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Gradient-based meta-learning algorithms have gained popularity for their ability to train models
on new tasks using limited data. Empirical observations indicate that such algorithms are able to
learn a shared representation across tasks, which is regarded as a key factor in their success. How-
ever, the in-depth theoretical understanding of the learning dynamics and the origin of the shared
representation remains underdeveloped. In this work, we investigate the meta-learning dynamics of
the non-linear two-layer neural networks trained on streaming tasks in the teach-student scenario.
Through the lens of statistical physics analysis, we characterize the macroscopic behavior of the
meta-training processes, the formation of the shared representation, and the generalization ability
of the model on new tasks. The analysis also points to the importance of the choice of certain
hyper-parameters of the learning algorithms.

I. INTRODUCTION

Supervised learning has long been the dominant
paradigm in machine learning and artificial intelligence,
yielding substantial achievements across various fields [1].
The primary objective of supervised learning is to obtain
a function mapping tailored to a specific task by training
the machines on a set of input-output examples. How-
ever, one major limitation of this paradigm is that the
trained machine is adapted to the specific task consid-
ered, and is typically not suited for other tasks, even
though they may share some common properties with
the existing task. In extreme scenarios, it may require
training a new model from scratch for each new task.
This is not desirable if the supervised learning tasks re-
quire a large number of input-output examples, a com-
mon requirement for training large-scale deep neural net-
works [2, 3].

To overcome this drawback, many alternative machine
learning pipelines have been proposed, such as multi-
task learning, transfer learning, self-supervised learning,
meta-learning, and so on [4–13]. A common strategy in
the recent deep learning practice is to learn a useful rep-
resentation of the data, which will become applicable to
many different downstream tasks [6–8]. Alternatively,
meta-learning typically aims at learning to how learn the
algorithms for new tasks. Among various meta-learning
approaches, the gradient-based meta-learning algorithms
have received a lot of attention [11, 12]. A notable ex-
ample is the Model-Agnostic Meta-Learning (MAML)
algorithm [12]. It aims to learn a good initialization
of the model parameters such that the model can be
quickly adapted to new tasks starting from this set of
initial model parameters; these initial model parameters
are then meta-trained on many different tasks. As such,
it involves two nested levels of optimization processes,
both of which are implemented by gradient descent algo-
rithms in MAML. Subsequent empirical work speculated
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that the success of MAML is also achieved by learning a
shared representation across tasks and further proposed
methods to simplify MAML [14].

However, the nested optimization processes make it
challenging to develop theoretical analyses for meta-
learning algorithms like MAML. To facilitate the analy-
sis, researchers often utilize simplified architectures, such
as linear models [15, 16]. Notably, recent works investi-
gated the learning dynamics of two-layer linear networks
and proved that they can successfully learn the hidden
representation under the learning dynamics with the pop-
ulation gradients in use [17, 18]. It is unknown whether
similar results can be extended to more realistic settings
of non-linear neural networks and the learning dynam-
ics with finite-sample gradients. In this paper, we aim
to tackle the challenging scenarios with non-linear net-
work by employing tools from statistical physics, which
has a longstanding tradition in the theoretical develop-
ment of artificial neural networks [19–21], and has re-
gained momentum in recent years [22, 23]. These meth-
ods have been recently applied to the multitask learning
scenario [24–28] to study phenomena such as catastrophic
forgetting and the effects of task similarity, as well as to
propose novel learning algorithms; in these studies, the
number of tasks is finite and there are abundant exam-
ples for each task. In this work, we focus on a scenario
that is more typical in meta-learning, where the number
of tasks is large, but the number of examples per task is
much smaller than in single-task settings. We will fur-
ther consider that the tasks arrive in a streaming, online
fashion, which is similar to the usual continual learning
setting. However, meta-learning approaches have greater
emphasis on the ability to adapt to new tasks and require
additional training steps for a new task, which differs
from the usual continual learning setting.

To theoretically investigate the above-mentioned meta-
learning scenario, we assume that the target functions to
be learned for various tasks are generated by a meta-
teacher network, and there exists a common latent rep-
resentation for different tasks. The meta-learner needs to
learn the common representation in order to be able to
adapt to each specific task based on a few examples. By
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exploiting the limit of large input dimension and some
assumptions of the meta-teacher’s parameters, we char-
acterize the learning dynamics of the high dimensional
microscopic systems by the evolution of a few macro-
scopic order parameters, which is much more tractable
and allow us to perform detailed theoretical analysis. The
remaining of the paper is outlined as follows. We in-
troduce the meta-learning problem and algorithm under
consideration in Sec. II, and perform the teacher-student
analysis in Sec. III. We then discuss the results in Sec. IV
and conclude our work in Sec. V.

II. THE PROBLEM AND ALGORITHM OF
META-LEARNING

The primary objective of meta-learning is to create a
framework where a model can learn to adapt to some new
task using a few examples. The model involves a meta-
learner which is trained on different tasks in the meta-
training phase, aiming to develop a meta-level knowledge
that are useful for future tasks.

In the meta-learning problem setup, there are typically
many tasks available, which are denoted as {Tt}t=1,2,...

and assumed to be drawn from a certain distribution
P(T ). Each task Tt comes with its own training and vali-
dation datasets, denoted as DTt

train and DTt

val, respectively.
We focus on supervised learning tasks, so both the train-
ing and validation sets consist of input-output example
pairs. Suppose a specific learner Lt is assigned to solve
task Tt. Its model weights are trained on the training
set DTt

train and evaluated on the validation set DTt

val. If the
learner Lt inherits useful meta-level knowledge about the
task Tt from an experienced meta-learner, it should re-
quire significantly fewer training examples than if it were
learning from scratch. The challenge is how to effectively
obtain such an experienced meta-learner. The Model-
Agnostic Meta-Learning (MAML) algorithm addresses
this by maintaining and adapting the meta-learner which
serves as a valuable initialization (denoted as θ0) for the
model weights θt of the learner Lt. Since the learner Lt

does not start from scratch, but has inherited the good
initialization θ0 from the meta-learner, it may require
only a few steps of gradient-descent update by using the
training set DTt

train in order to solve the task Tt. The pa-
rameters θ0 of the meta-learner are then updated also in
a gradient-descent manner in order to reduce the valida-
tion error of the tasks that have shown up. Note that the
validation error of task Tt is defined on the validation set
DTt

val.
Formally, the learner Lt would like to learn a func-

tion fθt parameterized by θt for solving task Tt. It
does so by starting from the meta-learner’s weights θ0

and performing gradient descent using the training data
DTt

train = {(ξt,µ, σt,µ)}Pµ=1. In MAML, a one-step gradi-
ent descent is applied [12],

θt = θ0 − ηt
[
∇θℓ(θ | DTt

train)
]∣∣

θ=θ0
, (1)

where ℓ(·) is the loss function and ηt is the learning
rate for training task Tt. For regression tasks, the mean
square error (MSE) loss is often used

ℓ(θ | DTt

train) =
1

2P

P∑
µ=1

[
fθ(ξ

t,µ)− σt,µ
]2
, (2)

where fθ(·) is a learner function parameterized by θ.
The quality of θt for solving task Tt can be evaluated

by inspecting the validation loss ℓ(θt | DTt

val) using DTt

val =

{(ξt,ν , σt,ν)}Vν=1. For regression tasks, we can again use
the MSE loss

ℓ(θt | DTt

val) =
1

2V

P∑
ν=1

[
fθt(ξ

t,ν)− σt,ν
]2
. (3)

Note that θt is a function of θ0 according to Eq. (1),
which can be denoted as θt(θ0). The meta-learner would
like to update its parameter θ0 so as to reduce the vali-
dation losses of different tasks

θnext
0 ← θ0 − η0∇θ0

∑
Tt

ℓ
(
θt(θ0) | DTt

val

)
, (4)

where η0 is the learning rate for meta-training. After
many episodes of meta-training using Eq. (4), we hope-
fully obtain a meta-learner which has pooled the knowl-
edge of different tasks into the meta-learner’s parameters
θ0. The applicability of this meta-learner should be eval-
uated on an unseen task T∗ which is assumed be drawn
from P(T ). Its performance can be assessed by the meta-
generalization error ϵmeta

g , defined as

ϵmeta
g =

〈
ℓ
(
θ∗(θ0) | DT∗

test
)〉

T∗∼P(T )
, (5)

θ∗(θ0) := θ0 − η∗
[
∇θℓ(θ | DT∗

train)
]∣∣

θ=θ0
, (6)

where DT∗
test is a test dataset corresponding to the task T∗.

As such, the meta-generalization error ϵmeta
g measures

how good the meta-parameters θ0 are in guiding the pa-
rameters θ∗ for solving a particular task T∗ drawn from
P(T ).

