node. We begin by recalling a result
of [34] for the gradient flow for L2-training with single ReLU node:

Theorem 2.9 (Theorem 5 in [34]). Assume 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 hold with K = 1. Consider the gradient flow w = —V ,,L(w),
where L is given in equation 2, and V (w) = ||jw — w*||3. Suppose that an initial parameter w° satisfies || w°® — w*|| <
[w*|, then 4 = —(w — w*) "V, L < 0 and w* — w* ast — .

This theorem states that for a neural network with a single ReLU node, global convergence can be achieved depending
on the initial parameter w°. In the next theorem, we show that by using the H' loss function, the decay of V' can be
accelerated.

Theorem 2.10. Assume 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 hold with K = 1. Consider the gradient flow w = —V ,H(w), where H is given
in equation 2, and V (w) = ||w — w*||3. Suppose that |w® — w*|| < ||w*|. Then,
dv

i Ul w) Vot < —(w = w") Vo £ = AO)(Jw]® + [lw*|*) <0,
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where A(0) = (2 — 0) — \/02 + (2 — 0)2 cos? 0 > 0 with 0 denoting the angle between w and w*. Therefore, the
decay of V is accelerated by uszng the Sobolev loss function. Moreover, since the rate of acceleration \(0) is an
increasing function of 0 € [0,7/2), the convergence w' — w* is much more accelerated when 0 is large.

2.3.2 HZ?-flow acceleration for a single ReLU? node (KX = 1)

We now demonstrate the same effect for higher-order derivatives. As the ReLU function is now twice weakly
differentiable, we consider a neural network with a single ReLU-square node, g(x) = (a(wa))Q, where w,r € R4,
which has been widely considered in the literature [44, 45]. We show the global convergence of the neural network with

one ReLLU? node in L? and the convergence acceleration in H', H? spaces.
Theorem 2.11. Assume 2.1 and 2.3 hold. Suppose g(x;w) = (a(wa))2, a two-layer network with a single ReLU?

node. Consider the gradient flow 1 = —V , Z(w), where Z(w) = I1 (w) + Zo(w) + Z3(w) is the H? population loss
withTy = L, Iy = J, and Iz = E (|| V2g(z; w) — V3g(z;w*)||?). If [|w® — w*|| < [|w*|| then,

—(w —w*) "V, Z;(w) <0, forj =1,2,3,

and hence, the decay of V = ||lw — w*||? is accelerated under the gradient flow minimizing the higher order Sobolev
loss functions.

2.3.3 H'-flow acceleration for a two-layer general ReLU network (K > 1)

In this section, we consider the general ReLLU network in Assumption 2.2 with K > 1 hidden nodes. Followmg [34],
we focus on a special case that the teacher parameters {w }K form a orthonormal basis, where w; = Pjw”, for an

orthogonal matrix P;, and { P; }1 j=1 forms a cyclic group in which P; circularly shift dimension. Under this setting, we

are now ready to show H! acceleration for a two-layer ReLU network by comparing the gradient flows v = —V ,, L(W),
and @ = —V ,,H(W). The setting of the following result is similar to [34, Theorem 7] for L>?-training.

Theorem 2.12. Assume 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 hold with K > 1. If the teacher parameters {w;F }szl form an orthonormal basis
and a student parameter W is initialized to be

wy = ywy + - Fyw_ + 2w +ywi g+ -+ ywi, 3)
under the basis of {w} }}<,, where (x,y) € Q = {x € (0,1],y € [0,1], > y}, then the following holds.
(1) The student parameter w; converges to w; under the gradient flow Wy = —V,,, H(W), i.e., (x,y) converges

to (1,0).

(2) Near (z,y) = (1,0), the gradient flows can be linearized to 2-d dynamical systems:

L? gradient flow <x> ~ —Mj; (x - 1) ,
Y) 12 Y

H! gradient flow : <x) ~ —2Ms <x - 1> ,
Y) Y

where \1(M3) = 5, and A\a(M3) = 5 (K + 1). Hence, M3 is positive definite for all K, and the convergence
is accelerated.

(3) When x,y are initialized such that v = y = (0,1], the L? gradient flow converges to the saddle point
r=y=2a}, = =(VK-1- arccos( L —) + ), and the H? gradient flow converges to the saddle

pointx =y = ah = 72e(VK -1+ 27r - Qarccos(ﬁ)) and wp2(t) = (2(0) — 2%,)e K/? and

z(t) = (2(0) — 23, )e Kt Hence, the convergence is accelerated.

Lastly, we extend the result in Theorem 2.12 by allowing a more general initialization than the one in (3).

Theorem 2.13. Ifthe teacher parameters {w K | form an orthonormal basis and the student parameters are initialized
as the symmetric Toeplitz matrix:

w1 t1 tQ tg tee tK Uff

w2 tz tl t2 tee tK,1 w§

w3 — t3 t2 tl cee tK_Q ’LU; ;

WE txk tk-1 txk—2 - 11 Wy
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Figure 1: Comparison of the convergence behavior of L? training (dashed lines) and H* training (solid lines). (a) Errors
for different learning rates. (b) Condition number of the Hessian during training with learning rate 0.01. (c) Errors for
different batch sizes. (d) Condition number of the Hessian during training with batch size 64.

then under the linearized L? and H' gradient flows, Tr2 = (t; — 1,ta, ..., tx) and Ty = (t1 — 1, ta, ... tx) follow
Tre = —MTr2, Tm=—-2MTm

for a positive definite matrix M.

3 Experiments

We numerically validate Sobolev acceleration across a range of tasks, aiming to relax the restrictive assumptions made
in our theoretical analysis progressively. While our results were derived under the population loss with Gaussian inputs,
two-layer ReLU networks, and the student—teacher setting, practical deep learning involves empirical loss minimization
via stochastic optimization, arbitrary data distributions, complex network architectures, and general target functions.
Our experiments investigate whether Sobolev acceleration persists once the idealized assumptions are lifted, providing
evidence that the phenomenon extends beyond the narrow theoretical regime and manifests robustly in realistic deep
learning tasks. All training and inference are conducted using a single NVIDIA A6000 GPU.

3.1 Empirical risk minimization with SGD

We randomly generate w, w* € R? such that ||w — w*|| < ||w*||. We use SGD to minimize the empirical loss functions
e X (gl w) — glag;w))? and 5k S0 (g(zg5w) — gz w*))? + | Vag(ag;w) — Vag(y;w*)||?, where
g(z;w) = o(w ") and N=10,000. We explore a range of relatively large learning rates: [le — 1, le — 2, le — 3, le — 4].
Panels (a) and (c) of Figure 1 illustrate the errors ||w — w*||? during training for various learning rates and batch sizes in
log-log scales, respectively. Panels (b) and (d) present the condition number of Hessian during training for learning rate
0.01 and batch size 64, respectively. Since the trajectory of the condition number exhibits little variation across different
configurations, we omit the corresponding plots from the figure. As shown, Sobolev training accelerates convergence
and leads to better local minima and improves the Hessian conditioning.

3.2 Sobolev acceleration for various architectures

We first illustrate Sobolev acceleration on fully connected networks with different activations. The target is f(x,y) =
sin(10(z + y)) + (x — y)? — 1.5x + 2.5y + 1 on (x,y) € [1,4] x [3,4]. A 2-64-64-64-1 network is trained with
Adam (1e — 4) for 50,000 epochs, repeated 50 times with independent initializations. We compare ReLU, Leaky ReL.U,
GeLU, Tanh, and Sine. Figure 2 shows that Sobolev losses (H L H?) accelerate convergence for all activations, with
the strongest effect for Sine, which is particularly effective in capturing high-frequency features [33, 29].

