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Addressing high-dimensional partial differential equations to derive effective actions within the
functional renormalization group is formidable, especially when considering various field configura-
tions, including inhomogeneous states, even on lattices. We leverage physics-informed neural net-
works (PINNs) as a state-of-the-art machine learning method for solving high-dimensional partial
differential equations to overcome this challenge. In a zero-dimensional O(N) model, we numeri-
cally demonstrate the construction of an effective action on an N -dimensional configuration space,
extending up to N = 100. Our results underscore the effectiveness of PINN approximation, even in
scenarios lacking small parameters such as a small coupling.

I. INTRODUCTION

The utilization of the functional renormalization group
(FRG) [1–4] has gained widespread popularity as a non-
perturbative theoretical tool across diverse fields, encom-
passing high-energy physics, condensed matter physics,
and statistical physics (see Refs. [5–8] for comprehensive
reviews). Central to the FRG is the utilization of func-
tional differential equations (FDE), such as the Wetterich
equation [4], which plays a pivotal role in describing the
flow within the renormalization group (RG). Notably, the
self-determination of the effective action (encompassing
all the correlation information of a system) through the
Wetterich equation enhances the precision and compre-
hensiveness of the FRG formalism. Despite these advan-
tages, the absence of universal, efficient, and accurate
algorithms for solving FDEs hampers an easily acces-
sible and accurate determination of various properties.
The quest for such algorithms or useful approximation
schemes remains an open problem.

Power series expansions, such as the vertex expansion
(the functional Taylor expansion) and the derivative ex-
pansion, are commonly employed in solving the FRG. In
these approaches, the Wetterich equation transforms into
an infinite hierarchy of differential equations for the ex-
pansion coefficients. These coefficients are subsequently
truncated in a certain order to facilitate approximate so-
lutions. However, the effective action Γ[φ] is only valid
for specific field configurations φ(x), where x is a spatio-
temporal coordinate. For instance, the effective action
derived from the vertex expansion is valid in the vicinity
of the expansion point φ(x) ≈ φexp(x), while that ob-
tained from the derivative expansion is applicable when
φ(x) ≈ const. In these cases, prior knowledge of the
field’s ground state is a prerequisite for calculations, lim-
iting the ability to capture complex structures such as
inhomogeneous states. Moreover, enhancing the accu-
racy of results often entails computationally demanding
efforts in improving the truncation order.

∗ takeru.yokota@riken.jp

The application of FRG extends beyond continuum
models and is commonly employed in lattice models as
well [7, 8]. On a finite lattice, the Wetterich equation
becomes an (NDOF + 1)-dimensional partial differential
equation (PDE) involving NDOF degrees of freedom for
the field variables and the RG scale. While a finite-
dimensional PDE might appear more amenable to nu-
merical analysis than an FDE, the computational com-
plexity of calculations with a large NDOF grows expo-
nentially when a computational grid is assigned to each
field component. Therefore, even in lattice models, ap-
proximations based on power series expansions remain
commonly employed.

This study aims to demonstrate that machine learning
offers a novel framework for solving the FRG applied to
lattice models with largeNDOF as an alternative to power
series expansions. Among the array of recently developed
machine learning methods for handling high-dimensional
PDEs [9–21], we leverage the physics-informed neural
networks (PINNs) [9, 11, 19]. PINNs can be applied
to various PDEs and involve optimizing a differentiable
neural network (NN) to satisfy PDE and boundary con-
ditions, providing a solution for a domain of input vari-
ables’ space rather than a single point. Due to its grid-
free characteristic, PINNs are particularly advantageous
for handling high-dimensional inputs, as demonstrated in
recent applications to high-dimensional PDEs [22–28], in-
cluding 105-dimensional cases [26, 28]. In such scenarios,
the limitations imposed by NDOF are naturally expected
to relax, implying the possibility of simultaneously con-
structing effective actions for various field configurations,
including inhomogeneous states. Moreover, the universal
approximation theorem [29–31] suggests that NNs can
serve as accurate approximations for effective action.