The MAML algorithm outlined above constitutes a
bilevel optimization process, where Eq. (1) and Eq. (4)
are referred to as the inner-loop update and the outer-
loop update, respectively. In practice, the one-step inner-
loop update in Eq. (1) has been generalized for better
performance [29, 30], but the resulting algorithms are
even more convoluted. The bilevel optimization struc-
ture in the original MAML setting has already involved
second-order derivatives (e.g., in the outer-loop update),
which presents challenges to computations in high dimen-
sions. Approximations using only the first-order deriva-
tives have been propose to reduce computations [31].
Another study observed that when using deep neural
networks for solving computer vision tasks, the meta-
learner tends to reuse the features for solving a new
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task, i.e., without much further tuning the representa-
tion [14]. Based on this empirical observation, the au-
thors proposed the Almost-No-Inner-Loop (ANIL) algo-
rithm, where only the parameters of the last layer of
the neural networks are updated in the inner-loop op-
timization. In light of these earlier works, we focus on
the First-Order ANIL (FO-ANIL) algorithm for simpli-
fication, where the algorithmic implementations will be
described below.

III. TEACHER-STUDENT ANALYSIS

In this work, we extend the traditional teacher-student
framework for supervised learning to the context of meta-
learning. In the study of supervised learning, the core
idea of the teacher-student analysis involves designing
non-trivial teacher functions as the ground truths. The
teacher functions generate input-output examples which
are then presented to the student models for learning.
It should be noted that the student models do not have
access to the internal details of the teacher models, but
only to the examples provided by them. In certain cases,
the generalization ability of the student model can be ex-
pressed analytically through macroscopic order parame-
ters that link the weights of the teacher and student mod-
els. This analytical approach enables us to conduct de-
tailed theoretical examinations and gain deeper insights
into the learning process [20, 21, 23].

A. The Meta-Teacher and Task-specific Teachers

To address meta-learning across various tasks, we
present a meta-teacher model designed to generate mul-
tiple specific teachers tailored to different tasks. These
specific teachers share similar representations with the
meta-teacher but differ from one another based on the su-
pervised learning tasks built on top of the representation.
Specifically, both the meta-teacher and the specific teach-
ers are two-layer neural networks, having N input units,
M hidden units and one output unit. The meta-teacher
has input-to-hidden weights B ∈ RM×N and hidden-to-
output weights u0 ∈ RM . For the task-specific teachers,
we will firstly assume that their input-to-hidden weights
are the same and copied from the meta-teacher, having
values B. We will relax this constraint in a later sec-
tion. Conversely, the hidden-to-output weights ut ∈ RM

are specific to the t-th task, assumed to be drawn from
a multivariate Gaussian distribution ut ∼ N (0, IM ). In
this way, the weights {ut} are completely independent
among different tasks. A less challenging scenario for the
meta-learner is to create some level of similarity among
different {ut}, but we will primarily focus on the regime
of uncorrelated {ut} to simplify the picture. The teacher-
task generation process is illustrated in Fig 1(a). In the
notation of Sec. II, task Tt is fixed by the parameters
{B,ut} of the t-th teacher network.

Meta-teacher (B, u0)

Specific teacher 1 (B, u1)

Specific teacher 2 (B, u2)

Specific teacher 3 (B, u3)

Task T1

Task T2

Task T3

Meta training (outer optimization)

Training a specific task
(inner optimization)

Task T1 Task T2 Task T3

Task Tnew

Trained student (J, wnew)Meta-learner (J, w0)

(a)

(b)

Figure 1. The framework of the teacher-student analysis for
meta-learning under consideration. All models are two-layer
neural networks. (a) The meta-teacher generates different
task-specific teachers, which share the same input-to-hidden
weights with the meta-teacher (denoted as B) but have differ-
ent hidden-to-output weights (denoted as ut). (b) The meta-
training and testing processes. The meta-learner is meta-
trained on different tasks by using the FO-ANIL algorithm.
Each specific learner inherits the input-to-hidden weights
J from the meta-learner, but maintains its own hidden-to-
output weights (denoted as wt) which are task specific. The
meta-testing is evaluated by its ability to guide a new learner
to solve an unseen task Tnew (through an inner-loop optimiza-
tion).

The training dataset for the t-th task can be prepared
by separately feeding P inputs {ξt,µ}Pµ=1 to the t-th spe-
cific teacher network and collecting the outputs

σt,µ =
1√
M

M∑
m=1

ut
m g

(
B⊤

m · ξt,µ
)
, µ = 1, 2, . . . , P, (7)

where Bm ∈ R1×N is the m-th row of the matrix B (or
the weight vector of the m-th hidden unit), and g(·) is
the activation function. The factor 1/

√
M in Eq. (7)

was introduced to ensure that the outputs remain of the
same order of magnitude across networks with different
hidden layer widths. The validation or test dataset can
be obtained similarly. We primarily consider the er-
ror activation function g(x) = erf(x/

√
2) for analytical

tractability, and take the high dimension limit of the in-
put N → ∞. Moreover, we concern about only a finite
number of hidden units in all the teacher networks (i.e.,
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M ∼ O(1)). Another interesting case involves networks
of infinite width with M →∞ (as in [32, 33]), but analyz-
ing the learning dynamics in such cases requires different
assumptions and theoretical tools [34–36], which are be-
yond the scope of this study.

For all tasks, the inputs are drawn independently and
identically from a spherical Gaussian distribution, i.e.,
ξ ∼ N (0, IN ). While it is possible to extend the uncor-
related Gaussian input distribution to a structured input
distribution (as in [37]), doing so would require addi-
tional techniques, which are also better suited for future
studies.

B. The Meta-learner and Task-specific Students

The meta-learner and the student networks for specific
tasks are also assumed to be two-layer neural networks,
having N input units, K hidden units and one output
unit. We also consider that K is finite (i.e., K ∼ O(1)),
which is not necessary the same as M . The meta-learner
has input-to-hidden weights J ∈ RK×N and hidden-to-
output weights w0 ∈ R1×K . For the t-th task, the stu-
dent network copies the input-to-hidden weights J from
the meta-learner, saving the effort to learn the repre-
sentation mapping; but it maintains its own hidden-to-
output weights wt ∈ R1×K . Such a set-up is in alignment
with the ANIL algorithm, where the representation map-
ping is not fine-tuned when the t-student is adapted to
solve the t-task.

Feeding the inputs {ξt,µ}Pµ=1 to the t-th student net-
work gives rise to its output predictions

σ̃t,µ =
1√
K

K∑
k=1

wt
k g

(
J⊤

k · ξt,µ
)
, µ = 1, 2, . . . , P. (8)

The objective of the t-th student is to adapt the weights
wt such that the above outputs {σ̃t,µ}Pµ=1 get close to
the labels {σt,µ}Pµ=1 given in Eq. (7) in order to solve the
task Tt.

C. Meta-training and Meta-testing

Referring to the notations in Sec. II, we identify that
the model parameters of the t-th student are θt =
{J,wt}. In the MAML algorithm, both J and w0 are
adapted in the inner-loop optimization when solving the
specific task Tt. On the other hand, in the ANIL al-
gorithm, the input-to-hidden weights J which maps the
inputs to the latent representations are fixed in the inner-
loop optimization, as we have exploited in Sec. III B for
the set-up of teacher-student analysis. Furthermore, the
FO-ANIL algorithm neglects any possible second deriva-
tives in the vanilla ANIL algorithm to simplify the com-
putations.

We consider the case that the tasks {T1, T2, . . . , Tt, . . . }
drawn from the distribution P(T ) arrive in a streaming,

online fashion where t can be viewed as a time index.
Each task comes with its own training and validating
data sets, generated by the meta-teacher framework de-
scribed above using independent inputs ξt,µ. For the
task Tt, the t-th student network receives a small train-
ing set DTt

train = {(ξt,µ, σt,µ)}Pµ=1. The training loss for
the inner-loop optimization is defined as

ℓ(w | J, DTt

train) (9)

=
1

2P

P∑
µ=1

[
1√
K

K∑
k=1

wk g
(
J⊤

k · ξt,µ
)
− σt,µ

]2
,

where the pre-factor 1
2 is introduced for notational con-

venience. The FO-ANIL algorithm dictates that the t-
th student network slightly adapts the hidden-to-output
weights by lowering this training loss starting from the
parameters of the meta-learner

wt = w0 − ηw∇w

[
ℓ(w | J, DTt

train)
]∣∣

w=w0 , (10)

where ηw is the learning rate for updating the parameters
wt.

We further consider the special case with w0 = 0, such
that wt are mostly driven by the data DTt

train rather than
the “prior” knowledge of w0 from the meta-learner. In
Eq. (10), we also fix the input-to-hidden weights J to be
their most updated values Jt−1, which gives rise to

wt
k =

ηw
P

P∑
µ=1

σt,µ g
(
(J t−1

k )⊤ · ξt,µ
)

√
K

. (11)

In this special case, the meta-learner has no need to
maintain the parameters w0, and the meta-training re-
sorts to learning a better representation mapping J. To
achieve this, we firstly define the validation loss for the
outer optimization using the validation dataset DTt

val =

{(ξt,ν , σt,ν)}Vν=1

ℓ(J | DTt

val) (12)

=
1

2V

V∑
ν=1

[
1√
K

K∑
k=1

wt
k g

(
J⊤

k · ξt,ν
)
− σt,ν

]2
.