Neural networks exhibit spectral bias toward low frequencies [46]. Fourier features alleviate this limitation [32],
while SIRENs [33], which use periodic activations with principled initialization, are also well suited for multi-scale
representation. We show that integrating Sobolev training with these architectures further improves robustness. For
the multi-scale target f(r) = x + sin(2wx*) on [—1, 1] [47], we train a 64-64-1 Fourier feature network (64 random
features) and a 1-64-64-64-1 SIREN. Using Adam (1e — 5) for 25,000 epochs followed by L-BFGS (1e — 2) for 25,000
epochs [48], Sobolev training consistently improves the approximation of oscillatory behavior (see Figure 3 (a), (c),
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Figure 2: Test error versus training epochs for various activation functions. In all cases, Sobolev training leads to faster
convergence and improved test error.
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Figure 3: Test errors and training times for different architectures trained with the L? and H! losses.

and (e)). Figure 3 (b), (d), and (f) report the actual wall-clock time required to reach specified error thresholds for the
standard MLP, Fourier feature networks, and SIREN, respectively. The panels clearly show that H! training attains the
same accuracy in substantially less time than L? training, thereby highlighting the Sobolev acceleration.

3.3 Sobolev training for the denoising autoencoders

Autoencoders can be employed for image denoising by training the network to map noisy input images to their
corresponding clean versions. This task can be naturally integrated with Sobolev training, as first considered in [29]. We
present several numerical experiments demonstrating the accelerated convergence and improved generalization ability
achieved through Sobolev training using the denoising autoencoders equipped with Convolutional Neural Networks
(CNNs). We adopt the numerical differentiation technique from [29] to implement the H'! loss function. A comparison
of different numerical approximations is provided in Appendix C.2.

We utilize a simple autoencoder comprising an encoder and a decoder, each consisting of three convolution layers
with LeakyReLU activations. The Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 5e — 3 is employed. The input image
is contaminated with two types of additive noise: a Gaussian noise €; and a deterministic noise with a specific
amplitude and frequency e;. During training, the models take noisy images, generated by adding e; ~ N(0,1/4) and
€2 = 0.3sin(27(z + y)) to the clean images, as inputs, and are trained to output clean ones. Subsequently, the trained
autoencoders are tested with significantly amplified noise levels: €1 ~ N(0,1) and e3 = 0.3sin(207(z + y)). The
testing phase aims to assess the improved generalization performance of Sobolev training.

The first column of Figure 4 illustrates the convergence acceleration achieved through Sobolev training in both noise
settings. The second and third columns show the clean and noisy inputs, respectively. The third and fourth columns
present the test reconstruction results of L2 and H'! trained autoencoders, respectively. These results highlight the
enhanced generalization ability achieved through Sobolev training. We provide further experimental results for the
autoencoder task in Appendix C.3.

3.4 Sobolev training for the diffusion models

The diffusion model has achieved remarkable success in image synthesis and various generative tasks [49]. A
representative example is the Denoising Diffusion Probabilistic Model (DDPM) [50], which consists of two main
processes: a forward process that progressively corrupts the data by adding Gaussian noise until it becomes pure noise
(NV(0, 1)), and a reverse process that aims to reconstruct the original data by iteratively denoising the corrupted samples.
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Figure 4: Results of the denoising autoencoders for the €; noise case are presented in the top row, and those for the
€2 noise case are shown in the bottom row. The first column illustrates convergence acceleration, the second and
third columns display clean and noisy inputs, respectively. The third and fourth columns present the corresponding
reconstruction results.

In the reverse process of DDPM, the network takes a noisy image as input and predicts the original clean image. As a
result, training a DDPM reduces to learning a denoising autoencoder with a certain variance schedule [50]. Therefore,
Sobolev training can naturally be applied to the diffusion model. In this experiment, we apply Sobolev training to
demonstrate accelerated convergence toward a better generative model. We trained our diffusion model for 100 epochs
with the ADAM optimizer with a learning rate of 1e — 4. We use the CelebA-HQ dataset [5 1] with a batch size of 48
after downsampling the data into 128 x 128 resolution. The diffusion model employs a U-Net architecture with 1,000
diffusion timesteps during training and 20 sampling steps using the Denoising Diffusion Implicit Model (DDIM) [52]
during inference.

The left panel of Figure 5 presents the Fréchet Inception

Distance (FID) scores for both training methods, showing Training | Memory (MB) | Time (s)
that Sobolev training leadg to faster convergence of Fhe L2 19,552 1.246
FID score. The center and right panels display sample im- Joe 19,572 1257

ages generated using the models trained with L? and H'
loss functions, respectively. Notably, the model trained
with the H'! loss generates images that appear more re-
alistic and closely resemble human faces. As shown in
Table 1, the training memory usage and per-epoch runtime are nearly identical for L? and H', suggesting that the
computational cost introduced by Sobolev training is negligible. These results demonstrate the effectiveness of Sobolev
training and suggest its potential for broader application in modern deep learning tasks.

Table T: Memory usage and time per epoch for different
training methods in the diffusion model experiment.

4 Conclusion

Sobolev acceleration is a convergence acceleration phenomenon in neural network training that has been consistently
reported in the literature. This paper provides the first rigorous theoretical foundation of Sobolev acceleration by
analyzing the Hessians of the loss landscapes and the gradient flow dynamics in the student—teacher setting for shallow
ReLU networks. Beyond theoretical findings, we further present several empirical observations showing that Sobolev
acceleration is a general phenomenon across modern deep learning tasks, such as diffusion models, where it yields both
faster convergence and improved generalization.

As a concluding remark, we emphasize the importance of further developing the theoretical foundation of this work.
In particular, extending the gradient dynamics analysis beyond the idealized setting of Gaussian inputs and shallow
architecture to deeper and more complex architectures remains a central open challenge. Addressing this challenge will
help bridge the gap between rigorous mathematical theory and practical deep learning, ultimately providing both a
deeper understanding and broader applicability.
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Figure 5: Results of the diffusion models on the CelebA-HQ dataset. The left panel presents the FID scores for each
training method: L? training (blue) and H! training (green). The center panel presents samples generated by the L2
trained model, while the right panel shows samples from the H! trained model.

References

[1] Olaf Ronneberger, Philipp Fischer, and Thomas Brox. U-net: Convolutional networks for biomedical image seg-
mentation. In Medical Image Computing and Computer-Assisted Intervention—-MICCAI 2015: 18th International
Conference, Munich, Germany, October 5-9, 2015, Proceedings, Part III 18, pages 234-241. Springer, 2015.

[2] Kaiming He, Xiangyu Zhang, Shaoqing Ren, and Jian Sun. Deep residual learning for image recognition. In
Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, pages 770-778, 2016.

[3] Alex Krizhevsky, Ilya Sutskever, and Geoffrey E Hinton. Imagenet classification with deep convolutional neural
networks. Communications of the ACM, 60(6):84-90, 2017.

[4] Kyunghyun Cho, Bart Van Merriénboer, Caglar Gulcehre, Dzmitry Bahdanau, Fethi Bougares, Holger Schwenk,
and Yoshua Bengio. Learning phrase representations using rnn encoder-decoder for statistical machine translation.
arXiv preprint arXiv:1406.1078, 2014.

[5] Ashish Vaswani, Noam Shazeer, Niki Parmar, Jakob Uszkoreit, Llion Jones, Aidan N Gomez, FLukasz Kaiser, and
Illia Polosukhin. Attention is all you need. Advances in neural information processing systems, 30, 2017.