In the subsequent sections, we present a PINN-based
method for solving the FRG applied to a lattice (PINN-
LFRG). We outline a methodology for representing the
effective action using a differentiable NN, which is trained
to satisfy the Wetterich equation. Furthermore, we pro-
vide numerical demonstrations of the scalability and ac-
curacy of this approach in the zero-dimensional O(N)
model. Here, PDEs with NDOF + 1 = N + 1 ≤ 101 di-
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mensions are solved within a few hours. The effective ac-
tion and self-energy are computed across a domain of the
field space simultaneously, exhibiting superior or compa-
rable accuracies when contrasted with results obtained
through perturbative and large-N expansions, spanning
various choices of coupling strength and N . Addition-
ally, the O(N) symmetry for the effective action is suc-
cessfully reproduced through training on the Wetterich
equation. These findings underscore the feasibility of
utilizing NNs to approximate the effective action even
without a small parameter, such as a small coupling. We
note that our purpose of solving FRG flow equations dif-
fers from that in a recent machine-learning-based FRG
study [32], which focuses on the dimensionality reduction
of the four-point vertex function as given by FRG.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as fol-
lows: In the following section, we briefly summarize the
FRG formulation for bosons in a lattice and illustrate our
idea for applying PINNs to solve the Wetterich equation.
In Sec. III, we present a numerical demonstration of our
approach in the zero-dimensional O(N) model. Section
IV is devoted to the conclusion.

II. GENERAL FORMULATION

We focus on the FRG applied to bosons in a d-
dimensional space-time lattice. The action is repre-
sented by S(φ), where φ = {φn,α}n,α is a real bosonic
field. Here, the d-dimensional vector n indicates a lat-
tice site and α is the internal degrees of freedom index.
The total degrees of freedom for this system are given
by NDOF = V NIDOF, where V denotes the lattice vol-
ume, and NIDOF is the internal degree of freedom. The
imaginary-time formalism is employed, and all quantities
are expressed in lattice units.

We adhere to the formalism outlined by Wetterich [4].
Following this formalism, a regulator term is introduced
into the action to induce the RG flow:

Sk(φ) = S(φ) +
1

2
∑

n,α,n,α′
φn,αR

αα′
k,n−n′φn′,α′ . (1)

The regulator Rαα′
k,n−n′ is a predefined function acting as

an artificial mass, designed to dampen fluctuations with
momenta smaller than the RG scale k. In the momen-
tum space, the regulator must adhere to the following
conditions:

lim
p2/k2→0

R̃k(p) > 0, (2a)

R̃kIR→0(p) = 0, (2b)

R̃kUV→∞(p) = ∞. (2c)

For simplicity, we have omitted the indices for the in-
ternal degrees of freedom. The first condition signifies
the suppression of infrared fluctuations, while the second
condition ensures that all fluctuations are included at a

small infrared scale kIR. The final condition is crucial
for determining the initial condition of the RG flow. It
ensures that the system becomes classical, described by
SkUV

(φ), at a large ultraviolet scale kUV. In terms of the
path integral introduced below, this condition validates
the saddle-point approximation at k = kUV. Compared to
the continuous one, the distinctions in the lattice setup
lie in the dispersion relation and the restriction of the mo-
mentum to the Brillouin zone. An appropriate regulator
choice that accommodates these differences is discussed
in Ref. [33].
With this regulator, one can define the effective aver-

age action Γk(φ), which interpolates between the bare
action S(φ) and the effective action Γ(φ). The defini-
tion is:

Γk(φ) = sup
J

⎛
⎝∑n,α

Jn,αφn,α − lnZk(J)
⎞
⎠

− 1

2
∑

n,α,n,α′
φn,αR

αα′
k,n−n′φn′,α′ , (3)

with the path-integral form of the partition function

Zk(J) =∫ dφe−Sk(φ)+ad∑n,α Jn,αφn,α . (4)

The condition limk→0 Γk(φ) = Γ(φ) immediately follows
from Eq. (2b). From the saddle-point approximation val-
idated by Eq. (2c), we have ΓkUV

(φ) = S(φ)+const. The
RG flow equation is derived as an (NDOF+1)-dimensional
PDE by the derivative of Eq. (3) with respect to k:

∂kΓk(φ) =
1

2
tr

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
∂kRk (

∂2Γk(φ)
∂φ∂φ

+Rk)
−1⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

, (5)

which is known as the Wetterich equation. Here, the
inverse is defined by

∑
n′α′
(∂

2Γk(φ)
∂φ∂φ

+Rk)
−1

nα,n′α′
( ∂2Γk[φ]
∂φn′,α′∂φn′′,α′′

+Rα′α′′
k,n′−n′′)

= δn,n′′δαα′′ . (6)

In principle, Eq. (5) determines Γ(φ), encompass-
ing all the thermodynamic properties and correlations.
Typically, Taylor series expansions, including vertex and
derivative expansions, are employed. These expansions
yield an approximate calculation of Γ(φ) for a specific
configuration of φn,α. However, there is currently no
established method to accurately and efficiently obtain
Γ(φ) for a broad domain of the φn,α space. Our goal is
to propose a promising candidate for such a method.