The input-to-hidden layer weights J are then updated in
order to reduce the validation loss as

J t
k = J t−1

k − ηJ
N

[
∇Jk

ℓ(J | DTt

val)
]∣∣

Jk=Jt−1
k

, (13)

where ηJ is the scaled learning rate for updating the pa-
rameters Jk. As such, the meta-representation mapping
J is continuously evolving as tasks arrive.

Suppose that at a certain time, the meta-learner ob-
tains a meta-representation mapping J, where we would
like to evaluate its performance. This can be done
by firstly considering a new task Tnew drawn from
P(T ), which comes with a small training set DTnew

train =
{(ξnew,µ, σnew,µ)}Pµ=1 generated by the new task’s teacher
network. A new student network Lnew will be assigned
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for this task; it will adapt its hidden-to-output weights
according to Eq. (11), yielding wnew. The performance
of this new student is measured by the generalization
error when predicting on an unseen test data point
(ξnew,0, σnew,0), average over the input distribution of
ξnew,0

ϵnew
g (wnew,J | DTnew

train) (14)

=

〈
1

2

[
1√
K

K∑
k=1

wnew
k g

(
J⊤

k · ξnew,0
)
− σnew,0

]2〉
ξnew,0

.

The performance of the meta-learner can then be eval-
uated by the meta-generalization error, which averages
over all possible choices of DTnew

train and Tnew

ϵmeta
g =

〈〈
ϵnew
g (wnew,J | DTnew

train)
〉
DTnew

train

〉
Tnew∼P(T )

. (15)

D. Macroscopic Order Parameters

As described above, we have considered the online
arrival of task Tt and the independence among all in-
put examples ξt,µ within and across tasks. The advan-
tage for these considerations is that the meta-learner’s
weights Jt−1 up to time t − 1 have no statistical depen-
dence on the input examples {ξt,µ} arrived at time t;
it makes the analysis significantly easier, which has been
exploited in the traditional single-task online learning dy-
namics [20, 21, 38, 39].

We denote the pre-activation of k-th hidden unit in the
meta-learner’s network as xt,µ

k = J⊤
k · ξt,µ, and the pre-

activation of the m-th hidden unit in the meta-teacher’s
network as yt,µk = B⊤

k · ξt,µ. Recall that the elements
of ξt,µ are independent Gaussian random variables with
zero mean and unit variance. In the limit where the in-
put dimension is large, i.e., N → ∞, the central limit
theorem dictates that the meta-learner’s and the meta-
teacher’s pre-activations follow a joint Gaussian distri-
bution, where the means are ⟨xt,µ

k ⟩ = ⟨yt,µm ⟩ = 0 and the
covariance matrix is specified by

Qkl := ⟨xt,µ
k xt,µ

l ⟩ = J⊤
k · J l, (16)

Tmn := ⟨yt,µm yt,µn ⟩ = B⊤
m ·Bn, (17)

Rkm := ⟨xt,µ
k yt,µm ⟩ = J⊤

k ·Bm. (18)

More explicitly, the local fields (xt,µ,yt,µ) ∈ RK+M

obeys the following Gaussian distribution

P(xt,µ,yt,µ) =
exp{− 1

2 (x
t,µ,yt,µ)⊤C−1(xt,µ,yt,µ)}√

(2π)K+M |C|
,

(19)

C :=

[
Q R
R⊤ T

]
, (20)

where the randomness comes from the specific input ξt,µ.

We recall that the label σt,µ is generated by the t-th
teacher network in Eq. (7), so the updated hidden-to-
output weights wt

k of the t-th student network admit the
following expression

wt
k(u

t) =
ηw
P

P∑
µ=1

M∑
m=1

ut
mg(yt,µm )g(xt,µ

k )√
MK

, (21)

where the randomness comes from the training inputs
{ξt,µ}Pµ=1 and the task vector ut for task Tt.

Similarly, the updated input-to-hidden weights J for
the meta-learner in Eq. (13) can be expressed as

J t
k = J t−1

k +
ηJ
NV

V∑
ν=1

ht,ν
k√
K

ξt,ν , (22)

ht,ν
k :=

[ M∑
m=1

ut
mg(yt,νm )√

M
−

K∑
i=1

wt
ig(x

t,ν
i )√

K

]
× wt

kg
′(xt,ν

k ). (23)

where the randomness of the pre-activation {xt,ν
k , yt,νm }

comes from the validation inputs {ξt,ν}Vν=1.
Since we produce the training inputs {ξt,µ}Pµ=1 and the

validation inputs {ξt,ν}Vν=1 independently, the local fields
(xt,µ,yt,µ) in Eq. (21) and the local fields (xt,ν ,yt,ν) in
Eq. (23) are independent random vectors with the same
covariance structure C, and their disordered averages can
be performed separately.

The evolution of the representation mapping in
Eq. (22) involves high-dimensional microscopic dynam-
ical variables J t

k. It can be projected onto the low di-
mensional space of order parameters by multiplying both
sides of Eq. (22) with Bt

n and J t
l , leading to the evolution

of two set of order parameters

Rt
kn −Rt−1

kn =
ηJ
NV

V∑
ν=1

ht,ν
k yt,νn√
K

, (24)

Qt
kl −Qt−1

kl =
ηJ
NV

V∑
ν=1

(
ht,ν
k xt,ν

l√
K

+
ht,ν
l xt,ν

k√
K

)

+
η2J

NV 2

V∑
ν=1

ht,ν
k ht,ν

l

K
, (25)

where we have made use of the fact that (ξt,ν)⊤ · ξt,ν′
=

Nδν,ν′ almost surely in the limit N →∞.1
Traditional statistical mechanics analysis of online

learning arrives at a similar set of dynamical equations of
order parameters, and proceeds to examine their deter-
ministic evolution assuming the self-averaging property
of the order parameters. For our meta-learning problem,
it is a bit more tricky to do that, as the right hand sides of

1 Here, δν,ν′ stands for the Kronecker delta function.
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the Eqs. (24) and ( 25) have three sources of randomness,
(i) from the local fields (xt,µ,yt,µ) through the stochastic
inputs {ξt,µ}, (ii) from the local fields (xt,ν ,yt,ν) through
the stochastic inputs {ξt,ν}, (iii) from the choice of the
t-th teacher’s task vector ut. In Appendix B, we provide
a heuristic argument to show that when P and V are
large, the dynamics of the order parameters {Rkn, Qkl}
admit the self-averaging property, i.e., a realization of
their random trajectory stays close to their average val-
ues. Nevertheless, the values of P and V can still be
significantly smaller than those required for successful
learning in single-task settings.

In the thermodynamic limit N → ∞, the normalized
task index α = t/N can be interpreted as a continuous
time variable, leading to the average dynamics of the
order parameters

dRkn

dα
=

ηJ

V
√
K

V∑
ν=1

〈
hν
ky

ν
n

〉
, (26)

dQkl

dα
=

ηJ

V
√
K

V∑
ν=1

[〈
hν
kx

ν
l

〉
+
〈
hν
l x

ν
k

〉]
+

η2J
V 2K

〈
hν
kh

ν
l

〉
.

(27)

where ⟨· · · ⟩ denotes the average over all sources of ran-
domness.

E. Disorder Averages

What remains to be done is the disorder averages of
various quantities. As an illustrating example, we con-
sider the computation of ⟨hν

ky
ν
n⟩ in Eq. (26), by invoking

the three types of disordered average〈
hν
ky

ν
n

〉
(28)

=

〈[ M∑
m=1

umg(yνm)√
M

−
K∑
i=1

wig(x
ν
i )√

K

]
wkg

′(xν
k)y

ν
n

〉

=
1√
M

M∑
m=1

〈
um

〈
wk

〉
{ξµ}

〈
g′(xν

k)y
ν
ng(y

ν
m)

〉
{ξν}

〉
u

− 1√
K

K∑
i=1

〈〈
wiwk

〉
{ξµ}

〈
g′(xν

k)y
ν
ng(x

ν
i )
〉
{ξν}

〉
u

.