[6] Diederik P Kingma and Jimmy Ba. Adam: A method for stochastic optimization. arXiv preprint arXiv:1412.6980,
2014.

[7] Sebastian Ruder. An overview of gradient descent optimization algorithms. arXiv preprint arXiv:1609.04747,
2016.

[8] Martin Riedmiller and Heinrich Braun. A direct adaptive method for faster backpropagation learning: The rprop
algorithm. In IEEE international conference on neural networks, pages 586-591. IEEE, 1993.

[9] Connor Shorten and Taghi M Khoshgoftaar. A survey on image data augmentation for deep learning. Journal of
big data, 6(1):1-48, 2019.

[10] Athanasios Voulodimos, Nikolaos Doulamis, Anastasios Doulamis, Eftychios Protopapadakis, et al. Deep learning
for computer vision: A brief review. Computational intelligence and neuroscience, 2018, 2018.

[11] Tom Young, Devamanyu Hazarika, Soujanya Poria, and Erik Cambria. Recent trends in deep learning based
natural language processing. ieee Computational intelligenCe magazine, 13(3):55-75, 2018.

[12] Daniel W Otter, Julian R Medina, and Jugal K Kalita. A survey of the usages of deep learning for natural language
processing. IEEE transactions on neural networks and learning systems, 32(2):604-624, 2020.

[13] George Em Karniadakis, loannis G Kevrekidis, Lu Lu, Paris Perdikaris, Sifan Wang, and Liu Yang. Physics-
informed machine learning. Nature Reviews Physics, 3(6):422-440, 2021.

[14] George Cybenko. Approximation by superpositions of a sigmoidal function. Mathematics of control, signals and
systems, 2(4):303-314, 1989.

[15] Kurt Hornik, Maxwell Stinchcombe, and Halbert White. Multilayer feedforward networks are universal approxi-
mators. Neural networks, 2(5):359-366, 1989.




Running Title for Header

[16] Xin Li. Simultaneous approximations of multivariate functions and their derivatives by neural networks with one
hidden layer. Neurocomputing, 12(4):327-343, 1996.

[17] Arthur Jacot, Franck Gabriel, and Clément Hongler. Neural tangent kernel: Convergence and generalization in
neural networks. Advances in neural information processing systems, 31, 2018.

[18] Simon S Du, Xiyu Zhai, Barnabas Poczos, and Aarti Singh. Gradient descent provably optimizes over-
parameterized neural networks. In International Conference on Learning Representations, 2018.

[19] Zeyuan Allen-Zhu, Yuanzhi Li, and Zhao Song. A convergence theory for deep learning via over-parameterization.
In International conference on machine learning, pages 242-252. PMLR, 2019.

[20] Simon Du, Jason Lee, Haochuan Li, Liwei Wang, and Xiyu Zhai. Gradient descent finds global minima of deep
neural networks. In International conference on machine learning, pages 1675-1685. PMLR, 2019.

[21] Sanjeev Arora, Simon Du, Wei Hu, Zhiyuan Li, and Ruosong Wang. Fine-grained analysis of optimization and
generalization for overparameterized two-layer neural networks. In International conference on machine learning,
pages 322-332. PMLR, 2019.

[22] Jorio Cocola and Paul Hand. Global convergence of sobolev training for overparameterized neural networks. In
Machine Learning, Optimization, and Data Science: 6th International Conference, LOD 2020, Siena, Italy, July
19-23, 2020, Revised Selected Papers, Part I 6, pages 574-586. Springer, 2020.

[23] Wojciech M Czarnecki, Simon Osindero, Max Jaderberg, Grzegorz Swirszcz, and Razvan Pascanu. Sobolev
training for neural networks. Advances in neural information processing systems, 30, 2017.

[24] Hwijae Son, Jin Woo Jang, Woo Jin Han, and Hyung Ju Hwang. Sobolev training for physics informed neural
networks. Communications in Mathematical Sciences, 2023.

[25] Nikolaos N Vlassis and WaiChing Sun. Sobolev training of thermodynamic-informed neural networks for
interpretable elasto-plasticity models with level set hardening. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and
Engineering, 377:113695, 2021.

[26] Seyed Iman Mirzadeh, Mehrdad Farajtabar, Ang Li, Nir Levine, Akihiro Matsukawa, and Hassan Ghasemzadeh.
Improved knowledge distillation via teacher assistant. In Proceedings of the AAAI conference on artificial
intelligence, volume 34, pages 5191-5198, 2020.

[27] Thomas O’Leary-Roseberry, Peng Chen, Umberto Villa, and Omar Ghattas. Derivative-informed neural operator:

an efficient framework for high-dimensional parametric derivative learning. Journal of Computational Physics,
496:112555, 2024.

[28] Matthias Kissel and Klaus Diepold. Sobolev training with approximated derivatives for black-box function
regression with neural networks. In Machine Learning and Knowledge Discovery in Databases: European
Conference, ECML PKDD 2019, Wiirzburg, Germany, September 16-20, 2019, Proceedings, Part II, pages
399-414. Springer, 2020.

[29] Annan Yu, Yunan Yang, and Alex Townsend. Tuning frequency bias in neural network training with nonuniform
data. In The Eleventh International Conference on Learning Representations, 2023.

[30] Yiping Lu, Jose Blanchet, and Lexing Ying. Sobolev acceleration and statistical optimality for learning elliptic
equations via gradient descent. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 35:33233-33247, 2022.

[31] Sifan Wang, Xinling Yu, and Paris Perdikaris. When and why pinns fail to train: A neural tangent kernel
perspective. Journal of Computational Physics, 449:110768, 2022.

[32] Matthew Tancik, Pratul Srinivasan, Ben Mildenhall, Sara Fridovich-Keil, Nithin Raghavan, Utkarsh Singhal, Ravi
Ramamoorthi, Jonathan Barron, and Ren Ng. Fourier features let networks learn high frequency functions in low
dimensional domains. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 33:7537-7547, 2020.

[33] Vincent Sitzmann, Julien Martel, Alexander Bergman, David Lindell, and Gordon Wetzstein. Implicit neural
representations with periodic activation functions. Advances in neural information processing systems, 33:7462—
7473, 2020.

[34] Yuandong Tian. An analytical formula of population gradient for two-layered relu network and its applications
in convergence and critical point analysis. In International conference on machine learning, pages 3404-3413.
PMLR, 2017.

[35] Yuanzhi Li and Yang Yuan. Convergence analysis of two-layer neural networks with relu activation. Advances in
neural information processing systems, 30, 2017.

[36] Xiao Zhang, Yaodong Yu, Lingxiao Wang, and Quanquan Gu. Learning one-hidden-layer relu networks via
gradient descent. In The 22nd international conference on artificial intelligence and statistics, pages 1524—1534.
PMLR, 2019.

10



Running Title for Header

[37] Lenaic Chizat and Francis Bach. On the global convergence of gradient descent for over-parameterized models
using optimal transport. Advances in neural information processing systems, 31, 2018.

[38] Difan Zou, Yuan Cao, Dongruo Zhou, and Quanquan Gu. Gradient descent optimizes over-parameterized deep
relu networks. Machine learning, 109:467-492, 2020.

[39] Sebastian Goldt, Madhu Advani, Andrew M Saxe, Florent Krzakala, and Lenka Zdeborova. Dynamics of stochastic
gradient descent for two-layer neural networks in the teacher-student setup. Advances in neural information
processing systems, 32, 2019.

