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Abstract

Grokking is the phenomenon where neural networks (NNs) initially fit the training
data and later generalize to the test data during training. In this paper, we empiri-
cally provide a frequency perspective to explain the emergence of this phenomenon
in NNs. The core insight is that the networks initially learn the less salient fre-
quency components present in the test data. We observe this phenomenon across
both synthetic and real datasets, offering a novel viewpoint for elucidating the
grokking phenomenon by characterizing it through the lens of frequency dynamics
during the training process. Our empirical frequency-based analysis sheds new
light on understanding the grokking phenomenon and its underlying mechanisms.

1 Introduction

Neural networks (NNs) exhibit a remarkable phenomenon where they can effectively generalize the
target function despite being over-parameterized (Breiman, 1995; Zhang et al., 2017). Conventionally,
it has been believed that during the initial training process, the test and training losses remain relatively
consistent. However, in recent years, the grokking phenomenon has been observed in Power et al.
(2022), indicating that the training loss decreases significantly faster than the test loss (the test loss
may even increase) initially, and then the test loss decreases rapidly after a certain number of training
steps. Interpreting such training dynamics is crucial for understanding the generalization capabilities
of NNs.

The grokking phenomenon has been empirically observed across a diverse array of problems, includ-
ing algorithmic datasets (Power et al., 2022), MNIST, IMDb movie reviews, QM9 molecules (Liu
et al., 2022), group operations (Chughtai et al., 2023), polynomial regression (Kumar et al., 2024),
sparse parity functions (Barak et al., 2022; Bhattamishra et al., 2023), and XOR cluster data (Xu
et al., 2023).

In this work, we provide an explanation for the grokking phenomenon from a frequency perspective,
which does not need constraints on data dimensionality or explicit regularization in training dynamics.
The key insight is that, in the initial stages of training, NNs learn the less salient frequency components
present in the test data. Grokking arises due to a misalignment between the preferred frequency in the
training dynamics and the dominant frequency in the test data, which is a consequence of insufficient
sampling. We use three examples to illustrate this mechanism.

In the first two examples, we consider one-dimensional synthetic data and high-dimensional parity
function, where the training data contains spurious low-frequency components due to aliasing effects
caused by insufficient sampling. With common (small) initialization, NNs adhere to the frequency
principle (F-Principle) that they often learn data from low to high frequencies. Consequently, during
the initial stage of training, the networks learn the misaligned low-frequency components, resulting in
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an increase in test loss while the training loss decreases. In the third example, we consider the MNIST
dataset trained by NNs with large initialization, where high frequencies are preferred in contrast to
the F-Principle during the training. Since the MNIST dataset is dominated by low frequency, the test
accuracy almost does not increase compared with the fast increase of training accuracy at the initial
training stage.

Our work highlights that the distribution of the training data and the frequency preference in training
dynamics are critical to the grokking phenomenon. The frequency perspective provides a rationale for
the underlying mechanism of how these two factors work together to produce grokking phenomenon.

2 Related Works

Grokking The grokking phenomenon was first proposed by Power et al. (2022) on algorithmic
datasets in Transformers (Vaswani et al., 2017), and Liu et al. (2022) attributed it to an effective theory
of representation learning dynamics. Nanda et al. (2022) and Furuta et al. (2024) interpreted the
grokking phenomenon of algorithmic datasets by investigating the Fourier transform of embedding
matrices and logits. Liu et al. (2022) empirically discovered the grokking phenomenon on datasets
beyond algorithmic ones, under the condition of large initialization scale with WD, which was
theoretically proved by Lyu et al. (2023) for homogeneous NNs. Thilak et al. (2022) utilized cyclic
phase transitions to explain the grokking phenomenon. Varma et al. (2023) explained grokking
through circuit efficiency and discovered two novel phenomena called ungrokking and semi-grokking.
Barak et al. (2022) and Bhattamishra et al. (2023) observed the grokking phenomenon in sparse
parity functions. Merrill et al. (2023) investigated the training dynamics of two-layer neural networks
on sparse parity functions and demonstrated that grokking results from the competition between
dense and sparse subnetworks. Kumar et al. (2024) attributed grokking to the transition in training
dynamics from the lazy regime to the rich regime without WD, while we do not require this transition.
For example, in our first two examples, we only need the F-Principle without regime transition. Xu
et al. (2023) discovered a grokking phenomenon on XOR cluster data and showed that NNs perform
like high-dimensional linear classifiers in the initial training stage when the data dimension is larger
than the number of training samples, a constraint that is not necessary for our examples.