The average ⟨wk⟩{ξµ} only involves the training inputs
at time α, which can be computed as

〈
wk

〉
{ξµ} =

ηw

P
√
MK

P∑
µ=1

M∑
m=1

um

〈
g(xµ

k)g(y
µ
m)

〉
{ξµ}

=
ηw√
K

1√
M

M∑
m=1

umfkm, (29)

fkm :=
〈
g(xk)g(ym)

〉
(x,y)∼N (0,C)

. (30)

For the error activation function g(x) = erf(x/
√
2)

which we have specified, Eq. (30) only involves a two-
dimensional integration with a Gaussian measure, which

admits a close-form expression as

fkm =
2

π
arcsin

Rkm√
1 +Qkk

√
1 + Tmm

. (31)

For the term ⟨wiwk⟩{ξµ} in Eq. (28), we employ the fol-
lowing approximation to simplify the calculation

⟨wiwk⟩{ξµ} ≈ ⟨wi⟩{ξµ}⟨wk⟩{ξµ}

=
η2w
MK

M∑
m,n=1

unumfinfkm. (32)

where the approximation error is of order O( 1
P ) (see the

Appendix).
The terms like ⟨g′(xν

k)y
ν
ng(y

ν
m)⟩{ξν} in Eq. (28) can also

be evaluated analytically as shown in Ref. [40]. We write
the corresponding result using the short-hand notation
introduced in [40]

I3(k, n,m) =
〈
g′(xν

k)y
ν
ng(y

ν
m)

〉
(xν ,yν)∼N (0,C)

, (33)

I3(k, n, i) =
〈
g′(xν

k)y
ν
ng(x

ν
i )
〉
(xν ,yν)∼N (0,C)

, (34)

where we adhere to the convention that the indices
i, j, k, l enumerate the neurons in the hidden layers of
the student network, and the indices n,m enumerate the
neurons in the hidden layers of the teacher network. Sim-
ilar to fmk, the outcome of the integral I3 is a function
of the order parameters {Qkl, Rkn, Tmn}.

Lastly, since the task vectors are generated by u ∼
N (0, IM ), we have

⟨unum⟩u = δn,m. (35)

Collecting all the above results, we conclude that the
equation of motion of the averaged order parameters Rkn

can be expressed as

dRkn

dα
=

ηJηw
KM

M∑
m=1

fkmI3(k, n,m)

− ηJη
2
w

K2M

K∑
i=1

M∑
m=1

finfkmI3(k, n, i). (36)

As for the evolution of Qkl in Eq. (27), we
need to compute an additional set of averages like
⟨g′(xν

k)g
′(xν

l )g(y
ν
n)g(y

ν
m)⟩{ξν}. It also admits a close-form

solution, denoted as

I4(k, l, n,m)

=
〈
g′(xν

k)g
′(xν

l )g(y
ν
n)g(y

ν
m)

〉
(xν ,yν)∼N (0,C)

, (37)

where the detailed expressions can be found in Ref. [40].
Employing the above results, we eventually conclude that
the equation of motion of the averaged order parameters
Qkl is
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dQkl

dα
=

ηJηw
KM

M∑
n=1

fknI3(k, l, n)−
ηJη

2
w

K2M

K∑
i=1

M∑
n=1

finfknI3(k, l, i)

+
ηJηw
KM

M∑
n=1

fknI3(l, k, n)−
ηJη

2
w

K2M

K∑
i=1

M∑
n=1

finfknI3(l, k, i)

+
η2Jη

2
w

V K2M2

M∑
m,n=1

{
fkmflmI4(k, l, n, n) +

[
fknflm + fkmfln

]
I4(k, l, n,m)

}

− 2η2Jη
3
w

V K3M2

K∑
i=1

M∑
m,n=1

{[
finfkmflm + fimfknflm + fimfkmfln

]
I4(k, l, n, i)

}

+
η2Jη

4
w

V K4M2

K∑
i,j=1

M∑
m,n=1

{[
finfjnfkmflm + finfjmfknflm + finfjmfkmfln

]
I4(k, l, i, j)

}
. (38)

Finally, the meta-generalization error can be computed
as

ϵmeta
g =

1

2M

M∑
n=1

fnn −
ηw
KM

K∑
k=1

M∑
n=1

f2
kn

+
η2w

2K2M

K∑
k,l=1

M∑
n=1

fknflnfkl. (39)

Eqs. (36), (38) and (39) are the major theoretical
results of this work. Solving the ordinary differential
equations Eqs. (36) and (38) with initial conditions for
{Rkn, Qkl} at α = 0, we obtain a macroscopic description
of the learning dynamics through the order parameters.

IV. RESULTS

A. Comparison to Simulation

Before analyzing various learning scenarios, we com-
pare the theory of meta-learning dynamics developed in
Sec. III to numerical experiments, as a sanity check of
the theoretical derivation. For this purpose, we adopt the
same task and data generation processes as in Sec. IIIA
to conduct numerical simulations. The representation
mapping of the meta-teacher network is generated as
Bn ∼ N (0, 1

N IN ). At time α = 0, the representa-
tion mapping of the meta-learner is also initialized as
Jk ∼ N (0, 1

N IN ). Note that Jk(α = 0) and Bn are sta-
tistically independent. The meta-learner is then trained
using the FO-ANIL algorithm on the tasks generated by
the meta-teacher. In this way, the quantities Rkn and Qkl

at the initial time corresponding to the simulation setup
can be computed; they will be set as the initial condi-
tions of the ordinary differential equations Eqs. (36) and
(38), which remain to be solved to obtain the theoretical
predictions.

The other system parameters are set as N = 1000,K =
M = 3, P = V = 100, ηJ = 6, ηw = 4. The results for
numerical simulations and the corresponding theoretical
predictions are shown in Fig. 2. It can be observed that
the theoretical curves of ϵmeta

g and {Rkn} closely matches
the experimental data, which suggests that the theoreti-
cal model effectively captures the underlying phenomena
observed in the experiments. The meta-generalization
error ϵmeta

g decrease as the training process evolves, sug-
gesting that the meta-learner effectively learns the knowl-
edge of the meta-teacher. On the other hand, the devi-
ation of theory and simulation for {Qkl} is a bit more
prominent for the chosen set of system parameters. In
Appendix B, we provide an argument and further numer-
ical results to support that the order parameters {Qkl}
are subject to larger statistical error when V is finite and
ηJ and ηw are large. When P, V are sufficiently large, we
expect that the theory provides an accurate description
of the dynamics of both sets of order parameters {Rkn}
and {Qkl}.

B. Meta-Representation Learning

In this section, we elaborate on the mechanism driving
the meta-generalization ability of the meta-learner which
has already been observed in Fig. 2, by focusing on a case
study with K = M = 3.

A sufficient condition for successful meta-learning is
that the meta-learner’s representation mapping {Jk}
aligns with the meta-teacher’s representation mapping
{Bn}, up to the permutation and reflection symmetries
of the hidden units.2 This can be measured by monitor-
ing the overlaps {Rkn := J⊤

k · Bn} between the meta-

2 By reflection symmetry, we mean that the solution of Jk is allow
to aligned with the opposite direction of Bn for some hidden
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Figure 2. Comparison between theoretical predictions
(marked by “TH”) and simulated experiments (marked by
“Exp”) of the online meta-learning dynamics under considera-
tion. The simulation set-up is outlined in Sec. IV A, with sys-
tem parameters N = 1000,K = M = 3, P = V = 100, ηJ =
6, ηw = 4. The simulations are averaged over 10 independent
runs, each with different realizations of training tasks and
datasets, while maintaining the same initial conditions. The
error bars represent one standard deviation across these 10
trials. (a) The meta-generalization error ϵmeta

g as a function
of the normalized task index α = t/N . Since directly evalu-
ating ϵmeta

g by testing on a large dataset is time-consuming,
we instead prepare a small test dataset at each time step and
compute a moving average of ϵmeta

g over time to smooth out
fluctuations for each trial, with a sliding window ∆α = 0.05.
Panels (b) and (c) depict the dynamic behavior of Q, where
solid lines indicate experimental observations and dashed lines
show theoretical results. Panels (d), (e), and (f) illustrate the
dynamical evolution of R, with solid lines representing exper-
imental data and dashed lines corresponding to theoretical
predictions.

learners’ and meta-teachers’ hidden units, and their co-
sine similarity defined by

ρkn =
J⊤

k ·Bn√
J⊤

k · Jk

√
B⊤

n ·Bn

=
Rkn√
QkkTnn

. (40)

teacher neuron n (suppose that Jk = −Bn); this is because the
chosen activation function g(x) = erf(x/

√
2) is an odd function,

so that setting wt
k = −ut

n enables the t-th learner to learn the
output component contributed by the n-th hidden unit of the
t-th teacher.

The cosine similarity, ρkn, lies within the interval [−1, 1],
where |ρkn| = 1 indicates a perfect parallel alignment
between Jk and Bn.

Suppose that a successful alignment occurs with Rkn ∝
δk,n (i.e., Jk ∝ Bn); then, based on Eqs. (29) and (31),
the k-th hidden-to-output weight of the t-th learner will,
on average, be determined by the n-th hidden-to-output
weight of the t-th teacher (i.e., ⟨wt

k⟩ ∝ ut
n). If the learn-

ing rate ηw is properly set and the order parameters
{Qkk} are accurately learned, the t-th learner could po-
tentially reproduce the exact output of the t-th teacher.
Consequently, we will focus on the similarity between the
representation mappings J and B and examine their re-
lationship with meta-generalization performance.

Inspired by [40], we set the system parameters as K =
M = 3, ηJ = 3, Tmn = mδm,n, and consider the initial
conditions Qkl = 1

2δkl, Rkn = 10−12. The results for
two different choices of ηw are shown in Fig. 3. From
Fig. 3(a), we observe that ϵmeta

g decreases with increasing
α for both cases, indicating the improvement of the meta-
generalization ability of the meta-learner.