[40] Shunta Akiyama and Taiji Suzuki. On learnability via gradient method for two-layer relu neural networks in
teacher-student setting. In International Conference on Machine Learning, pages 152-162. PMLR, 2021.

[41] Shunta Akiyama and Taiji Suzuki. Excess risk of two-layer relu neural networks in teacher-student settings and its
superiority to kernel methods. In The Eleventh International Conference on Learning Representations, 2023.

[42] Alon Brutzkus and Amir Globerson. Globally optimal gradient descent for a convnet with gaussian inputs. In
International conference on machine learning, pages 605-614. PMLR, 2017.

[43] Shanshan Wu, Alexandros G Dimakis, and Sujay Sanghavi. Learning distributions generated by one-layer relu
networks. Advances in neural information processing systems, 32, 2019.

[44] Bing Yu et al. The deep ritz method: a deep learning-based numerical algorithm for solving variational problems.
Communications in Mathematics and Statistics, 6(1):1-12, 2018.

[45] Wei Cai and Zhi-Qin John Xu. Multi-scale deep neural networks for solving high dimensional pdes. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1910.11710, 2019.

[46] Nasim Rahaman, Aristide Baratin, Devansh Arpit, Felix Draxler, Min Lin, Fred Hamprecht, Yoshua Bengio, and
Aaron Courville. On the spectral bias of neural networks. In International conference on machine learning, pages
5301-5310. PMLR, 2019.

[47] Sifan Wang, Hanwen Wang, and Paris Perdikaris. On the eigenvector bias of fourier feature networks: From
regression to solving multi-scale pdes with physics-informed neural networks. Computer Methods in Applied
Mechanics and Engineering, 384:113938, 2021.

[48] Pratik Rathore, Weimu Lei, Zachary Frangella, Lu Lu, and Madeleine Udell. Challenges in training pinns: A loss
landscape perspective. arXiv preprint arXiv:2402.01868, 2024.

[49] Florinel-Alin Croitoru, Vlad Hondru, Radu Tudor Ionescu, and Mubarak Shah. Diffusion models in vision: A
survey. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, 45(9):10850-10869, 2023.

[50] Jonathan Ho, Ajay Jain, and Pieter Abbeel. Denoising diffusion probabilistic models. Advances in neural
information processing systems, 33:6840-6851, 2020.

[51] Tero Karras, Timo Aila, Samuli Laine, and Jaakko Lehtinen. Progressive growing of gans for improved quality,
stability, and variation. arXiv preprint arXiv:1710.10196, 2017.

[52] Jiaming Song, Chenlin Meng, and Stefano Ermon. Denoising diffusion implicit models. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2010.02502, 2020.

11



Running Title for Header

A Sobolev training for linear models

As an illustrative example, we provide a proposition, demonstrating that Sobolev training accelerates the gradient
descent and improves the generalization error of the linear model.

Proposition A.1. Let X € RV*4 ~ Py, denote the given data matrix and y = Xw* + € € RY be corresponding
labels, where € ~ N'(0,0%I). Consider the linear model g(x;w) = w” . Define the following loss functions:

N
1 T xT 2 1 * (12
== - )2 = 2| Xw - X
L(w) 2;(10 x; —w* xy) 2|| w w*||?,
N
Hw) = 5 3 [Pz —w Tz + Ajw — ]

Il
—

K2

[IXw = Xw*|* + Mw — w*||?].

= N

Let k() denote the condition number of a matrix. Then,

1. kK(V2H) < k(V2L). Hence, Sobolev training improves the conditioning of the optimization problem and
accelerates the convergence of gradient descent for the linear model.

2. Let Wy and W be the optimal parameters that minimize L and M, respectively. Then Ey..p,,,, (0@ —

w*T:E)2 <Egzop,,.. (wfzx - w*Tx)Z, i.e., Sobolev training improves generalization error.

Proof. One can easily compute the Hessians as:

V2L =XTX,
V2H =XTX + AL
2 2
Since the Hessians are symmetric, positive semidefinite, x(VZ L) = % and k(VZH) = %.

Therefore, k(V2H) < (V2 L), indicating that Sobolev training leads to a faster convergence rate for gradient descent.
Let w2 = (XTX)"'XTy and wgn = (XTX + M)"1(XTy + Aw*) be the optimal parameters. Then, both are
unbiased estimator of w*, i.e.,

E(wre) =E[(XTX) M (X y)] = (XTX)'E(XTXw" + XTe)

w,
E(bm) =E[(XTX + M)~ (X Ty + Aw*)]
= (XTX + A T'BXT Xw* + \w*)

= w".

The variance of each model can be computed as:

Varg: = EZ (wha; —wz)? =K (e —w*) " XTX (2 — w")]
E [e TX{ XTX) M XTX)(XTX) ' XTe]
E [tr(e" X(XTX)~ 1XT )]
E [tr(ee” X (XTX)~1XT)]

= tr(B(ee" ) X(XTX)1XT)
=tr(X(XTX)1XT) = tr(XTX)XTX)
=tr(I)

=d,

12
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and

Varg = EZ(@DE@Z —wz)? =E [ — w*)TXTX (b2 — w*)]

=E[e TX{(XTX + M) XTXO)(XTX + M) X T

=E [tr(e" X{(X"X + A1) "} (XTX)(XTX + M) XTe)]
E [tr(eeTX{(XTX +AD)TXTXO)(XTX +AD)7IXT)]

r [E(ee”) X{(XTX + A1)} (XTX)(XTX + A1 XT]
(XTX{(XTX + XD (XTX)(XTX + M)

d

o2
:Z O'Z-i-/\

i=1

4
tr

where 012 denote the eigenvalues of X T X . Therefore, Varg: < Vargz. Since both biases are zero, by the standard
bias-variance tradeoff argument,

N T

Eonpy,,, (Whex —w*" x)? = Varg: + o2,

T T 2
Esnp,,,, Wiz —w* m) =Varg + 0%,

AT «T _\2 AT *T  \2
and E,p,,,. (0o —w* 2)* <Epnpy,,, (W2 —w*" ). O

Although the proposition relies on the idealized assumption that the true parameter w* is known, it provides intuition
for the Sobolev acceleration effect and the generalization ability, which we rigorously establish for the ReLU network.

B Proof of theorems

Theorem 2.5. [Comparison of the optimization landscapes] Assume 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 hold with K = 1. Let 0 denotes the
angle between w and w*. Then we have

ViL = %I —a(uu" — cos(@)vu’ +sin?(O)1)(I —vv'), )
VEH =1 —a2uu' — cos(@)vu' +sin?(0)1)(I —vov')
“ll

|1 |w*|| sin(6)
27 ||w]|| sin(0)’

w™* w .o T
u = 12— and v = —%-. Furthermore, if '——"~~ < I then
TwrT IEl I 2

1 1
Vo H < = w(V2L).
~ )= 1 —4asin®(0) 1 — 3asin®(6) Vul)

where o =

Proof. The population gradient of £ is given in [34] by:
1 1 i
Vwl == —(fw*
wl = 5 (w—w") + o (fw Tl

We computed the population gradient of 7 in the proof of Theorem 2.10 as:

in(6)w).