Frequency Principle The implicit frequency bias of NNs that fit the target function from low to
high frequency is named as frequency principle (F-Principle) (Xu et al., 2019, 2020, 2022) or spectral
bias (Rahaman et al., 2019). The key insight of the F-principle is that the decay rate of a loss function
in the frequency domain derives from the regularity of the activation functions (Xu et al., 2020). This
phenomenon gives rise to a series of theoretical works in the Neural Tangent Kernel (Jacot et al.,
2018) (NTK) regime (Luo et al., 2022; Zhang et al., 2019, 2021; Cao et al., 2021; Yang and Salman,
2019; Ronen et al., 2019; Bordelon et al., 2020) and in general settings (Luo et al., 2019). Ma et al.
(2020) suggests that the gradient flow of NNs obeys the F-Principle from a continuous viewpoint.
Also note that if the initialization of network parameters are too large, F-Principle may not hold in
the training dynamics of NNs (Xu et al., 2020, 2022).

3 Preliminaries

3.1 Notations

We denote the dataset as S = {(xi, yi)}ni=1. A NN with trainable parameters θ is denoted as f(x;θ).
In this article, we consider the Mean Square Error (MSE):

ℓ(S) = 1

2n

n∑
i=1

(f(xi;θ)− yi)
2. (1)

3.2 Nonuniform discrete Fourier transform

We apply nonuniform discrete Fourier transform (NUDFT) on the dataset S in a specific direction d
in the following way:
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F [S](k) = 1

n

n∑
i=1

yi exp(−ikxi · d). (2)

where i =
√
−1, frequency k = kd.

4 One-dimensional synthetic data

Dataset The nonuniform training dataset consisting of n points is constructed as follows:

i) 10000 evenly-spaced points in the range [−π, π] are sampled.
ii) From this set, we select 20 points that minimize | sin(x)− sin(6x)| and 10 points that minimize

| sin(3x)− sin(6x)|.
iii) These 30 points are then combined with n− 30 uniformly selected points to form the complete

training dataset.

For the uniform dataset, the training data consists of n evenly-spaced points, sampled from the range
[−π, π]. The test data, on the other hand, comprises 1000 evenly-spaced points, sampled from the
range [−π, π].

Experiment Settings The NN architecture employs a fully-connected structure with four hidden
layers of widths 200-200-200-100. The network is in default initialization in Pytorch. The optimizer
employed is Adam, with a learning rate of 2× 10−6. The target function is sin 6x.

Figure 1: (a) (b) is the train and test loss of n = 65 and n = 1000 nonuniform experiment,
respectively. (c) is the train and test loss of n = 65 uniform experiment. The activation function
is sinx. Each experiment is averaged over 10 trials and the shallow parts represent the standard
deviation.

As illustrated in Fig. 1 (a), when training on a dataset of 65 nonuniform points, a distinct grokking
phenomenon is observed during the initial stages of the training process, followed by a satisfactory
generalization performance in the terminal stage. In contrast, when training on a larger dataset
of 1000 points, as depicted in Fig. 1 (b), the grokking phenomenon is notably absent during the
initial training phase. This observation aligns with the findings reported in Liu et al. (2022), which
suggest that larger dataset sizes do not trigger the grokking phenomenon. Furthermore, as shown in
Fig. 1 (c), we find that when maintaining the data size but uniformly sampling the data, the grokking
phenomenon disappears, indicating that the data distribution influences the manifestation of grokking.

Upon examining the output of the NN, we observe that with the default initialization, the output is
almost zero, as depicted in Fig. 2 (a). During the training process, the output of the NN resembles
sinx, as shown in Fig. 2 (b). When the loss approaches zero, the network finally fits the target
function sin 6x, as illustrated in Fig. 2 (c). In the subsequent subsection, we will explain this process
from the perspective of the frequency domain.