For ηw = 3, ϵmeta
g experiences an initial drop and re-

mains on a plateau for the duration of the analysis, up
to α = 500. The initial drop occurs at around α = 180,
at which time R13, R23, and R33 (or ρ13, ρ23, and ρ33)
starts to grow from zero to a similar value as observed in
Fig. 3(b) and (c). This implies that all the meta-learner’s
hidden units align with only one hidden unit (n = 3) of
the meta-teacher network (as illustrated in Fig. 3(d)),
which is a suboptimal solution.

On the other hand, for ηw = 9, ϵmeta
g undergoes three

distinct drops, ultimately decreasing to a value close to
zero. Analyzing the behaviors of Rkn and Fig. 3(e), we
observe that R13, R32, and R21 progressively develop and
eventually converge to distinct non-zero values, while the
remaining order parameters {Rkl} approach zero. A sim-
ilar pattern is seen for the cosine similarities {ρkl} shown
in Fig. 3(f). At around α = 40, the meta-learner gets into
the symmetric suboptimal state where all its hidden units
learn the single hidden unit (n = 3) of the meta-teacher,
indicated by the growth of R13, R23 and R33. But even-
tually, the meta-learner is able to escape this symmetric
state by further differentiating its hidden units. In the
final stage, the hidden units in the meta-learner special-
ized to different hidden units in the meta-teacher net-
work, i.e., J1 ∝ B3,J2 ∝ −B1,J3 ∝ −B2 as illustrated
in Fig. 3(g). Up to the permutation and reflection sym-
metries, the meta-learner’s representation mapping per-
fectly align with that of the meta-teacher. Consequently,
the meta-generalization error can ultimately be reduced
to a value close to zero.

The symmetry breaking and specialization transition
of hidden units are hallmarks of the traditional teacher-
student model for single-task learning, which drives the
generalization ability of the learning machines [40]. Here,
we show that the same phenomena can also occur in the
meta-learning setting, and that they can be achieved un-
der the learning dynamics dictated by the FO-ANIL al-
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gorithm. Moreover, it is shown that the success of meta-
representation learning does correspond to good meta-
generalization ability.

Although the phenomenology here is similar to that of
single-task learning, the fact that the simple FO-ANIL
meta-learning algorithm successfully learns the underly-
ing representation is remarkable, since the substantial
variability in hidden-to-output weights across different
task-specific teachers introduces significant noise, mak-
ing the learning of this representation considerably more
challenging.

C. The Role of Learning Rates

As seen in Sec. IV B, it is crucial to determine the
appropriate learning rate ηw for the effectiveness of meta-
learning. We expect that the choice of ηJ also matters.
Here, we study the effects of learning rates in greater
detail within our theoretical framework.

We set the same system parameters and initial condi-
tions as those in the case study in Sec. IV B, except that
the learning rates ηJ and ηw can vary. The meta-learning
dynamics is evolved up to time α = 500, at which the fi-
nal value of ϵmeta

g is extracted for each choice of learning
rates. The results are shown in Fig. 4. It can be observed
from Fig. 4(a) that for a particular learning rate ηJ , the
final meta-generalization error first decreases rapidly and
then increases gently when ηw increases. There is an op-
timal value of ηw, but increasing it to a relatively large
value does not deteriorate the performance a lot. In
Fig. 4(b), we observe that for a particular learning rate
ηw, the final meta-generalization error decreases and sat-
urates when ηJ increases. The case with ηw = 6 yields
a better generalization performance than the case with
ηw = 3 for various choices of ηJ .

D. Overparameterization

In earlier sections, we examined learning scenarios
where K = M . In practice, however, the meta-learner
typically does not have access to the meta-teacher’s ar-
chitecture and may set K differently from M . It is well
recognized in deep learning practice that overparameter-
ized neural networks (those with more parameters than
necessary) do not necessarily lead to overfitting [41]. On
the contrary, when properly trained, overparameteriza-
tion can enhance system performance [42]. Previous
studies have suggested that overparameterized models,
particularly under gradient-based algorithms, are benefi-
cial for optimization and can provide implicit regulariza-
tion, leading to improved generalization [43–46]. Despite
these insights, a comprehensive understanding of over-
parameterization remains elusive, indicating the need for
case-by-case analysis.

In our teacher-student framework, overparameteriza-
tion can be introduced by setting K > M . For a case
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Figure 3. A case study of meta-representation learning. The
system parameters are K = M = 3, ηJ = 3, Tmn = mδm,n,
and the initial conditions are Qkl =

1
2
δk,l, Rkn = 10−12. (a)

ϵmeta
g v.s. α. (b) Rkn v.s. α for ηw = 3. (c) ρkn v.s. α

for ηw = 3. (d) Pictorial illustration of the outcome of the
meta-representation learning for ηw = 3. (e) Rkn v.s. α for
ηw = 9. (f) ρkn v.s. α for ηw = 9. (g) Pictorial illustration of
the outcome of the meta-representation learning for ηw = 9.

study, we fix the number of hidden units in the meta-
teacher network at M = 3 and increase the number
of hidden units K in the meta-learner. The other sys-
tem parameters and initial conditions are set as Tmn =
mδm,n, Qkl = 1

2δk,l, Rk,n = 10−12. The meta-learning
dynamics is evolved up to time αfinal = 450, and during
the meta-training process, we record the time α̃ at which
ϵmeta
g decreases to 0.01. The results for α̃ under differ-

ent choices of the learning rates ηw and ηJ are shown
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Figure 4. Effect of learning rates for meta-generalization. The
system parameters and initial conditions are the same as those
in Sec. IVB. (a) ϵmeta

g v.s. ηw when fixing ηJ . (b) ϵmeta
g v.s.

ηJ when fixing ηw.

in Fig. 5, with panels from (a) to (g) corresponding to
K = 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, respectively. As the color shifts from
blue to yellow, the number of tasks required to reach
ϵmeta
g = 0.01 gradually increases, with the yellow region

indicating that ϵmeta
g fails to drop to the level 0.01 within

the time window αfinal = 450 considered.
As K increases, both the minimal values of ηw and ηJ

required for the meta-learner to achieve ϵmeta
g = 0.01 be-

fore αfinal = 450 also increase. This can be understood
by referring to Eqs. 26, 27 and 29, which show that both
ηw and ηJ are scaled by the factor 1√

K
. Therefore, larger

values of ηw and ηJ are necessary to maintain a com-
parable pace of the dynamics when K increases. More
interestingly, as K increases, the non-yellow region ex-
pands, indicating that in more overparameterized mod-
els, less stringent choices of the learning rates (particu-
larly ηJ) can be used to achieve a strong level of meta-
generalization for a given number of tasks. This echos
with previous findings that overparameterization facili-
tates optimization.

To investigate the representation learning mechanism
in overparameterized models, we plotted the evolution of
ϵmeta
g and ρ for a case with K = 6, ηJ = 3, ηw = 9 in

Fig. 6. The results indicate that each hidden unit in the
meta-teacher network has been effectively learned by two
hidden units in the meta-learner, a phenomenon which
has been observed in the single-task scenario when train-
ing both layers [47]. This added flexibility in the over-
parameterized meta-learner may provide an optimiza-
tion advantage, allowing it to better capture the meta-
teacher.

E. Variability of Teacher Representation Mapping

In previous sections, we have primarily focused on the
scenario that different task-specific teachers share the
same representation mapping B, derived from the meta-
teacher network. Here, we relax this assumption by al-
lowing task-specific teachers to have different representa-
tion mappings, while maintaining a certain level of sim-
ilarity. To model this scenario, we define the input-to-
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Figure 5. The values of α̃ needed to reach ϵmeta
g = 0.01 under

different choices of the learning rates ηw and ηJ . The yel-
low region indicates that ϵmeta

g fails to drop to the level 0.01
within the time window αfinal = 450 considered. The system
parameters and initial conditions are set as M = 3, Tmn =
mδm,n, Qkl = 1

2
δk,l, Rk,n = 10−12. Panels (a) to (g) corre-

spond to K = 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, respectively.

hidden weights of the t-th teacher network as

Bt = γB+
√
1− γ2∆Bt, (41)

where B is the common input-to-hidden weights of the
meta-teacher shared across all tasks, while ∆Bt is spe-
cific to the t-th task. The parameter γ ∈ [0, 1] con-
trols the variability of the teacher weights across tasks.
We assume that ∆Bt is drawn from a certain distri-
bution p(∆B). When γ is close to one, the contribu-
tion of the component

√
1− γ2∆Bt is small, which al-

lows us to perform a series expansion of the activation
g(Bt⊤

m · ξ) = g(γB⊤
m · ξ +

√
1− γ2∆Bt⊤

m · ξ) around the
value γB⊤

m ·ξ. In this manner, we can derive the dynam-
ical equations for the order parameters using the large
γ approximation. Further details of the derivation are
given in Appendix. C.