7(’”_9) * 4
VuJd = . (wfw)+§w

Therefore, the Hessians of the loss functions can be written as:
1
V2L = 5[ —a(uu" — cos(@)vu +sin?(O)1)(I —vv'),
ViH = V? (E +J)=1—auu’ —cos(@)vu" +sin?(0)1)(I —vv'),

flw ||
where o = U= ge—r,and v =
27 ||[W || sin(0)° H H’ \

Here, V2 £ is a rank-2 perturbation of (3 — sin®(6))I and therefore has the eigenvalue 3 — sin®(6) with multiplicity
n — 2. Considering the perturbation lies in the subspace spanned by u and v, we can easily see that V2 Lv = %v and
V2 L(u — cos(0)v) = (3 — 2asin®(0))(u — cos(8)v). Thus, Amax(VZ L) = £ and Apin(VE L) = 3 — 2arsin® ().

13
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Similarly, V2# has the eigenvalue 1 — asin®(f) with multiplicity n — 2 and VZHv = o,
V2 H(u— 2 cos(0)v) = (1—3asin®(0))(u— 2 cos(0)v) yields Amax(VZH) = 1, and Anin(VEH) = 1—3asin®(0).
Therefore, k(H) < (L), if w <3 O

]|

We obtain k(V2 L) = and k(V2H) =

1 [ S
1—4asin?(0) 1—3asin?(0) "

Corollary 2.8. [Single-GD-step improvement] Assume 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 hold with K = 1. Consider the two gradient
descent updates

W, = Word — MV wL(Wora), W, = Word — NV wH (Word)

with stepsize 1 > 0. Then there exists explicit functions C = C(weq,w*) > 0 and an explicit function F =
F(wora, w*;n) such that whenever n < C, F > 0 and

w2, — ] < Jlwl

—w*|| = F.

new

Proof. We compare

(1) = w7(L1 1

—aVy, L,
w? = w(z) —aVy,(L+T).
The first gradient descent step yields:
ol —w*|? = gy —w*| +0?|Vul]* = 20V LT (w) —w),
and we have

et = 2o () (10 P S0 - 0 - mosatat) a0 = m)eostf) ~min(®)) (url),

Ny

and

oo (wr N sin(20) + (27 —260) (0 — 2m) cos(0) —sin(0)\ [ ||w*||
—20Vy L' (w—w) = o < [lwl| ) ((9 — 2m) cos(#) — sin(0) 27 ) ( ) '

N2
The second gradient descent step yields:
[ = w*|* = w2y = 'l + @[Vl + VuT P = 22V L + Vi) (w2 ) —w*),

and we have
|Vl + VT2

_ 0472 [|w*|| " 4(0 — )% +sin(0)? — 2(0 — m)sin(20) 47w (0 — 7) cos(0) — 2w sin(0)\ [ |lw*||
= 42 ( [lwl] ) ( 47(6 — ) cos(8) — 27 sin(6) 4mr? ) ( ) ’

N3

and
—20(V L+ Vi J) (0 —w*)

2 (1) (w2t ™75 0) (1)

Ny

It is clear that Ny, No, N3, and Ny are positive semidefinite.
Finally, we can obtain
&?(||VL|* — [IVL + VJ|?)

-3 () (it 2y ) ()

Ns
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We can easily see that N5 is negative semidefinite. Thus ||V L||? < |[VL + VJ|%.
Since |V L||? = VWl + Vo T2 <0, and Vo J T (w1 — w*) > 0, we can easily see that
P (|Vull® = IVuLl + Vo Tl?) + 20V T T (wn—1 — w*)) >0,

—2V T (wy—1 —w* . . * .
whenever 0 < & < e v. TV, JHQ Indeed, the upper bound is a function of 6, ||w||, and ||w*||. For instance,

if @ = 0, then ||w||?, ||[w*||? are canceled out and the inequality is given by 0 < o < 3.

O
Theorem 2.10. Assume 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 hold with K = 1. Consider the gradient flow w = —V , H(w), where H is given
in equation 2, and V (w) = ||w — w*||3. Suppose that ||w® — w*|| < ||w*||. Then,
dV s\ T *\ T 2 * (12
W o )TV < ) TV MO+ ) < 0,
where A(0) = (2 — 0) — /02 + (2 — 0)2 cos? 0 > 0 with 6 denoting the angle between w and w*. Therefore, the

decay of V is accelerated by usmg the Sobolev loss function. Moreover, since the rate of acceleration A(0) is an
increasing function of 0 € [0,7/2), the convergence w' — w* is much more accelerated when 0 is large.

Proof. By definition, V., H = V£ + V,E(310,9(X;w) — 8,9(X;w*)||?). We prove the theorem by computing
an analytical formula for the gradient of the H' seminorm term. Note that 9, g(z;w) = do(w " z)w contains the
canonical subgradient 1 ¢, 7,~0yw. This gives

1
VT = VB (5 10:9(Xi0) - Vg0 )P

N
1 *
= vw]E<2]v E . ||1{lej>0}w o ]l{w*Tacj>O}w ||2)
j=

N
1 *
= E(N ;(1{wTIj>0}w — Il{wTZj>O}IL{w*sz>0}w )>
1 al T T * 1 *
= Nz Plw z; > 0w —P{w' z; >0} N{w" z; >0} Hw
j=1
_ (7T - 0) *
DY (w—w")+ 27Tw7
where 6 denotes the angle between w, and w*.
Therefore,
v
G = =) (Vu(L+ 7))

(w07t~ (w0 (T 2w w + L)

() (e 00 ) (i)
=:M;
- <|||ffu*|||>T (Cor oo o2 @) ()
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Simply computing the eigenvalues, we obtain that for 6 € [0, w/2), both M;, M5 are positive semidefinite. Especially
for Mo,

0 = det(M — AI)

= (2m —20 — \)(27 — \) — (27 — 60)* cos? 0 )
=\ = 2)\(271 — 0) + 4n (7 — ) — (27 — 0)? cos? 6. 5)
So
A= (27 — j:\/27rf 2747r(7r79)+(27r70)2(30820 (6)
)+ /02 4 (27 — 0)2 cos? h. (7
So
Amin(M2) = (27 — 0) — /02 + (2 — 0)2 cos2 0 ®)
(271'79) (17COS29) 792 ©)
(2r —0)+ \/02 (2m — 0)2cos? 0
((2m — 0) sm(9) + 9)((2% - 0) sin(9) — 0)
_ : (10)
(2 —0) + \/62 (2m — )2 cos? 0

The numerator in the last expression is nonnegative since
(27 — 0)sin(0) — 6 > Sgsin(ﬂ) —0>0 forall0 <6 <m/2. (11)
Hence Apin(M2) > 0 for 0 < 6 < /2, and the conclusion follows. O

Theorem 2.11. Assume 2.1 and 2.3 hold. Suppose g(x;w) = (J(wa))2, a two-layer network with a single ReLU?
node. Consider the gradient flow 1 = —V , Z(w), where T(w) = Iy (w) + To(w) + Z3(w) is the H? population loss
withTy = L, T, = J, and I3 = E (| VZg(z; w) — Vig(z; w*)||?). If |[w® — w*|| < ||[w*|| then,

—(w —w*) "V, I;(w) <0, forj =1,2,3,

and hence, the decay of V = |lw — w*||? is accelerated under the gradient flow minimizing the higher order Sobolev
loss functions.

Proof. We sequentially compute the analytical formulas of V,,Z; (w).
1 N T
V.Ti(w) = ¥ E(2N > o)t —otu e )

N
_ ECV S (o(wTay)? - a<w*ij>2>vw<o<w%>2>)

Jj=1

N
2 -
(D B e e B ) e g oy
=1

<.