A. PINNs for the Wetterich equation

Initially, calculations involving large NDOF may ap-
pear computationally challenging, given their complexity,
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which grows exponentially when a grid is associated with
each component φn,α. However, our approach is rooted
in the resilience of PINNs to this issue, given its grid-
free nature and applicability to high-dimensional PDEs
[22–28]. In PINNs, the solution is represented by a dif-
ferentiable NN, eliminating the need for discretization in
numerical differentiation. The NN is optimized to satisfy
the PDE and the boundary conditions (BCs) using back-
propagation. The optimization function may take the
form L = LPDE + λLBC [19], where LPDE (LBC) reaches
its minimum if, and only if, the NN satisfies the PDE
(BC) for any input, and λ is a positive hyperparameter
to adjust the relative scale of the two terms.

The presence of both terms LPDE and LBC can pose
challenges. For example, tuning λ for efficient optimiza-
tion convergence can be required. However, in our case
of the initial value problem, LBC can be omitted with
an appropriate choice of the ansatz on Γk(φ) similar to
Ref. [11]. We make such an ansatz based on the decom-
position:

Γk(φ) = S(φ) + ΓRG(l,φ), (7)

where l = ln(kUV/k). Since the initial condition is
ΓkUV

(φ) = S(φ), the RG-induced part ΓRG(l,φ) sat-
isfies ΓRG(0,φ) = 0. We further decompose ΓRG(l,φ)
as

ΓRG(l,φ) = γfree(l) + γ(l,φ). (8)

Here, γfree(l) represents the constant term originating
from the free quadratic term Sfree(φ) of S(φ). In other
words, it is the solution when Γk(φ) on the right-hand
side of Eq. (5) is substituted by Sfree(φ). The remain-
ing term γ(l,φ) constitutes the non-trivial interaction-
induced part, corresponding to the shift in the free en-
ergy. By imposing γ(0,φ) = 0, we replace γ(l,φ) with
an NN. A conceivable choice is:

γ(l,φ) ≈ γ(l,φ;θ) = NNθ(l,φ) −NNθ(0,φ), (9)

where NNθ(l,φ) is a differentiable NN with parameters
θ.

A possible choice of L = LPDE to train γ(l,φ;θ) is

Lθ = E
φ∼Pφ

l∼Pl

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

⎛
⎝
∂lΓ

θ
k(φ) −

1

2
tr∂lRk (

∂2Γθ
k(φ)

∂φ∂φ
+Rk)

−1⎞
⎠

2⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
,

(10)

with Γθ
l (φ) = S(φ) + γfree(l) + γ(l,φ;θ), we introduce

probability distributions Pφ and Pl, defined for the φ-
space and l ∈ [0, lend], with lend = ln(kUV/kIR), respec-
tively. In practice, the expectation value is approxi-
mately evaluated using a finite number of collocation
points {(l(i),φ(i))}Ncol

i=1 sampled according to Pφ and Pl.
Naively, if one is interested in a specific configuration
φ = φtarget, then Pφ should be chosen as to sample
the neighborhoods of φtarget at high rates. A caveat

RG scale l

γ(l, φ)⊖
l = 0 NNθ

 
inputs
N + 1

 
inputs
N + 1

3 hidden layers

256 units/layer


Softplus activation

Field φ

NNθ… …

…

…

…

… …

…

…

…

FIG. 1. The schematic picture of our NN architecture for the
interaction-induced effective action γ(l,φ).

is that, even in such a case, Pφ should be sufficiently
broad for learning φ derivatives, i.e., the φ-dependence
of γ(l,φ;θ). We surmise that the breadth should have

the scale of the fluctuation
√
⟨(φn,α − φtarget,n,α)2⟩ for

each direction φn,α to describe correlations.
The PINN-LFRG method described above is expected

to offer advantages for complex structures, such as in-
homogeneous states, over conventional FRG approxima-
tions. Specifically, the PINN-LFRG demonstrates im-
proved scaling of computational complexity with respect
to NDOF compared to the vertex expansion, as illustrated
in Appendix A.

III. NUMERICAL DEMONSTRATION IN THE
ZERO-DIMENSIONAL O(N) MODEL

To illustrate how PINN-LFRG works, we apply it to
the zero-dimensional O(N) model, which possesses an
exact solution. The action is given by:

S(φ) = 1

2
m2φ2 + g

4!
(φ2)2, (11)

where φ = (φ1, . . . , φN) represents an N -component
scalar field, and m and g are the mass and coupling,
respectively.
This model gives the total degree of freedom by

NDOF = NIDOF = N due to V = 1. We investigate
the scalability with respect to NDOF by increasing N .1

We also assess accuracy by comparing the results of the
interaction-induced effective action γ(l,φ) and the RG-
induced self-energy σα(l,φ) = ∂2γ(l,φ)/∂φ2