Fig. 7(a) illustrates the evolution of ϵmeta
g during the

meta-training process for various values of γ. It demon-
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Figure 6. Meta-learning dynamics of an overparameterized
model with M = 3,K = 6. The other system parameters and
initial conditions are ηJ = 3, ηw = 9, Tmn = mδm,n, Qkl =
1
2
δk,l, Rkn = 10−12. (a) ϵmeta

g v.s. α. (b) ρkn v.s. α. It
can be observed that |ρ21|, |ρ61| converge to one, indicating
that the 2nd and 6th hidden units in the meta-learner have
specialized to the 1st hidden unit in the meta-teacher network.
Similarly, |ρ32|, |ρ52| converge to one, which suggests that the
3rd and 5th hidden units in the meta-learner have specialized
to the 2nd hidden unit in the meta-teacher. Lastly, |ρ13|, |ρ43|
converge to one, which indicates that the 1st and 4th hidden
units in the meta-learner have specialized to the 3rd hidden
unit in the meta-teacher.

strates that even when γ < 1, indicating variability in
the teacher’s representation mapping, the FO-ANIL al-
gorithm is still capable of effectively reducing the meta-
generalization error, though not as optimally as in the
case with γ = 1. Fig. 7(b) depicts the effect of ηw on ϵmeta

g

after a certain time window, which reassures the efficacy
of the meta-learning algorithm for different choices of the
learning rates. Similar to the findings in Sec. IV C, there
is an optimal value of ηw for each case, but increasing it
to a relatively large value does not significantly impair
performance.
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Figure 7. Meta-generalization in the presence of variabil-
ity of teacher representation mapping. The system param-
eters and initial conditions are K = M = 3, ηJ = 6, Tmn =
mδm,n, Qkl =

1
2
δk,l, Rkn = 10−12. (a) ϵmeta

g as a function of α
for ηw = 8. (b) ϵmeta

g at the final time α = 500 as a function
of ηw for ηJ = 6.

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we conducted a detailed theoretical anal-
ysis to gain insights into the dynamics of meta-learning
on two-layer networks under gradient-based algorithms,
with a particular focus on the First-Order Almost No
Inner Loop (FO-ANIL) algorithm.

By developing a teacher-student model tailored to
our learning scenarios and utilizing tools from statis-
tical physics, we were able to simplify the complex,
high-dimensional learning dynamics into an effective low-
dimensional description through macroscopic order pa-
rameters. This approach allowed us to identify the key
factors that influence the learning process. We discovered
that meta-generalization is achieved through effective
meta-representation learning by the meta-learner, driven
by specialization transitions within its hidden units. Be-
fore these transitions occur, the system may remain in a
suboptimal state with high meta-generalization error for
an extended period, where multiple hidden units of the
meta-learner focus on learning from a single hidden unit
of the meta-teacher, while neglecting others. As meta-
training continues, the meta-learner gradually gathers
sufficient signals to escape this symmetric phase, lead-
ing to the specialization of its hidden units to those of
the meta-teacher. These phenomena are similar to the
teacher-student scenario in a single-task setting, but it
is far more remarkable that the teacher’s representation
mapping can be successfully learned under the simple
FO-ANIL algorithm. The large variability in the hidden-
to-output weights in different task-specific teachers intro-
duces significant noise, making the learning of represen-
tation mappings much more challenging.

For a fixed number of tasks (i.e., within a specific time
window of the dynamics), we found that choosing ap-
propriate learning rates (ηw for inner optimization and
ηJ for outer optimization) is essential for improving the
model’s meta-generalization ability; neither rate should
be too small. Additionally, we explored overparameter-
ized meta-learners which have more hidden units than
the meta-teachers, and showed the flexibility they offer
in selecting learning rates. We also demonstrated that
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meta-learning algorithms can handle situations where
the input-to-hidden weights of each task-specific teacher
deviate from those of the meta-teacher. The proposed
framework can also accommodate other learning scenar-
ios, such as the effect of explicit regularization, other
activation functions, and so on, where we briefly dis-
cussed in Appendix D and E. We believe that this work
offers a solid framework and a wealth of examples for
the statistical-mechanical analysis of meta-learning, with
potential for extension to explore other interesting meta-
learning scenarios.
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Appendix A: Approximation of ⟨wiwk⟩{ξµ}

When deriving the dynamical equations of the order parameter Rkn, we have made use of the de-correlation
assumption of ⟨wiwk⟩{ξµ} ≈ ⟨wi⟩{ξµ}⟨wk⟩{ξµ} in the limit of large P . Here, we briefly outline the justification for this
approximation.

We observe that

wiwk =

[
ηw

P
√
MK

P∑
µ′=1

M∑
n=1

ung(x
µ′

i )g(yµ
′

n )

][
ηw

P
√
MK

P∑
µ=1

M∑
m=1

umg(xµ
k)g(y

µ
m)

]
,

=
η2w
MK

M∑
m,n=1

unum

[
1

P 2

P∑
µ,µ′=1

g(xµ′

i )g(yµ
′

n )g(xµ
k)g(y

µ
m)

]
. (A1)

Remind that different example inputs {ξµ} in the same task are drawn independently from a certain distribution.
Therefore, for µ′ ̸= µ, g(xµ′

i )g(yµ
′

n ) and g(xµ
k)g(y

µ
m) can be treated as independent random variables, and their averages

can be performed separately〈
g(xµ′

i )g(yµ
′

n )g(xµ
k)g(y

µ
m)

〉
ξµ′

,ξµ =
〈
g(xµ′
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〉
ξµ′ ×
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k)g(y
µ
m)

〉
ξµ , ∀µ′ ̸= µ. (A2)

For µ′ = µ, in principle, we need to deal with a cumbersome four-dimensional integral for computing〈
g(xµ

i )g(y
µ
n)g(x

µ
k)g(y

µ
m)

〉
ξµ .

Observe that the summation 1
P 2

∑P
µ,µ′=1(· · · ) in Eq. (A1) have P 2 terms, while there are P (P −1) terms satisfying

µ′ ̸= µ. In the limit where P is large, then the summation 1
P 2

∑P
µ,µ′=1(· · · ) is dominated by the terms of µ′ ̸= µ. It

allows us to make the approximation

⟨wiwk⟩{ξµ} ≈
η2w
MK

M∑
m,n=1

unum

[
1

P 2
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µ,µ′=1
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g(xµ′

i )g(yµ
′

n )
〉
ξµ′ ×

〈
g(xµ

k)g(y
µ
m)

〉
ξµ

]
= ⟨wi⟩{ξµ}⟨wk⟩{ξµ}, (A3)

with an approximation error of the order O( 1
P ).

Appendix B: Self-Averaging of the Learning Dynamics in the Limit of Large P and V

In traditional teacher-student analyses of online learning of a single task, the dynamical trajectories of many learning
machines exhibit a self-averaging property in the high dimension limit N → ∞ [48]. Here, inspired by Ref. [21], we
provide a heuristic argument supporting the self-averaging property of the online meta-learning dynamics introduced
in the main text, considering the limit of large P and V in addition to the limit of large N . Unlike conventional online
learning, online meta-learning introduces an additional source of disorder due to the variability in the teachers’ task
vectors {ut}.

For illustration, we consider the discrete-time evolution of Rkn in Eq. (24). By iterating the dynamics from t to
t+∆t, we obtain

Rt+∆t
kn −Rt

kn =
ηJ√
K

1

N

∆t∑
τ=1

(
1

V

V∑
ν=1

ht+τ,ν
k yt+τ,ν

n

)
, (B1)

where

ht+τ,ν
k =

[ M∑
m=1

ut+τ
m g(yt+τ,ν

m )√
M

−
K∑
i=1

wt+τ
i g(xt+τ,ν

i )√
K

]
wt+τ

k g′(xt+τ,ν
k ), (B2)

wt+τ
k =

ηw√
MK

M∑
m=1

ut+τ
m

[
1

P

P∑
µ=1

g(yt+τ,µ
m )g(xt+τ,µ

k )

]
, (B3)

(xt+τ,µ,yt+τ,µ) ∼ N (0, C), (B4)

(xt+τ,ν ,yt+τ,ν) ∼ N (0, C), (xt+τ,ν ,yt+τ,ν) ⊥⊥ (xt+τ,µ,yt+τ,µ), (B5)

ut+τ ∼ N (0, IM ). (B6)
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Figure 8. Comparison of the theoretical and numerical results of {Qkl} for different values of ηw, where the experiment set-up is
the same as the one in Sec. IV A, except that a single run of the simulated dynamics is considered here. Solid lines representing
experimental data and dashed lines corresponding to theoretical predictions. Panels (a) and (b) correspond to ηw = 4. Panels
(c) and (d) correspond to ηw = 1.

When P is large, the summation 1
P

∑P
µ=1 g(y

t+τ,µ
m )g(xt+τ,µ

k ) in Eq. (B3) converges to its average value fkm =〈
g(xk)g(ym)

〉
(x,y)∼N (0,C)

.