N

2 W

¥ > (wla)(wla)e; — Y (w xj)Q(waj)$j>
wT z;>0 wTrj>O

¢

-
w* ;>0

Let F(v,w) = Z ]lvaJ>O/\wTIj>0(’UT$]‘)('IUTJ?J')2$J', then V,, 7y (w) = 2E(F(w, w) — F(w,w*)).
w/||lw||—e cos @
sin 6
vectors that span the rest. In this coordinate system, ¢ = (1,0, --0),v = ||v|je,w = (||w]|| cos ¥, ||w| sin b, 0,--- ,0),

We consider an orthonormal basis ¢ = H%\I’ e = , where § = /(v,w), and any orthonormal set of
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and any vector x = (7 cos ¢, sin ¢, z3, - - - z4), where ¢ = Z(x, e),r = ||z||. Then,

7 COS ¢
rsin ¢

BE@w) =N [ [ [ lreosdlulr? oo -0 |
RI-2J-Z246J0 :
Zd
cos0(2sin@ + 2(m — @) cos @) + (m — 0) + sinf cos§
sin(2sin @ + 2(w — 6) cos 6)

677‘2/2

rdrdedzs - - - dzq

_ Nwljw]? 0
2 .
0

Nw|]? IIUHII I

=——((r—0)+sinfcosfd)v + ———
2

Thus, V., 7y (w) = (3[|w|*w — W((w —0) 4 sin 6 cos 9)w — W(Z sin + 2(w — ) cos f)w*). Now the first
inequality follows. Let G = (7 — 6) + sinf cos 0, H = 2sin§ + 2(7 — 0) cos 0, then the first result follows :

(2sin @ + 2(m — 0) cos 0)w

* 1 * *
—(w = w") Vo Ti(w) = == @ (lw]* = [lwlllw*[)?* + 2lwlw || (3]lw]*
+ 2||w*||*(G cos O 4+ H) — 2||w||||w*||(37 + G + H cos 0)))

1 T (|jw*]] ' [|w*|]
1 2 *1\2) _ M

M= 2Gcosh +2H —(37m+ G+ H cos0)
“ \ -7+ G+ Hcos0) 67

is positive semidefinite (M1 > 0, Moy > 0,det(M) > 0) for 6 € [0, 7/2).
Now, we consider V,,Z5(w). Note that V,g(z; w) = 21,7~ (w®)w.

as

N
1 %1 *
Vwlo(w) = Vw]E<2N E ||2]lwrzj>0(w—racj)w - 2]lw*ij>0(w xj)w |2)

( Z w a:]>0 w x])(wTw)%Jr]lez >0('LUT$J)2“’

T T T T
_]le”3J>O/\“’*T1j>O(w* xj)(w w*)xj_]ler_7>0Aw*Tr_7>0(w xﬂ)(w* xj)w*>>

Let F(v,w) = Z VLT as0nwTeyso(w ) (0T w)z; + (v z)w), then V. T (w) = FE(F(w,w) — F(w,w")).
We again consider the orthonormal basis containing e ﬁ e = %. Then,

—72/2

E(F (v, w) N/Rd 2/_7 / lol[||w]|r cos(¢p — 9)(||w||cos€xj+rcosqbw)
Nlv |||| I

rdrdgdzs - - - dzq

N cosfsind 9
= lwlfv+
27

Thus, V, I (w) = 4(||w||?w— L5gsinb 4y ||2 W(Sine—lﬂ(w—e) cosO)w*). Let G1 = sin §+2(mw—0) cos f.
Consequently,

(sin€ + 2(w — 6) cos O)w

—(w—w )TVU)IQ(U)) = <27r||w||4 — cosfsinf||w ||2Hw||2 — G1||w||||w*]| cos @ — 27T||w||3||w || cos @

+ cos® O sin 0w |*[lw] + IIwIIw*II?’Gl)

2yl — w1\ g, (1]
=2 (ool o eesoy? + ol (i) o (1)) <o

17
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where
Mo — 2G1 + 2 cos? fsin 0 —cos0(G1 + sin @ + 27 cos )
27 \ —cosO(Gy +sinf + 27w cos ) 47 cos 6

is positive semidefinite for 6 € [0, 7/2).
Finally, we prove —(w — w*) "V, Z3(w) < 0. Note that V2 g(z; w) = 21,7 psoww | € RI*9,

1 N
VMI3(w) = vwE<2]V Z|}21w‘rwj>0ww—r — ZII'w*TIj>OU}*w*T H2>

T

N
T % \T T * ok
( g trace 2]lwrmj>0ww —2]1w*rij>0w w* ) (21,7, soww — 21 Ty soW W ))

w*
1

N
2 * *
= <NZ wT CE]>OHw||4 ]leiE_j>O/\w*sz>0(wTw )2+]lw*ij>0||w |4))
j=1
8 N
B (N Z “’sz>0||w||2w - ]lexj>0/\w*ij>0(wTU)*)w*)>
j=1
8 )
:NEZ@MJW>OHMWwWWJ%>OAM:w>mw3ﬁmﬁ
j=1
4(r— 40
— dljulPw — 2= Ty,

where 6 denotes the angle between w, and w*. Hence,

* 4 * * *
—@%—w)valﬂw):-7JWWMV—(W—9HWMﬂM)WC%zG—WWMPWUHaﬁ9+(ﬂ—9wwMM)WC%9)

Attt —wmwt = @) () ar () <o

where
M= 2(mr —6) (0 — 27) cos
“ \ (60 —27)cosb 27
is positive semidefinite and w " w* > 0 for 6 € [0, 7/2). This completes the proof. O

Next, we consider a bias-free two-layer ReLU network h(x; W) = Zf( o(w] ; ). Following the assumptions made in

[34], we assume the teacher parameters {w} } f(:1 form a orthonormal basis and the student parameter W is initialized
as:
wp = ywy + - ywig +rw +ywig + o ywy (12)

for some (x,y) € R2. Using the analytic formula for the gradients of the objective functions in equation 15, it is easy
to see that the same parameterization is maintained along the gradient flows

w=-Vy,L(w) or w=-V,H(w). (13)

Hence, the w*-dependent initialization in equation 12 reduces the N-dimensional gradient flow to the following
2-dimensional flows in the reduced variables (x, y):

2 . AR VL
L~ gradient flow : <y) =-FK (Vy£> ,

1 . T\ _ o (VeH
H- gradient flow : (y) =-E (Vﬂ-l) .

18
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Theorem 2.12. Assume 2.1, 2.2, 2.3 hold with K > 1. If the teacher parameters {w;‘ szl form an orthonormal basis
and a student parameter W is initialized to be

wy = ywy + - Fyw_ g + 2w +ywi g+ -+ yw, 3)
under the basis of {w} }}<,, where (x,y) € Q = {x € (0,1],y € [0,1], > y}, then the following holds.

(1) The student parameter w; converges to w; under the gradient flow W, = —V.,,,H(W), i.e., (z,y) converges
to (1,0).

(2) Near (xz,y) = (1,0), the gradient flows can be linearized to 2-d dynamical systems:

L? gradient flow (w) ~ —Mj; (x - 1) ,
Y) 12 Y

H' gradient flow : <x) ~ —2Ms3 <x - 1> ,
Y) m Y

where A\ (M3) = 5, and A\a(M3) = 5 (K + 1). Hence, M3 is positive definite for all K, and the convergence
is accelerated.

(3) When .,y are initialized such that v = y = (0,1], the L? gradient flow converges to the saddle point
r=y=2a},==(VK-1- arccos( L —) + ), and the H? gradient flow converges to the saddle
pointz =y = ah = 72z(VK -1+ 271' - 2arccos(#)) and zp2(t) = (2(0) — 2%,)e K/? and
zpi(t) = (2(0) — 2%, )e Kt Hence, the convergence is accelerated.