4.1 The frequency spectrum of the synthetic data

We directly utilize Eq. (2) to compute the frequency spectrum of the synthetic data and examine the
frequency domain. We evenly-spaced sample 1000 points in the range [0, 10] as the frequency k. The
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Figure 2: During training with a set of n = 65 non-uniformly sampled data points, the learned
output function evolves across epochs as shown in (a)-(c) for 0, 2000, and 35000 epochs, respectively.
The blue stars represent the exact training data points, the green dots are the network’s outputs on
the training data, and the red curve shows the overall learned output function, drawing on 1000
evenly-spaced data points.

Figure 3: The evolution of the frequency spectrum during training for Fig. 2. The columns from left
to right correspond to epochs 0, 2000, and 35000, respectively. The top row illustrates the frequency
spectra of the target function (orange solid lines) and the network’s output (blue solid lines) on the
training data. The bottom row shows the frequency spectra of the target function (orange solid lines)
and the network’s output (blue solid lines) on the test data. The ordinate represents frequency and the
abscissa represents the amplitude of the corresponding frequency components.

peak with the largest amplitude is the genuine frequency 6. The presence of numerous peaks in the
frequency spectrum can be attributed to the fact that the target function multiplies a window function
over the interval [−π, π], which gives rise to spectral leakage.

A key observation is that insufficient and nonuniform sampling leads to a discrepancy between the
frequency spectra of the training and test datasets, and the training dataset’s spectrum contains a
spurious low-frequency component that is not dominant in the test dataset’s spectrum. In the case of
n = 65 nonuniform data points, the NUDFT of the training data contrasts starkly with the NUDFT
of the true underlying data, as illustrated in Fig. 3 (a) and (d). The training process adheres to the
F-Principle, where the NNs initially fit the low-frequency components, as shown in Fig. 3 (b). At this
time, as depicted in Fig. 3 (e), the low-frequency components of the output on the test dataset deviate
substantially from the exact low-frequency components, inducing an initial ascent in the test loss.
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As the training loss approaches zero, we note that the amplitude of the low-frequency components
on the test dataset decreases, as illustrated in Fig. 3 (f), while it remains unchanged on the training
dataset, as shown in Fig. 3 (c). This phenomenon arises due to two distinct mechanisms for learning
the low-frequency components. Initially, following the F-Principle, the network genuinely learns the
low-frequency components. Subsequently, as the network learns the high-frequency components,
the insufficient sampling induces frequency aliasing onto the low-frequency components, thereby
preserving their amplitude on the training dataset.

When training on data with sufficient or uniform sampling, as demonstrated in Fig. 9 and Fig. 10
in the appendix, the frequency spectrum of the training dataset aligns with that of the test dataset,
thereby mitigating the occurrence of the grokking phenomenon.

Furthermore, this phenomenon is robust across different activation functions, such as ReLU and
tanh, with the results shown in Fig. 11 and Fig. 14 in the appendix. The corresponding frequency
spectra are depicted in Fig. 12, Fig. 13, Fig. 15, and Fig. 16.

5 Parity Function

Parity Function I = {i1, i2, · · · , ik} ⊆ [m] is a randomly sampled index set. (m, I) parity
function fI is defined as:

fI : Ω = {−1, 1}m −→ {−1, 1} (3)

x = {x1, x2, · · · , xm} 7−→
∏
i∈I

xi (4)

The loss function refers to the MSE loss defined in (1), which directly computes the difference
between the labels yi and the outputs of the NNs f(xi;θ). When evaluating the error, we focus on
the discrepancy between yi and sign(f(xi;θ)), effectively treating the problem as a classification
task.

Experiment Settings The experiment targets the (10, [10]) parity function, with a total of 210 =
1024 data points. The data is split into training and test datasets with different proportions. We
employ width-1000 two-layer fully-connected NN with activation function ReLU. The training is
performed using the Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 2× 10−4.

(a) loss (b) train data frequency

Figure 4: (a) Loss for (10, [10]) parity function with different train data proportion respectively.
The blue solid lines are the training dataset, and the orange solid lines are the test dataset. (b) The
frequency spectra of the training set over different proportion ratios. The blue solid lines are the
frequency spectra of the training dataset, and the orange solid line is the frequency spectrum of all
data. The proportion ratios of the training-test dataset are 0.2, 0.5, and 0.8, from shallow to deep.
The ordinate represents frequency and the abscissa represents the amplitude of the corresponding
frequency components. Each experiment is averaged over 10 trials and the shallow parts represent
the standard deviation.