When V is large, the terms 1
V

∑V
ν=1 g(y

t+τ,ν
m )g′(xt+τ,ν

k )yt+τ,ν
n and 1

V

∑V
ν=1 g(x

t+τ,ν
i )g′(xt+τ,ν

k )yt+τ,ν
n appeared in

Eq. (B1) converges to their average values I3(k, n,m) and I3(k, n, i).
We then further consider the limit where ∆t → ∞ but ∆t/N = dα → 0. In this limit, α plays the role of a

continuous time variable, and the term 1
N

∑∆t
τ=1(· · · ) in the right hand side of Eq. (B1) involves the summation of

large number of random variables, where the randomness comes from {ut+τ
m }. We then invoke the law of large numbers

and apply 1
N

∑∆t
τ=1(· · · )→ ⟨· · · ⟩u in Eq. (B1), which heuristically justifies the self-averaging property of dynamics of

Rkn.
Similar considerations apply to the dynamics of Qkl, except that one needs to deal with averages of higher

order terms like 1
V

∑V
ν=1 g(y

t+τ,ν
n )g(yt+τ,ν

m )g′(xt+τ,ν
k )g′(xt+τ,ν

l ), 1
V

∑V
ν=1 g(y

t+τ,ν
n )g(xt+τ,ν

i )g′(xt+τ,ν
k )g′(xt+τ,ν

l ) and
1
V

∑V
ν=1 g(x

t+τ,ν
i )g(xt+τ,ν

j )g′(xt+τ,ν
k )g′(xt+τ,ν

l ), which are usually subject to larger statistical fluctuations. Besides,
these terms also have pre-factors that comprise of higher order terms of the learning rates like η2Jη

2
w, η2Jη

3
w and η2Jη

4
w.

Therefore, higher values of learning rates can magnify the approximation or statistical errors when V is finite, as we
have seen in Fig. 2 of the main text. In Fig. 8 and Fig. 9, we show that for smaller values of ηw and larger values of
V , the theory provides a more accurate description of evolution of the order parameters {Qkl}.

Appendix C: Details on the Variability of Teacher Representation Mapping

In this section, we provide more details of the case where the teacher networks of different tasks have different
representation mapping as introduced in Sec. IV E of the main text. In this case, the t-th task produces samples as

σt =
1√
M

M∑
m=1

ut
m g

(
(γBm +

√
1− γ2∆Bt

m)⊤ · ξ
)
. (C1)

Assuming that γ is close to 1, we apply the Taylor series expansion to the above equation and keep the first-order
terms, which results in

σt ≈ 1√
M

M∑
m=1

ut
m

[
g(γB⊤

m · ξ) +
√
1− γ2g′(γB⊤

m · ξ)(∆Bt⊤
m · ξ)

]
(C2)
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Figure 9. Comparison of the theoretical and numerical results of {Qkl} for different values of P, V , where the experiment
set-up is the same as the one in Sec. IV A, except that a single run of the simulated dynamics is considered here. Solid lines
representing experimental data and dashed lines corresponding to theoretical predictions. Panels (a) and (d) correspond to
P = V = 20. Panels (b) and (e) correspond to P = V = 50. Panels (c) and (f) correspond to P = V = 100.

The loss in the inner-loop optimization is computed as

ℓtinner =
1

2P

P∑
µ=1

[ M∑
m=1

ut
m[g(γyt,µm ) +

√
1− γ2g′(γyt,µm )(∆Bt⊤

m · ξt,µ)]√
M

−
K∑

k=1

wt
kg(x

t,µ
k )√

K

]2
. (C3)

The hidden-to-output weight wk are then updated as (assuming that it starts from the initial value w0
k = 0)

wt
k = −ηw

∂ℓtinner
∂wk

∣∣∣∣
wk=0

=
ηw
P

P∑
µ=1

M∑
m=1

ut
m[g(γyt,µm ) +

√
1− γ2g′(γyt,µm )(∆Bt,⊤

m · ξt,µ)]√
M

g(xt,µ
k )√
K

. (C4)

Similarly, the loss in the outer-loop optimization is

ℓtouter =
1

2V

V∑
ν=1

[ M∑
m=1

ut
m[g(γyt,νm ) +

√
1− γ2g′(γyt,νm )(∆Bt,⊤

m · ξt,ν)]√
M

−
K∑

k=1

wt
kg(x

t,ν
k )√

K

]2
. (C5)

Therefor, the parameters Jk are updated based on this outer loss:

J t
k = J t−1

k − ηJ
N

∂ℓtouter

∂Jk
(C6)

= J t−1
k +

ηJ
NV

V∑
ν=1

{ M∑
m=1

ut
m[g(γyt,νm ) +

√
1− γ2g′(γyt,νm )(∆Bt⊤

m · ξt,ν)]√
M

−
K∑
i=1

wt
ig(x

t,ν
i )√

K

}
wt

kg
′(xt,ν

k )ξt,ν√
K

.

By defining ht,ν
k as

ht,ν
k =

{ M∑
m=1

ut
m[g(γyt,νm ) +

√
1− γ2g′(γy

(t,ν)
m )(∆Bt⊤

m · ξt,ν)]√
M

−
K∑
i=1

wt
ig(x

t,ν
i )√

K

}
wt

kg
′(xt,ν

k ), (C7)

the order parameters R, Q are calculated as

Rt
kn −Rt−1

kn =
ηJ
NV

V∑
ν=1

ht,ν
k yt,νn√
K

(C8)

Qt
kl −Qt−1

kl =
ηJ
NV

V∑
ν=1

ht,ν
k xt,ν

l√
K

+
ηJ
NV

V∑
ν=1

ht,ν
l xt,ν

k√
K

+
η2J

NV 2

V∑
ν=1

ht,ν
k ht,ν

l

K
. (C9)



17

By following the same procedures as those in the main text, we can obtain the dynamical equations of the order
parameters {Rkn, Qkl}.

Appendix D: L2-norm Regularization

In this section, we enrich the modeling of meta-learning by considering two additional elements : (i) the outputs
are noisy, (ii) L2-norm regularization for the representation mapping J is used. For the latter case, it can help to
stabilize the solution of the meta-learner’s weights J.

The teacher output is perturbed by some noise as

σt,µ =
1√
M

M∑
m=1

ut
mg(yt,µm ) + ∆t,µ, ∆t,µ ∼ N (0,Σnoise). (D1)

The loss in the inner loop optimization is

ℓtinner =
1

2P

P∑
µ=1

[
1√
M

M∑
m=1

ut
mg(yt,µm ) + ∆t,µ − 1√

K

K∑
k=1

wkg(x
t,µ
k )

]2
. (D2)

The loss in the outer loop optimization is

ℓtouter =
1

2V

V∑
ν=1

[
1√
M

M∑
n=1

ut
ng(y

t,ν
n ) + ∆t,ν − 1√

K

K∑
i=1

wig(x
t,ν
i )

]2
+

λ

2

∣∣∣∣J∣∣∣∣2. (D3)

So, we can update the parameter Jk as

J t
k =

(
1− ληJ

N

)
J t−1

k

+
ηJ

N
√
K

1

V

V∑
ν=1

[
1√
M

M∑
n=1

ut,ν
n g(Bn · ξt,ν) + ∆t,ν

noise −
1√
K

K∑
i=1

wt,ν
i g(J i · ξt,ν)

]
wt,ν

k g′(Jk · ξt,ν) ξt,ν . (D4)

Following the same procedures as those in the main text, the dynamical equations of the order parameters are

dRkn

dα
=
ηJηw
KM

M∑
m=1

fkmI3(k, n,m)− ηJη
2
w

K2M

K∑
i=1

M∑
m=1

fimfkmI3(k, n, i)− ληJRkn, (D5)

dQkl

dα
=
ηJηw
KM

M∑
n=1

[flnI3(l, k, n) + fknI3(k, l, n)]

− ηJη
2
w

K2M

K∑
i=1

M∑
n=1

[finflnI3(l, k, i) + finfknI3(k, l, i)]

+
(ηJηw)

2

V (KM)2

[ M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

[
fkmflmI4(k, l, n, n) + (fknflm + fkmfln)I4(k, l, n,m)

]
+

M∑
n=1

fknflnΣnoiseI
′
2(k, l)

]

− 2η2Jη
3
w

V K(KM)2

K∑
j=1

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

[fjnfkmflm + fjmfknflm + fjmfkmfln]I4(k, l, n, j)

+
η2Jη

4
w

V K2(KM)2

K∑
i=1

K∑
j=1

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

[finfjnfkmflm + finfjmfknflm + finfjmfkmfln]I4(k, l, i, j)

− 2ληJQkl. (D6)

Where I ′2(k, l) can claculate as

I ′2(k, l) =
〈
g′(xk)g

′(xl)
〉

=
2

π

1√∣∣I+Σkl

∣∣ , (D7)
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with

Σkl :=

(
Qkk Qkl

Qkl Qll

)
.