α to those
from the exact calculation, perturbative expansion up
to the leading order, and large-N expansion up to O(1),
which are summarized in Appendix B. Note that g̃ =
Ng/m4 is the dimensionless control parameter determin-
ing the perturbative region as g̃ ≪ 1 due to ⟨φ2⟩ ∼ N/m2

1 The Wetterich equation for this model can be reduced to a two-
dimensional PDE with variables l and ρ = φ2/2, but we do not
use this reduction to investigate scalability
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[34]. With the regulator Rαα′
k = k2UVe

−2lδαα′ , our param-
eters satisfy m2/k2UV = 0.01 and g̃ ≪ 100, which validate
the stationary point approximation at l = 0 and realize
ΓkUV

(φ) ≈ S(φ). We set lend = 5.
Our ansatz on γ(l,φ) is based on Eq. (9). Our

NNθ(l,φ) is a fully connected NN composed of 3 hidden
layers with 256 units per layer and the differentiable soft-
plus activation function. We find that this choice of NN
shows successful convergence in the pretraining described
below. Figure 1 depicts a schematic of our proposed NN
architecture for γ(l,φ).

In our experience, the regularity of the matrix
∂2
φΓ

θ
k(φ) +Rk, which is needed for the matrix inverse in

Eq. (10), is frequently broken for randomly chosen θ. We
find that pretraining with some approximate analytical
results remedies this problem. Specifically, we use the re-
sult of the first-order perturbation γ1pt(l,φ), employing
the following optimization function:

Lpre
θ = E

φ∼Pφ

l∼Pl

[(γ(l,φ;θ) − γ1pt(l,φ))2] . (12)

It should be noted that for stabilizing training on the
Wetterich equation, the approximate solution doesn’t al-
ways need high accuracy. In fact, when we use γ1pt(l,φ)
during the pretraining phase, it significantly aids in suc-
cessful training, even in non-perturbative cases, such as
g̃ = 10.

The Adam optimizer [35] is utilized to train the NN
with Eqs. (10) and (12). All computations are executed
on an NVIDIA A100 GPU with 40 GB of memory. Ad-
ditional details about our training procedures are in Ap-
pendix C. The code for our numerical experiment is avail-
able at Ref. [36].

We conducted computations for all the combinations
of N = 1,10,100 and g̃ = 0.1,1,10. In each case, the
computational time for training is kept within 11 hours,
ensuring the convergence of Lθ and physical quantities;
see Appendix C for details.

Figure 2 illustrates the results of γ(l, φ) and σ(l, φ)
for N = 1 and g̃ = 1. Specifically, the plot depicts the
l-dependence at the vacuum expectation value φ = 0 and
the φ-dependence at l = lend. The results from exact
calculations, perturbative and large-N expansions, and
the model after the pretraining are also presented. The
perturbative and large-N expansion results show consid-
erable deviations from the exact ones since both g̃ = 1
and 1/N = 1 are not small. Notably, the training of the
Wetterich equation successfully shifts values from those
obtained by the perturbation approach toward the ex-
act results. In all instances, our PINN-LFRG approach
exhibits higher accuracy than the perturbative method
and large-N expansions. It is crucial to highlight that
our approach provides solutions over a broad domain of
φ, in contrast to the limitations of the vertex expansion
method.

Figure 3 illustrates the result for N = 100 and g̃ = 1.
With the exception of γ(l,0), our results are presented

(a)
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)

PINN-LFRG

Pretrained model

Exact

Perturbation

Large-N

0 1 2 3 4 5

l

0.0
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0.4

σ
(l
,0

)/
m

2

(b)

0.1

0.2

0.3

γ
(l

e
n
d
,ϕ

)

−1.00 −0.75 −0.50 −0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

mϕ

0.2

0.4

σ
(l

e
n
d
,ϕ

)/
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2

FIG. 2. γ(l, φ) and σ(l, φ) in the case of N = 1 and g̃ = 1.
(a) l-dependence at φ = 0 and (b) φ-dependence at l = lend.
Results of the PINN-LFRG (red solid line), the pretrained
model (magenta dashed line), exact calculation (black dashed
line), perturbative expansion (green dotted–dashed line), and
large-N expansion (blue dotted line) are represented.

as the N = 100 lines corresponding to the N directions
in the φ-space. This includes all the α = 1, . . . ,100
cases of γ(l, φeα) and σα(l, φeα), where eα denotes the
unit vector in the φα direction. The PINN-LFRG re-
sults for different α closely match, with differences being
imperceptible in γ(lend, φeα) and σα(l,0)/m2. Even in
σα(lend, φeα), all the results from our approach are as
close to the exact result as those of the large-N expan-
sion, which is expected to be accurate for N = 100. These
findings indicate that the NN automatically captures the
O(N) symmetry, enabling a simultaneously accurate so-
lution for a domain of the high-dimensional configuration
space.