5



The grokking phenomenon is observed in the behavior of the loss across different proportions of
the training and test set splits, as illustrated in Fig. 4 (a). When the training set constitutes a higher
proportion of the data, the decline in test loss tends to occur earlier compared to scenarios where
the training set has a lower proportion. This observation aligns with the findings reported in Barak
et al. (2022); Bhattamishra et al. (2023), corroborating the described phenomenon. In the following
subsection, we provide an explanation for this phenomenon from a frequency perspective.

5.1 The frequency spectrum of parity function

When we directly use Eq. (2) to compute the exact frequency spectrum of parity function on
ξ = (ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξm), we obtain

1

2m

∑
x∈Ω

m∏
j=1

xj exp(−iξ · x) = (−i)m
m∏
j=1

sin ξj . (5)

To mitigate the computation cost, we only compute on ξ = k × 1, where 1 = (1, 1, · · · , 1). And k
ranges from 0 to π

2 .

As illustrated in Fig. 4 (b), in the parity function task, when the sampling is insufficient, applying the
NUDFT to the training dataset introduces spurious low-frequency components. Moreover, the fewer
the sampling points, the more pronounced these low-frequency components become.

To understand the evolution of the frequency domain during the NN’s attempt to solve this problem,
we illustrate with a concrete example with the proportion 0.5. Fig. 5 (a) is the loss for this example
and Fig. 5 (b) is the frequency spectra of the training dataset and all data. Although the test loss does
not approach zero, the test error already goes zero and we regard it as a good generalization as a
classification task, as is illustrated in Fig. 17 (b) in the appendix. During the training process, owing
to the F-Principle that governs NNs, the low-frequency components are prioritized and learned first.
Consequently, the NN initially fits the spurious low-frequency components arising from insufficient
sampling, as is shown in Fig. 5 (c). This results in an initial increase in the test loss, as the low-
frequency components on the training dataset are first overfitted. However, as the NN continues to
learn the high-frequency components and discovers that utilizing high-frequency components enables
a complete fitting of the parity function, we observe a subsequent decline in the low-frequency
components, ultimately converging to the true frequency spectrum, which is depicted in Fig. 5 (d).

Based on these findings, we can explain why a lower proportion of training data leads to a later
decrease in test loss. When the training data proportion is lower, neural networks spend more time
initially fitting the spurious low-frequency components arising from insufficient sampling, before
eventually learning the high-frequency components needed to generalize well to the test data.

6 MNIST with large network initialization

Experiment Settings We adopt similar experiment settings from Liu et al. (2022). The only
difference is that we do not utilize explicit weight decay (WD). α is the scaling factor on the
initial parameters. The training set consists of 1000 points, and the batch size is set to 200. The
NN architecture comprises three fully-connected hidden layers, each with a width of 200 neurons,
employing the ReLU activation function. For large initialization, the Adam optimizer is utilized for
training, with a learning rate of 0.001. For default initialization, the SGD optimizer is employed,
with a learning rate of 0.02.

As illustrated in Fig. 6 (a), a grokking phenomenon is observed, suggesting that the explanation
provided in Liu et al. (2022) may not be applicable in this scenario. And when we use default
initialization, the grokking phenomenon will not appear, as illustrated in Fig. 6 (b).

6.1 The frequency spectrum of MNIST

In this subsection, we explain the mechanism over the frequency domain.

To mitigate the computation cost, we adopt the projection method introduced in Xu et al. (2022).
We first compute the principal direction d of the dataset (including training and test data) S through
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(a) loss (b) Frequency spectrum

(c) epoch 100-200 (d) epoch 300-1000

Figure 5: (a) The train and test loss for a specific experiment with proportion ration 0.5. The ordinate
represents epochs and the abscissa represents the loss. The grey background represents the selected
intervals for (c)(d). (b) The frequency spectrum difference between the training dataset and the
whole dataset. (c)(d) The frequency spectrum of the whole dataset. The orange solid line is the exact
frequency spectrum of the (10, [10]) parity function. The blue solid lines are the frequency spectra
during the training. From shallow to deep corresponds to an increase in epochs, with (c) recording
every 20 epochs, and (d) recording every 100 epochs. The ordinate represents frequency and the
abscissa represents the amplitude of the corresponding frequency components.