Proof. We begin the proof by computing the gradients of L? and H' loss functions with respect to w are given by:

K
1 1k . ., )
~E(Vi, £) = 5= ) [(W — 0w + [l | sin(0] ) — (m— 02wy — [lwgesin(8] ) },
2 e~ I J” s
K (15)
1 - ’
(VU)7H) 27‘(‘ E |:2(7T0§ )w i+ ||w ||SIH( )H H 2(,”79_? )w ij ||Sln( )” ||
=1 wj wj

where 95:/* = Z(wj,w} ), and 05:/ = Z(w;,w;). By assumption, we can rewrite the parameters as w; = P;w, and
wj = Pjw* for some w, and w* and by the symmetry. Also, we can simply check that E(V,,, L) = P;E(V,L) and
E(Vw,H) = PJE(V,H), so that the trajectory of TV keep the cyclic structure. Therefore, we only need to prove for
one parameter, say wy = zw] + yw5 + - - - + ywj,. Under this setting, we can simplify the gradients in equation 15 by:

ek (J5 ) =(( = Dfasin(s") ~ sne) + asin(®) )

(16)
_( —(m—0) + 7+ (1 — @)K — 1)y >
—(m=¢") +my+(m—¢)(z+ (K —2)y) )’
—27E <Vy’H> =((K — 1)(asin(¢*) — sin(¢)) + asin(6)) <y) (17)

—(m—¢*) + 7y + (7 — ¢)(z + (K — 2)y)
where 0 =67, ¢ =07, ¢* =0/ (for j/ # j), and a = Ty =

_2( (—(w—0>+m+<w—¢>(K—ny )

1
(2 +(k—1)y2)1/2"
Now, we state several useful lemmas from [34].

Lemma B.1 (Lemma 3 in [34]). Let 0 = 67, ¢ = 0;4 and ¢* = 05/*. Then cos(f) = ax, cos(¢p*) = ay, and
cos(¢) = a2 (2zy + (K — 2)y?) and the following holds in Q., = {(z,y) : © > 0,y > 0,7 > y + €} for small €y2:

(1) ¢,¢* €[0,7/2], and 6 € [0,0y), where 8y = arccos( \/(1K))'
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(2) cos(p) = 1 — a?(z — y)? and sin(¢) = a(z — y)/(2 — a?(z — y)?)
(3) ¢* > ¢ and equality holds only when y = 0 and ¢* > 0.

Proof. The proof is provided in [34]. O

Lemma B.2. For the dynamics in equation 17, there exists € > 0 so that the triangular region Q., = {(z,y) : © >
0,y > 0,2 >y + €0} is a convergent region. The flow goes inward for all three edges, and any trajectory starting in
Qe, stays in Q..
Proof. The proof directly follows from the calculation in [34].
() Ify=10,0 <z <1,i.e., on the horizontal line, the y dynamics is given by
fi=-2rE(V,H) = —m(z —1) > 0.

2) Ifx =1,0 <y < 1,ie., on the vertical line, the  dynamics is given by

fo=—21E(V,H)
=— (K —1)(—asing™ +sin¢g + 2(m — ¢)y) + asinf — 20 < 0.

3) If x = y + ¢, i.e., on the diagonal line,

f= (e (V) ()

=2¢" — 20 — 2ep + ((K — 1)(asin¢* —sin ) + asin(f))e > 0.

Lemma B.3. For the dynamics in equation 17, the only critical point (i.e., E (gé’j) =0)is (z,y) = (1,0).
y

Proof. Suppose that (x, y) is another critical point and let ¢ = x — y. Note that e — 1 + Ky > 0 (See, [34]). Being a
critical point, f3 = 0 implies that

((K —1)(asing” —sing) + asind) = —%(qﬁ* —0) + 2¢.
Using ¢ € [0,7/2], ¢* > ¢, ¢* > 0, we have
—2rE(VyH) = = 2(7 — ¢)(e = 1+ Ky) = 2(¢" — ¢) — —(¢" = 0)y <0,

hence a contradiction. O

2
€

Combining Lemmas 1-3, we conclude that (x, y) converges to (1, 0), by the Poincaré-Bendixson theorem.

For the second part of the theorem, we consider the linearized dynamics of equation 16 and equation 17 around the
unique critical point (z,y) = (1, 0). Let

f4 (Iv y) = 727TE(V”E£)3

fs(x,y) = —27E(V, L).

Then, we obtain fy(1,0) = 0,%(1,0) = —m, %2(1,0) = —Z(K — 1) and f5(1,0) = 0,%2(1,0) =
-5 %1;5 (1,0) = =% K. Combining these, the linearized equations are given as follows:
i V.L LK -1)\ (z—-1
. =-E|(J"~ ) ~=— 4 18
G).==@e)=-( ") 0 a
@ V. H L LK —1)\ [(z-1
. =-E(J" ~—2 4 19
(), == () == ) o
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where the eigenvalues of the matrix M3 := (

Ll M L]

1 _ _
4<I§K 1)> are \; = 1, and Ay = £H and v, = (k_11> Vg =
1

1) are the corresponding eigenvectors. Thus, M3 is positive definite for all K > 0. Moreover, we can write the

solution of the linearized equation as:

<x8§) ~ crvre M+ covge 2
y L2
z(t) —2Mt —2x,t
~ civie” 4 covge” O
(y(t)) . 101 202
for some cq, co, and hence, the convergence is accelerated.
— _ Ak 1 _ 1
For the last part of the theorem, we assume z = y, so that ¢ = 0,6 = ¢* = arccos(—K), and o« = TR Then,
K
CE(VoH) = —K(x — i), @0
where 2%, = (VK —1+m — arccos(\/%)), as shown in [34], and 7}, = 52 (VK — 1+ 27 — 2arccos(\/%)).
Thus, we obtain x2(t) = (2(0) — %,)e™%/2 and w51 (t) = (2(0) — 2%, )e K, and the conclusion follows. [

Theorem 2.13. If the teacher parameters {w;‘ } Jl‘{:l form an orthonormal basis and the student parameters are initialized
as the symmetric Toeplitz matrix:

w1 tl t2 tg cee tK UJT
w2o t2 tl f,g tee tK—l ’LU;
ws — t3 to tq ce tr_o U}§
WK tk tk—1 tk—2 - t W

then under the linearized L? and H' gradient flows, Ty> = (t; —1,ta,...,tx) and T = (t; — 1,t9, ..., tx) follow
Ty2 = —MT;2, Ty =—-2MT

for a positive definite matrix M.