Table I summarizes the relative errors of γ(lend,0) and
σ(lend,0) compared to the exact values for all values of
N and g̃. In the case of PINN-LFRG for N > 1, we de-
termine σ(lend,0) by averaging σα(lend,0) with respect
to α = 1, . . . ,N , and we derive the standard deviation.
To show the tendency, we plot the absolute values of the
relative errors of γ(lend,0) compared to the exact values
as a function of N in Fig. 4; almost the same tendency
is seen for σ(lend,0). For all N and g̃ values, the errors
of PINN-LFRG are within 3% for γ(lend,0) and 1% for
σ(lend,0) even if the standard deviations are taken into
account. Particularly, PINN-LFRG is accurate even for
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TABLE I. Relative errors of γ = γ(lend,0) and σ = σ(lend,0) compared to the exact values in percentage. The results of the
perturbation, large-N expansion, and PINN-LFRG are displayed. For PINN-LFRG, we present the ambiguity of the relative
error of σ estimated from the standard derivation (denoted by ∆σ). The minus sign indicates underestimation. The best values
in each column are highlighted with bold font.

N 1 10 100
g̃ 0.1 1 10 0.1 1 10 0.1 1 10

Perturb. (%)
γ 6.2 47 275 2.1 19 129 1.7 15 110
σ 7.6 51 228 2.3 19 109 1.7 15 92

Large-N (%)
γ -65 -57 -40 -16 -14 -8.4 -1.9 -1.6 -0.95
σ -65 -56 -42 -16 -13 -8.2 -1.9 -1.5 -0.89

PINN-LFRG (%)
γ -2.0 -2.2 -2.8 -1.9 -2.1 -2.3 -1.9 -2.0 -2.3
σ -0.17 0.12 0.76 0.16 0.46 0.42 -0.011 0.44 0.50
∆σ 0 0 0 0.27 0.18 0.24 0.38 0.29 0.26

(a)

0

2

4

γ
(l
,0

)

PINN-LFRG

Exact

Perturbation

Large-N

0 1 2 3 4 5

l

0.0

0.1

σ
α

(l
,0

)/
m

2 α = 1, . . . , 100 (PINN-LFRG)

(b)

3.75
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4.25

γ
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e
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d
,ϕ

e
α

)

α = 1, . . . , 100 (PINN-LFRG)

−1.00 −0.75 −0.50 −0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

mϕ

0.14

0.16

σ
α

(l
e
n
d
,ϕ

e
α

)/
m

2

α = 1, . . . , 100 (PINN-LFRG)

FIG. 3. γ(l, φeα) and σα(l, φeα) in the case of N = 100 and
g̃ = 1. (a) l-dependence at φ = 0 and (b) φ-dependence at
l = lend. The outcomes of PINN-LFRG are presented as the
N = 100 lines, except for γ(l,0), where each line corresponds
to a different choice of α.

the non-perturbative and small-N regions, where both
the perturbative and large-N expansions break down.
This suggests that the NN is a promising tool for pro-
viding accurate approximation independently of the ex-
istence of a small parameter.

IV. CONCLUSION

This study introduces PINN-LFRG as a novel frame-
work for solving the Wetterich equation on a finite lat-
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PINN-LFRG (g̃ = 1)

PINN-LFRG (g̃ = 10)

Perturbation (g̃ = 0.1)
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Large-N (g̃ = 1)

Large-N (g̃ = 10)

FIG. 4. Absolute values of the relative errors of γ = γ(lend,0)
compared to the exact values as a function of N . All the
cases of PINN-LFRG, perturbation, and large-N expansion
with g̃ = 0.1,1,10 are depicted.

tice. The approach demonstrates the ability to simulta-
neously derive an effective action for various field config-
urations. The proposed procedure involves representing
the effective action through an NN and optimizing it.
The demonstration in the zero-dimensional O(N) model
indicates the feasibility of calculations involving a sub-
stantial number of degrees of freedom, around 102 or
more, with NNs effectively approximating the effective
action without the reliance on a small parameter.