Principal Component Analysis (PCA) which is intended to preserve more frequency information.
Then, we apply Eq. (2) to obtain the frequency spectrum of MNIST. The values of k are chosen by
sampling 1000 evenly-spaced points in the interval [0, 2π].

In this setting, due to the large initialization adopted, the frequency principle for NNs no longer
holds (Xu et al., 2022), and the low-frequency components will not converge first. During the initial
stages of training, the amplitude of the NN’s output in the frequency domain substantially exceeds
the amplitude of the image itself after the NUDFT, as shown in Fig. 7 (a) and (d). After a period
of training, the NN fits the frequencies present in the training set, which are primarily caused by
high-frequency aliasing due to undersampling (Fig. 7 (b)), but it cannot fit the full dataset (Fig. 7 (e)).
With further training, the NN learns to fit the true high frequencies, at which point the generalization
performance of the NN improves, increasing the test set accuracy, as shown in Fig. 7 (c) and (f).

However, with default initialization, this phenomenon does not manifest because the NN’s fitting
pattern adheres to the F-Principle, and image classification functions are dominated by low-frequency
components (Xu et al., 2020). As shown in Fig. 8 (a) and (d), the low-frequency spectra of the training
and test sets are well-aligned. Consequently, as the network learns the low-frequency components
from the training data, it simultaneously captures the low-frequency characteristics of the test set,
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(a) large initialization α = 8 (b) default initialization α = 1

Figure 6: Accuracy on MNIST dataset for different initialization during the training process. The
ordinate represents epochs and the abscissa represents the accuracy.

Figure 7: Frequency spectrum evolution during training on the MNIST dataset when α = 8. The
blue solids line represents the frequency spectra of the network’s outputs, while the orange solid lines
depict the frequency spectra of the target data. The top row shows the frequency spectra on the training
set, and the bottom row displays the spectra on the full dataset (train and test combined). The columns
from left to right correspond to epochs 0, 2668, and 99383, respectively. The ordinate represents
frequency and the abscissa represents the amplitude of the corresponding frequency components.

leading to a simultaneous increase in both training and test accuracy (Fig. 8 (b) and (e)). Ultimately,
the network converges to accurately fit the frequency spectra of both the training set and the complete
dataset, as illustrated in Fig. 8 (c) and (f).

7 Conclusion and limitations

In this work, we provided a frequency perspective to elucidate the grokking phenomenon observed
in NNs. Our key insight is that during the initial training phase, networks prioritize learning the
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Figure 8: Frequency spectrum evolution during training on the MNIST dataset when α = 1. The
blue solid lines represents the frequency spectra of the network’s outputs, while the orange solid lines
depict the frequency spectra of the target data. The top row shows the frequency spectra on the training
set, and the bottom row displays the spectra on the full dataset (train and test combined). The columns
from left to right correspond to epochs 0, 1334, and 99383, respectively. The ordinate represents
frequency and the abscissa represents the amplitude of the corresponding frequency components.

salient frequency components present in the training data but not dominant in the test data, due to
nonuniform and insufficient sampling.

With default initialization, NNs adhere to the F-Principle, fitting the low-frequency components first.
Consequently, spurious low frequencies due to insufficient sampling in the training data lead to an
initial increase in test loss, as demonstrated in our analyses on one-dimensional synthetic data and
parity function learning. In contrast, with large initialization, NNs fit all frequency components at a
similar pace, initially capturing spurious frequencies arising from insufficient sampling, as is shown
in the MNIST examples.

This coarse-to-fine processing bears resemblance to the grokking phenomenon observed on XOR
cluster data in Xu et al. (2023), where high-dimensional linear classifiers were found to first fit the
training data.

However, we only demonstrate this mechanism empirically, leaving a comprehensive theoretical
understanding of frequency dynamics during training for future work. Additionally, our mechanism
may not apply to the grokking phenomenon observed in language-based data (like the algorithmic
datasets).
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A Hardware for the experiments

All experiments were conducted on a computer equipped with an Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 5218 CPU
@ 2.30GHz and an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPU with 24GB of VRAM. Each experiment can
be implemented within several minutes.

B One-dimensional synthetic data experiments

Fig. 9 shows the frequency spectrum of n = 1000 nonuniform experiment and Fig. 10 shows the
frequency spectrum of n = 65 uniform experiment with the activation function sinx.