Based on R and Q, we can calculate the meta-generalization error as

ϵmeta
g =

1

2M

[ M∑
n=1

arcsin
Tnn√

1 + Tnn

√
1 + Tnn

+Σnoise

]
− ηw

KM

K∑
k=1

M∑
n=1

arcsin2
( Rkn√

1 +Qkk

√
1 + Tnn

)
(D8)

+
1

2

η2w
K2M

K∑
k,l=1

M∑
n=1

arcsin
( Qkl√

1 +Qkk

√
1 +Qll

)
arcsin

( Rkn√
1 +Qkk

√
1 + Tnn

)
arcsin

( Rln√
1 +Qll

√
1 + Tnn

)
.

Appendix E: Linear Activation Function

1. Dynamical Equations

Throughout the paper, we have analyzed meta-learning on networks with nonlinear activation functions. Here,
we turn our attention to two-layer networks with a linear activation function g(x) = x as considered in [17, 18]. In
this case, it is possible for each hidden unit of the meta-learner to learn a superposition of all hidden units of the
meta-teachers, so we need to examine the overlap order parameters more carefully to determine weather the teacher’s
representation mappings B have been properly learned.

The expected hidden-to-output weights for a specific task Tt can be expressed as

⟨wt
k⟩{ξt,µ} =

ηw
P

〈 P∑
µ=1

σt,µ [(J
t
k)

T · ξt,µ]√
K

〉
{ξt,µ}

=
ηw√
KM

M∑
n=1

unRkn. (E1)

Upon averaging over the training set DTt

train, the updated input-to-hidden weights Jk can be expressed as

J t
k = J t−1

k +
ηJ
V N

V∑
ν=1

[
1√
M

M∑
n=1

ut
ny

t,ν
n −

1√
K

K∑
i=1

⟨wt
i⟩xt,ν

i

] ⟨wt
k⟩ξt,ν√
K

, (E2)

where yt,νn = B⊤
n · ξt,ν , xt,ν

i = J⊤
i · ξt,ν and we have made use of the approximation ⟨wiwk⟩{ξµ} ≈ ⟨wi⟩{ξµ}⟨wk⟩{ξµ}

as before.

Following the same procedures outlined in the main text, we obtain the following dynamical equations for the order
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parameters and the expression for the meta-generalization errors as following

dRkn

dα
=

ηJηw
KM

M∑
m=1

TmnRkm −
ηJη

2
w

K2M

K∑
i=1

M∑
m=1

RinRimRkm, (E3)

dQkl

dα
=

ηJηw
KM

M∑
n=1

RlnRkn −
ηJη

2
w

K2M

K∑
i=1

M∑
n=1

QilRinRkn

+
ηJηw
KM

M∑
n=1

RlnRkn −
ηJη

2
w

K2M

K∑
i=1

M∑
n=1

QikRinRln

+
η2J
V

η2w
K2M2

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

[
TnnRkmRlm + TnmRknRkm + TnmRkmRln

]
− 2η2J

V

η3w
K3M2

K∑
i=1

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

Rin

[
RinRkmRlm +RimRknRkm +RimRkmRln

]
+

η2J
V

η4w
K4M2

K∑
i=1

K∑
j=1

M∑
n=1

M∑
m=1

Qij

[
RinRjnRkmRlm +RinRjmRknRkm +RinRjmRkmRln

]
, (E4)

ϵmeta
g =

1

2M

M∑
n=1

Tnn −
ηw
KM

M∑
n=1

K∑
k=1

R2
kn +

η2w
2K2M

K∑
k=1

K∑
l=1

M∑
n=1

QklRknRln. (E5)

2. Case Study

We consider a case study where the system parameters are set as K = M = 3, ηJ = 3, ηw = 0.5, V = 100, Tmn =
mδm,n, and the initial condition for the order parameters Q as Qkl =

1
2δkl. We investigate three different choices of

initial conditions for the order parameters R:
(i) In the first condition, Rkn = 1× 10−12 at α = 0.
(ii) In the second condition, R11 = 1.1× 10−12 with the remaining elements set as Rkn = 1× 10−12 at α = 0.
(iii) In the third condition, R11 = 1.1×10−12, R31 = 1.2×10−12, with the remaining elements set as Rkl = 1×10−12

at α = 0.
These scenarios yield three distinct types of learning behaviors as shown in Fig. 10, Fig. 11, and Fig. 12. By

examining the meta-generalization error in these figures, it can be observed that ϵmeta
g becomes trapped in suboptimal

solutions under the first and second conditions up to α = 500, while it decreases to 0 in the third condition.
To gain further insight, we examine the evolution of Q and ρ. In the second choice of initial conditions, the results in

Fig. 10(b) show that {Qkk} converges to the same value, and {Qkl | k ̸= l} converge another value. This indicates that
the input-to-hidden weights J1, J2, and J3 have an equal length but they are not identical. Additionally, Fig. 10(d)
shows that 0 < ρ13 = ρ23 = ρ33 < 1, while ρkn = 0 for all other k and n. This suggests that J1, J2, and J3 have
overlap with B3. Furthermore, they are orthogonal to B1 and B2. Thus, for the meta-teacher’s linear representation
space spanned by {B1,B2,B3}, only one direction along B3 has been learned by the meta-learner.

In the second choice of initial conditions, the results in Fig. 11(d) show that ρ11 = ρ21 = ρ31 = 0, while the other
ρkn values are non-zero and differ from 1. This implies that J1, J2, and J3 have overlaps with B2 and B3 but remain
orthogonal to B1. As shown in Fig. 11(b), Q22 = Q33 ̸= Q11, Q12 = Q13 = 0, and Q23 ̸= 0, indicating that J1 is
orthogonal to J2 and J3. Therefore, in this case, the meta-learner has learned a two-dimensional sub-space of the
meta-teacher’s representation mapping.

Finally, in the third choice of initial conditions, the results in Fig. 12(d) show that all ρkn values are non-zero and
distinct from one. Fig. 12(b) shows that Q11 = Q22 = Q33 ̸= 0 and Qkl = 0 for k ̸= l, indicating that J1, J2,
and J3 are mutually orthogonal. We can deduce that the linear space spanned by {J1,J2,J3} coincides with the
meta-teacher network’s representation space spanned by {B1,B2,B3}. Therefore, in this case, the student network
has fully learned the teacher network’s representation, and as a result, the meta-generalization error is able to decrease
to zero as shown in Fig. 12(c). These results are consistent with the findings in Refs. [17] and [18]. The results also
suggest that a higher degree of heterogeneity in the initial conditions, especially for {Rkn}, is needed for effective
meta-learning in linear networks.
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Figure 10. Evolution of the meta-generalization error and the quantities Q, R, and ρ in the case with linear activation function,
with the system parameters specified in Sec. E 2. The first set of initial condition for {Rkn} is used, i.e., Rkn = 1 × 10−12 at
α = 0. (a) The evolution of the meta-generalization error. (b) Qkl v.s. α. (c) Rkn v.s. α. (d) ρkn v.s. α.



21

0 100 200 300 400 500
α

0.0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0

εm
et
ǫ

g

ηw =0.5

(a)

0 100 200 300 400 500
α

0
1
2
3
4
5
6

Q
k
l

Q11

Q12

Q13

Q22

Q23

Q33

(b)

0 100200300400500
α

−0.5
0.0
0.5
1.0
1.5
2.0
2.5
3.0

R
k
n

R11

R12

R13

0 100200300400500
α

−1.5
−1.0
−0.5
0.0
0.5
1.0
1.5
2.0
2.5

R21

R22

R23

0 100200300400500
α

−1.5
−1.0
−0.5
0.0
0.5
1.0
1.5
2.0
2.5

R31

R32

R33

(c)

0 100200300400500
α

−1.0
−0.5
0.0
0.5
1.0

ρ
k
n

ρ11
ρ12
ρ13

0 100200300400500
α

−1.0
−0.5
0.0
0.5
1.0

ρ21
ρ22
ρ23

0 100200300400500
α

−1.0
−0.5
0.0
0.5
1.0

ρ31
ρ32
ρ33

(d)

Figure 11. Evolution of the meta-generalization error and the quantities Q, R, and ρ in the case with linear activation function,
with the system parameters specified in Sec. E 2. The second set of initial condition for {Rkn} is used, i.e., R11 = 1.1× 10−12

with the remaining elements set as Rkn = 1× 10−12 at α = 0. (a) The evolution of the meta-generalization error. (b) Qkl v.s.
α. (c) Rkn v.s. α. (d) ρkn v.s. α.
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Figure 12. Evolution of the meta-generalization error and the quantities Q, R, and ρ in the case with linear activation function,
with the system parameters specified in Sec. E 2. The third set of initial condition for {Rkn} is used, i.e., R11 = 1.1 × 10−12,
R31 = 1.2× 10−12, with the remaining elements set as Rkl = 1× 10−12 at α = 0. (a) The evolution of the meta-generalization
error. (b) Qkl v.s. α. (c) Rkn v.s. α. (d) ρkn v.s. α.
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