Our analysis can be readily extended to models incor-
porating temporal and spatial degrees of freedom. An
intriguing avenue for further exploration is the investi-
gation of inhomogeneous states in scalar models, such
as solitons, within our framework, building upon exist-
ing work on this topic [37–39]. Extending the approach
to fermionic systems poses a substantial challenge since
there is currently no efficient method for constructing
NNs for Grassmann variables. However, one could ap-
ply our approach to fermionic systems by introducing
bosonic auxiliary fields, for example. An exciting appli-
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cation in this direction is the adaptation of our method
to density functional theory [40–42], a standard tool for
analyzing many-body systems. This has been extended
to apply to lattice models, such as the Hubbard model
[43]. We anticipate that our approach holds promise for
the FRG-based formalism of density functional theory, a
framework that has seen recent developments [44–56].
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Appendix A: Comparison of complexity

As delineated in the main text, the PINN-LFRG approach is anticipated to offer advantages for analyzing complex
structures, such as inhomogeneous states, when compared to conventional methods, including the vertex expansion.
We discuss this advantage from the perspective of computational complexity. In the context of the lattice setup
described in the main text, we concentrate on the scaling relative to NDOF.

The derivative expansion is ineffective for systems with large field gradients, which may be described by the
vertex expansion, albeit at a significantly greater computational cost than in homogeneous cases. The computational
complexity for the ith-order vertex expansion scales as O(N i+2

DOF) or O(N i+3
DOF), derived as follows: The ith-order

vertex expansion around an inhomogeneous field profile φ = φinhom produces the flow equations for

Γ
(j)
k;n1,...,nj

= ∂jΓk(φinhom)
∂φn1⋯∂φnj

(j = 0, . . . , i), (A1)

where n1, . . . , nj are site indices. For simplicity, we have omitted the internal degrees of freedom introduced in the

main text. The computational bottleneck is the calculation of Γ
(i)
k;n1,...,ni

, governed by the following flow equation:

∂kΓ
(i)
k;n1,...,ni

= 1

2
tr [matrix products of ∂kRk, [Γ(2)k +Rk]−1, and [Γ(j)k;m1,...,mj−2] (j = 3, . . . , i + 2)] , (A2)

where [Γ(j)k;m1,...,mj−2] is an NDOF ×NDOF matrix defined by

[Γ(j)k;m1,...,mj−2]n,n′ = Γ
(j)
k;m1,...,mj−2,n,n′ (A3)

and each ml (l = 1, . . . , j − 2) represents any of n1, n2, . . . , ni. The computational complexity of evaluating the trace
is O(N2

DOF) or O(N3
DOF) depending on the algorithm.2 Since the flow equation is calculated for all combinations of

(n1, . . . , ni), the complexity escalates to O(N i+2
DOF) or O(N i+3

DOF). In contrast, in homogeneous cases, the complexity is

only O(N i
DOF), as the number of independent components of Γ

(i)
k;n1,...,ni

is O(N i−1
DOF) and the trace evaluation requires

merely O(NDOF) due to translational symmetry.
The complexity of the PINN-LFRG model is assessed as either O(N2

DOF) or O(N3
DOF), depending on the specific

algorithm employed. This complexity arises primarily due to the evaluation of the trace in Eq. (10). These findings
indicate that for large values of NDOF, the computational demands of the PINN-LFRG are potentially less than those
of the vertex expansion, even at the second order, where the complexity reaches O(N4

DOF) or O(N5
DOF). For a more

comprehensive comparison, further discussion of the influence of additional factors, such as network size, on the total
numerical effort would be desirable.

2 The complexity scales as O(N3
DOF) for direct evaluation of the

matrix product and can be reduced to O(N2
DOF) using methods

such as the Hutchinson trace estimator [57].
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Appendix B: Exact calculation, perturbative expansion, and large-N expansion in the zero-dimensional O(N)
model

We summarize the numerical procedure for the exact calculation and the results of the perturbative and large-
N expansions for the interaction-induced effective action γ(l,φ) = γ(l, φ) and the RG-induced self-energy σ(l, φ) =
∂2
φγ(l, φ) in the zero-dimensional O(N) model. We use the form of the regulator Rαα′

k = rkδαα′ as in the main text.
The exact results are obtained by directly evaluating the path integral of the partition function:

Zl(J) =∫ dφe−
1
2m

2
l φ

2− g
4! (φ

2)2+J ⋅φ, (B1)

where m2
l = m2 + rk represents the regulated mass squared. Due to the presence of an O(N − 1) symmetry in the

φ-space perpendicular to J , the integral can be simplified as follows:

Zl(J) =ΩN−1 ∫
∞

−∞
dφe−

1
2m

2
l φ

2− g
4!φ

4+JφQN−2,l(φ2), (B2)

QN−2,l(φ2) =∫
∞

0
dxxN−2e−

1
2
(m2

l +
g
6φ

2)x2− g
4!x

4

= 1

2
(6
g
)

N−1
4

Γ(N − 1
2
)U (N − 1

4
,
1

2
,
3

2g
(m2

l +
g

6
φ2)