ReLU activation The data is generated as in the experiment in the main text with activation
function ReLU. The NN architecture employs a fully-connected structure with four layers of widths
200-200-200-100. The network is in default initialization in Pytorch. The optimizer employed is
Adam, with a learning rate of 2× 10−5.

Tanh activation The data is generated as in the experiment in the main text with activation function
Tanh. The NN architecture employs a fully-connected structure with four layers of widths 200-200-
200-100. The network is in default initialization in Pytorch. The optimizer employed is Adam, with a
learning rate of 2× 10−5.

Fig. 11 is the loss for n = 65 and n = 1000 nonuniform experiments when the activation function
is ReLU. Fig.12 is the frequency spectrum of n = 65 nonuniform experiment, and Fig.13 is the
frequency spectrum of n = 1000 nonuniform experiment.

Fig. 14 is the loss for n = 65 and n = 1000 nonuniform experiments when the activation function
is Tanh. Fig.15 is the frequency spectrum of n = 65 nonuniform experiment, and Fig.16 is the
frequency spectrum of n = 1000 nonuniform experiment.

We show that the mechanism of grokking in the frequency domain is the same varying in different
activations.

Figure 9: The frequency spectrum of target and output in different epoch during n = 1000 nonuniform
experiment. The columns from left to right correspond to epochs 0, 2000, and 35000, respectively.
In the first row, the orange solid line and the blue solid line is about the training target and training
output respectively. In the second row, the orange solid line and the blue solid line is about the test
target and test output respectively.
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Figure 10: The frequency spectrum of target and output in different epoch during n = 65 uniform
experiment. The columns from left to right correspond to epochs 0, 2000, and 35000, respectively.
In the first row, the orange solid line and the blue solid line is about the training target and training
output respectively. In the second row, the orange solid line and the blue solid line is about the test
target and test output respectively.

(a) 65 (b) 1000

Figure 11: (a) (b) is the train and test loss of n = 65 and n = 1000 nonuniform experiment,
respectively. The activation function is ReLU.
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Figure 12: The frequency spectrum during training of Fig. 11 (a). The columns from left to right
correspond to epochs 0, 1000, and 19900, respectively. The first row illustrates the frequency
spectrum of the target function (orange solid line) and the network’s output (blue solid line) on the
training data. The second row shows the frequency spectrum of the target function (orange solid line)
and the network’s output (blue solid line) on the test data.

Figure 13: The frequency spectrum during training of Fig. 11 (b). The columns from left to right
correspond to epochs 0, 1000, and 19900, respectively. The first row illustrates the frequency
spectrum of the target function (orange solid line) and the network’s output (blue solid line) on the
training data. The second row shows the frequency spectrum of the target function (orange solid line)
and the network’s output (blue solid line) on the test data.
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(a) 65 (b) 1000

Figure 14: (a) (b) is the train and test loss of n = 65 and n = 1000 nonuniform experiment,
respectively. The activation function is Tanhx.

Figure 15: The frequency spectrum during training of Fig. 14 (a). The columns from left to right
correspond to epochs 0, 1000, and 18000, respectively. The first row illustrates the frequency
spectrum of the target function (orange solid line) and the network’s output (blue solid line) on the
training data. The second row shows the frequency spectrum of the target function (orange solid line)
and the network’s output (blue solid line) on the test data.
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Figure 16: The frequency spectrum during training of Fig. 14 (b). The columns from left to right
correspond to epochs 0, 1000, and 18000, respectively. The first row illustrates the frequency
spectrum of the target function (orange solid line) and the network’s output (blue solid line) on the
training data. The second row shows the frequency spectrum of the target function (orange solid line)
and the network’s output (blue solid line) on the test data.
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C Errors in the parity function task

The error function computes the difference between the label yi and sign(f(xi;θ)) under MSE loss,
indicating whether the neural networks have learned the parity function problem.

(a) Error for Fig. 4 (a) (b) Error for Fig. 5 (a)

Figure 17: The error for the experiments

17


	Introduction
	Related Works
	Preliminaries
	Notations
	Nonuniform discrete Fourier transform

	One-dimensional synthetic data
	The frequency spectrum of the synthetic data

	Parity Function
	The frequency spectrum of parity function

	MNIST with large network initialization
	The frequency spectrum of MNIST

	Conclusion and limitations
	Hardware for the experiments
	One-dimensional synthetic data experiments
	Errors in the parity function task