Proof. The parameterization in equation 12 can be written as

r Yy vy Y
y x Yy Y
[wh ,’lUK] = [’LU17 7wK] Yy Yy z Yy (22)
y PR y y x
In general, this parameterization can be generalized by using a K x K symmetric Toeplitz matrix:
T ts - tx
o 4 o -+ Ik
W, .. Wk = (W, .. wik] t3 b2 b e k2] (23)
tk tx—1 tg_o --- t1
Hence, instead of (x, y), each parameter w; is parameterized by (¢1, ..., ¢x). By the same argument using symmetry,

it suffices to track one variable w; = ZLK

_, t;w;. It reduces to analyzing a K-dimensional ODE in the new variable
t:= (t1,...,tx_1)". Recall that
’U')l =—-E [leﬁ(wl,...,wK)]. (24)

Writing the Jacobian matrix J = [2%1] € R?*X | chain rule and the gradient flow of w; give

Jt = —E [V, L(w)]. (25)
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If J has full rank, then this induces the following ODE for t:

t = —J'E[V,, L(w)] = —E[V(L(w)],
where J1 is the pseudo-inverse of J. Since wy,. .., Wy are orthonormal,
J = (w} wi) €eR*E and JT =T )T =T,
Thus, foreach 1 < j < K,
tj = (w}, ~E[Vu, L(w)]) = ~E[Vy, L(w)].
From equation 15,
K
1 j/* % . j/x j/ . j/
—E(Vy, L) = o Z(w =07 Jwj +asing] wy — (7 — 0] Jwj —sin(0] )wi,
j'=1
K
1 5 N . 5 i . 7’
—E(Vy, H) = o Z 2(m = 0] )wj +asin®] wy —2(7 — 6 )w; —sin(6] )w,
=1
where v = (3, t?)_l/Q, cos 9{/* = at;s, cos 9{1 =a? El}il titij—1.
Then, we can now compute the dynamics of ¢; , i.e., t; = -V, £ and t; = -V, H by:
1 [ K ) K K )
-E(V,L) = 5 (r—601 ) +aty Z sinf] — Z(w — 0] )ty —t1 Z sin6] |,
L Jj'=1 J'=1 J'=1
[ K } K ; K ;
—E(Vy,H) = 5 2(m — 01 ) + aty ;sinﬂi — 22(7? -0 )ty —ta lein% ,
j'= j'= j'=

and the dynamics for ¢;, j # 1 are give by:

K K
—E(Vy,L) = Py (m—0] )+ at; Zsin@{ — Z(T{'—
i i'=1 =1
[ <ok K Y K
—E(Vy,H) = Py 2(r — 0] )+ at; Zsin@{ — 22(71'—9
i j'=1 j'=1
Therefore, the linearized system around a critical point (¢1, 2, ..., tx)
ty Vi, L 1/2 1/4
to Vi, L 1/4 1/2
: =-E| : |=-|:
tK:—l vtK—l‘C 1/4
ti 12 VtKﬁ 1/4
ty Vi, L 1/2 1/4
to Vi, L 1/4 1/2
: =-E : ~=2] :
tK:—l VtK71£ 1/4
tik i1 VtKE 1/4
1/2 1/4 1/4
1/4 1/2 1/4
The eigenvalues of | : : . . are @
1/4 1/2 1/4
1/4 1/4 1/2

22

=(1,0,...,
1/4
1/4
1)2 1}4
1/4 1/2
1/4
1/4
12 14
1/4 1/2

J+Jl

K

9{ )tj’Jrjfl — tj Z sin@{ s

=1

0) is given by:

t1—1
to
i1
ti
t—1
to
k-1
tx

and i of multiplicity k¥ — 1, and the conclusion follows.

t; Z sin QJ

(26)

27

(28)

(29)

(30)

(3D

(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)

(36)
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C Additional Experiments

C.1 Analytical formulas for the population gradients

We verify the analytical formulas for the population gradients presented in Section 2. We randomly sampled w* from
the standard normal distribution and added a uniform random vector e s.t. ||e|| < ||w*|| to w* to obtain w = w* + e
and ||w — w*|| < ||lw*||. We employed two neural networks

gi(z;w) = (U(wa))i, and g; (z; w*) = (O’(’U}*TI'))i,

for ¢+ = 1,2 with parameters w, and w*, respectively. Subsequently, the error between the analytical formula (e.g.,
VuwJ, VZI;) and the Monte-Carlo approximation of the population loss under spherical Gaussian distribution was
computed by varying the input dimensions and the number of samples. Figure 6 shows the log—log plots for mean
square errors between the analytical formulas and the Monte-Carlo approximations. For example, we compute
= vazl Vol Vaeg(zj;w) — Vig(zj;w*)||3 using automatic differentiation and computed its discrepancy to V7.
In all cases, the error decreased linearly as the number of samples increased. Moreover, the errors were sufficiently
small even in relatively high dimensions.

VuJ(w) VI (w) VuIz(w) VuIs(w)

—e— dim=5 10° 5
dim=10
dim=20

—8— dim=50

10? 10% 10° 108 10? 10% 10° 108 10? 104 10° 108 10° 104 10° 108
# samples # samples # samples # samples

Figure 6: Log—log plots of the mean square errors(MSE) versus the number of samples. MSEs are computed between
the analytical formulas V,, 7, V,,Z; and empirical expected values. Errors tend to decrease as the number of samples
increases across all input dimensions.

C.2 Sobolev training with approximated derivatives

We provide comparative experiments on various numerical approximation schemes, including the Finite Differ-
ence Method (FDM) and Chebyshev spectral differentiation, to apply Sobolev training without derivative in-

formation. We consider a target function, the Acklev function f(z,y) = —20exp(—0.24/0.5(z? +y?)) —
exp(0.5(cos (2mx) + cos (27y))) + e + 20, (z,y) € [—2,2]?, from [23].

We trained a neural network with 2-64-64-64-1 nodes

and the hyperbolic tangent activation function using the MSE Computation Time
ADAM optimizer with a learning rate of 1e — 4. The - s
left panel of Figure 7 shows the errors during training S 150
in log scale for different loss functions: L?, exact H', = 23
H' based on FDM, and H! based on the Chebyshev ~ *” ”
spectral differentiation. The proposed method achieved . %
error levels almost equivalent to those in the exact deriva- s " =
tive case, thereby sug.ge.stlng.that we can leverag§ the T 2 ot tevel
benefits of Sobolev training without requiring additional ) . o
—— Chebyshev Spectral Differentiation FDM Exact Derivative — |2

derivative information. Surprisingly, our method exhib-

ited slightly faster convergence than the exact derivative ) ) ]
case for this target function. In our experiments, the con- Figure 7: Left: Test MSEs for different loss functions during

vergence speed of FDM is similar to that of the exact training. Right: Actual computation times to achieve certain
H', but one can see that it cannot achieve the same error. €ITor levels of [1e-3, 1e-4, le-5].

The actual computation times required to achieve specific

error levels of [le-3, le-4, 1e-5] are presented in the right panel of Figure 7 for these loss functions. Owing to the
efficient computation of tensor multiplication, our method achieved error levels of [1e-3, 1e-4] without significantly
increasing computation time compared to the L? loss function, and reached le-5 MSE considerably faster than the L?
loss function.
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C.3 Sobolev training for Autoencoders

We conduct experiments on a large-scale benchmark dataset, ImageNet, to train an autoencoder. In our setup, we resize
the input data to (3, 64, 64) and use a batch size of 128. Both the encoder and decoder are implemented using the
ResNet-18. The model is trained for 300 epochs, and the Adam optimizer is used with a learning rate of le — 3.

The left panel of Figure 8 shows the convergence acceleration of the test error of the Sobolev training for the autoencoder
task. We found that H' training performs significantly better than L? training in most iterations. The right panels
show the original images and the reconstructed images of L? and H' training, respectively. In the first row, we found
that the reconstructed image using L? training is blurry, whereas the reconstructed image using H'! training is clearer.
Furthermore, the second row shows that the ! training well reconstructs the image, whereas the L? training exhibits

an unexpected background color.

—— L2 Training
10714 H1 Training
o 1072
g 1
4‘ WMMI' 'M W ,‘
1074 4
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

Iteration

Original Image L? Reconstructed H?! Reconstructed

Original Image L2 Reconstructed
P ] i

W S
.‘l-'. N |

H?! Reconstructed
‘.

Al

N

Figure 8: Results of the autoencoder task.
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