2

) , (B3)

where we have introduced J = ∥J∥, the surface area of the unit (N − 1)-sphere ΩN = 2πN/2/Γ(N/2), the gamma
function Γ(x), and the Tricomi’s confluent hypergeometric function U(a, b, z). Let J = Jsup,l(φ) be an external field
realizing ⟨φ⟩ = φ, i.e., the solution of

φ = ∂ lnZl

∂J
(Jsup,l(φ)) = ∫

∞
−∞ dxxe−

1
2m

2
l x

2− g
4!x

4+Jsup,l(φ)xQN−2,l(x2)

∫
∞
−∞ dxe−

1
2m

2
l
x2− g

4!x
4+Jsup,l(φ)xQN−2,l(x2)

. (B4)

With this external field, the effective action and the self-energy are given by

Γ(l, φ) =Jsup,k(φ)φ − lnZk(Jsup,k(φ)) −
1

2
rkφ

2, (B5)

Σ(l, φ) =∂2
φΓ(l, φ) −m2 = 1

⟨φ2⟩ − φ2
−m2

l , (B6)

where correlation function ⟨φ2⟩ − φ2 is evaluated by

⟨φ2⟩ − φ2 =∂
2 lnZl

∂J2
(Jsup,l(φ)) = ∫

∞
−∞ dxe−

1
2m

2
l x

2− g
4!x

4+Jsup,lx(x − φ)2QN−2,l(x2)

∫
∞
−∞ dxe−

1
2m

2
l
x2− g

4!x
4+Jsup,lxQN−2,l(x2)

. (B7)

With these Γ(l, φ) and Σ(l, φ), we obtain

γ(l, φ) =Γ(l, φ) − Γ(0, φ) − γfree(l), (B8)

σ(l, φ) =Σ(l, φ) −Σ(0, φ), (B9)

where γfree(l) = (N/2) ln(m2
l /m2

0) is the solution of

∂lγfree(l) =
1

2

N

∑
α=1

∂lrk (
∂2Sfree(φ)
∂φ∂φ

+ rk)
−1

αα

, γfree(0) = 0, (B10)

with Sfree(φ) = m2φ2/2. We numerically solve Eq. (B4) for Jsup,l(φ) by use of scipy.optimize.fsolve in SciPy.
With this Jsup,l(φ), we numerically evaluate Eqs. (B2) and (B7) to obtain γ(l, φ) and σ(l, φ). The integrals in
Eqs. (B2), (B4), and (B7) are evaluated using the Gauss quadrature method implemented as scipy.integrate.quad
in SciPy.

The perturbative and large-N expansion results are obtained from Ref. [34]. By substituting the regulated mass
squared m2

l into these expressions, the results at the scale l for the effective action and self-energy up to the leading
order are given by:

Γ(l, φ) =S(φ) +N 1 + 2N−1

24
g̃l +

1 + 2N−1

12
g̃lm

2
lφ

2 + γfree(l) +O(g̃2l ), (B11)
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Σ(l, φ) =∂2
φS(φ) −m2 + 1 + 2N−1

6
g̃lm

2
l +O(g̃2l ). (B12)

Here, the dimensionless quantity g̃l = Ng/m4
l is employed as the expansion parameter instead of g. The result of the

large-N expansion up to O(1) is expressed as follows:

Γ(l, φ) =S(φ) +N (zl − 1
4
− 1

2
ln zl) +

1

2
ln (2 − zl) +

1

2
(z−1l − 1)m2

lφ
2 + γfree(l) +O(1/N), (B13)

Σ(l, φ) =∂2
φS(φ) −m2 + (z−1l − 1)m2

l +O(1/N), (B14)

with

zl =
2

1 +
√

1 + 2
3
g̃l
. (B15)

With these Γ(l, φ) and Σ(l, φ), we obtain γ(l, φ) and σ(l, φ) from Eqs. (B8) and (B9).

Appendix C: Details about training

We provide some details about the training and information about the convergence of our results. We optimize
our NN to minimize Lθ (Lpre

θ ) in the main text for the training of the Wetterich equation (the pretraining). The
expectations of these equations are approximately evaluated on a finite number of collocation points:

Lθ ≈
1

Ncol

Ncol

∑
n=1

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

⎛
⎝
∂lγ(l(n),φ(n);θ) + ∂lγfree(l(n)) −

1

2
∑
α,α′

∂lR
αα′
k(n) (

∂2S(φ(n))
∂φ∂φ

+ ∂2γ(l(n),φ(n);θ)
∂φ∂φ

+Rk(n))
−1

α′,α

⎞
⎠

2⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
,

(C1)

Lpre
θ ≈ 1

Ncol

Ncol

∑
n=1
[(γ(l(n),φ(n);θ) − γ1pt(l(n),φ(n)))

2
] , (C2)

TABLE II. Computational times for the pretraining and the training of the Wetterich equation (labeled by Wetterich) on an
NVIDIA A100 GPU. The results are consistent for g̃ = 0.1,1,10.

N 1 10 100
Pretraining 4m 4m 6m
Wetterich 6h 7h 11h

0.0 0.5 1.0

Iteration ×106

−3.0

−2.5

−2.0

−1.5

−1.0

−0.5

0.0

0.5

L
θ

(l
og

sc
al

e)

0.0 0.5 1.0

Iteration ×106

3.2

3.4

3.6

3.8

4.0

γ

0.0 0.5 1.0

Iteration ×106

0.11

0.12

0.13

0.14

0.15

σ
/m

2

0.0 0.5 1.0

Iteration ×106

0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

∆
σ
/m

2

FIG. 5. Learning curve and the histories of γ = γ(lend,0), the average σ/m2, and the standard deviation ∆σ/m2 of σα(l,0)/m2

with respect to α in the case of N = 100 and g̃ = 1. The red dots indicate the initial values.
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TABLE III. Relative errors of γ(lend,0) compared to the exact solutions for different numbers of the hidden layers and the
units per layer with N = 1 and g̃ = 1. The minus sign indicates underestimation.

Relative error of γ (%)
Number of units per layer
64 128 256

Number of hidden layers
1 -3.2 -0.23 -3.7
2 -2.2 -2.2 -2.2
3 -2.2 -2.2 -2.2

TABLE IV. Relative errors of σ = σ(lend,0) compared to the exact solutions for different numbers of the hidden layers and the
units per layer with N = 1 and g̃ = 1. The minus sign indicates underestimation.

Relative error of σ (%)
Number of units per layer
64 128 256

Number of hidden layers
1 4.1 -2.1 4.2
2 0.68 0.36 0.62
3 0.16 0.26 0.12

where l(n)(= ln(kUV/k(n))) and φ(n) are randomly sampled following the probability distributions Pφ and Pl. For Pl,
we adopt a uniform distribution within the interval [0, lend]. To sample the neighborhoods of φ = 0, representing the
vacuum expectation value, we define Pφ such that the direction n̂ = φ/∥φ∥ is uniformly sampled. The norm ∥φ∥ is
sampled following a normal distribution N(0,N/m2) without the sign, where the variance N/m2 corresponds to the
order of ⟨φ2⟩. It is noteworthy that the efficiently sampling neighborhoods of φ = 0 for large N is challenging if Pφ

is set to an N -dimensional normal distribution N(0,m−21) or a uniform distribution in an N -dimensional box due
to the curse of dimensionality. Specifically, we choose Ncol = 500 collocation points, which are refreshed each time the
optimization functions are assessed.

For the numerical implementation, we employ Pytorch. The learning rate for the Adam optimizer is initially set to
10−4 and exponentially decays with a factor of 0.99999. The learning rate is fixed at 10−3 in the pretraining phase.
The Xavier initialization [58] is used for this pretraining. It is worth noting that the computational cost of evaluating
the matrix inverse in Lθ is substantial. To facilitate implementation, we directly compute the inversion using the
torch.linalg.inv function in Pytorch. Efficiency enhancement, potentially utilizing alternative algorithms such as
the Hutchinson trace estimator [57], is reserved for future study.

The training process involves 106 iterations for the Wetterich equation and 105 for the pretraining. Table II provides
an overview of the computational time required. With this iteration count, we observe the convergence of Lθ and
physical quantities. As illustrated in Fig. 5, we present a learning curve along with the histories of γ = γ(lend,0)
and the average σ/m2, as well as the standard deviation ∆σ/m2 of σα(l,0)/m2 with respect to α for the case of
N = 100 and g̃ = 1. In the initial iterations, Lθ rapidly decreases, and the physical quantities approach converges
quickly. Subsequently, as the learning rate decays, physical quantities gradually converge. The diminishing ∆σ/m2

over iterations indicates successfully reproducing the O(N) symmetry during training.
Finally, we explore how the NN’s size influences our results. Tables III and IV detail the errors in measuring

γ(lend,0) and σ(lend,0), respectively, each considering different numbers of hidden layers and units per layer, with
settings of N = 1 and g̃ = 1. From these, it’s clear that more hidden layers lead to better accuracy. However, while this
improvement tends to level off for γ(lend,0), the accuracy for σ(lend,0) continues to benefit from additional layers.
This difference might be unique to the architecture we’ve used. We observed similar trends under other settings for
N and g̃.
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