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Abstract
Recently, large language models (LLMs) have
outperformed human experts in predicting the
results of neuroscience experiments (Luo et al.,
2024). What is the basis for this performance?
One possibility is that statistical patterns in that
specific scientific literature, as opposed to emer-
gent reasoning abilities arising from broader train-
ing, underlie LLMs’ performance. To evaluate
this possibility, we trained (next word prediction)
a relatively small 124M-parameter GPT-2 model
on 1.3 billion tokens of domain-specific knowl-
edge. Despite being orders of magnitude smaller
than larger LLMs trained on trillions of tokens,
small models achieved expert-level performance
in predicting neuroscience results. Small models
trained on the neuroscience literature succeeded
when they were trained from scratch using a to-
kenizer specifically trained on neuroscience text
or when the neuroscience literature was used to
finetune a pretrained GPT-2. Our results indicate
that expert-level performance may be attained by
even small LLMs through domain-specific, auto-
regressive training approaches.

1. Introduction
Large language models (LLMs) are statistical machines typ-
ically designed to predict the next token—whether it’s a
word, pixel, or protein sequence. Leveraging vast amounts
of training data, LLMs have demonstrated impressive ca-
pabilities, including passing professional exams, reasoning
(though with limitations), translation, solving mathematics
problems, and writing computer code (Strack, 2023; Srivas-
tava et al., 2022; Gunasekar et al., 2023).

Traditionally, the human-level performance of large lan-
guage models (LLMs) has been evaluated using benchmarks
that focus on their backward-looking capabilities, such as
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core knowledge retrieval and reasoning within a given con-
text. Notable benchmarks include MMLU (Hendrycks et al.,
2021), PubMedQA (Jin et al., 2019), and MedMCQA (Pal
et al., 2022). However, recent research by Luo et al. (2024)
has highlighted LLMs’ exceptional forward-looking capa-
bilities, particularly in predicting novel outcomes of neu-
roscience studies. With the development of BrainBench, a
forward-looking neuroscience benchmark, Luo et al. (2024)
have shown that LLMs can outperform neuroscientists in
predicting the results of neuroscientific experiments when
provided with the experiment’s background and methodolo-
gies. These findings raise important questions about the
nature of scientific progress, suggesting that many discover-
ies might largely be iterations of noisy signals from decades
of scientific literature. Additionally, they prompt a reevalua-
tion of the extent to which accurate predictions of the future
rely more on pattern recognition by auto-regressive models
than on traditional scientific reasoning.

In this contribution, we explore the effects of training on
domain-specific data by employing a significantly smaller
language model, GPT-2 with 124 million parameters (Rad-
ford et al., 2019), on a neuroscience-focused dataset con-
taining 1.3 billion tokens. This approach helps assess the ef-
fectiveness of auto-regressive training on specialized data in
approximating human-level performance. Despite the model
size being only about 0.056% to 1%1 of those evaluated by
Luo et al. (2024) and the training data being about 0.065%2

of those used in Luo et al. (2024), we show both finetuning
a pretrained 124M-parameter GPT-2 and training it from
scratch with a custom tokenizer for neuroscience yield mod-
els that achieve 63.5% and 63% accuracy on BrainBench,
matching the performance of human experts (63.4%).

2. Method
2.1. BrainBench

BrainBench has curated 200 test cases from abstracts in the
Journal of Neuroscience published in 2023. These abstracts
are categorized into five sections: Behavioral/Cognitive,
Systems/Circuits, Neurobiology of Disease, Develop-

1Estimated using 7B and 180B LLMs.
2Estimated based on reported Llama-2 training data size (2

trillion tokens).
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ment/Plasticity/Repair, and Cellular/Molecular.

Each test case includes a published abstract alongside a
modified version crafted by neuroscientists. These modifi-
cations, though minimal, significantly alter the results—for
instance, by changing the roles of brain regions or reversing
a result’s direction (e.g., from "decreases" to "increases").
Despite these changes, the altered abstracts remain logically
coherent.

The test-taker’s challenge is to identify the correct study
outcome by choosing between the original abstract and its
altered counterpart.

2.2. Model evaluation

We presented models with two versions of the abstracts from
each test case separately. We prefixed each abstract with
the prompt “You are a neuroscientist with deep knowledge
in neuroscience. Here is an abstract from a neuroscience
publication:”. We then measured the perplexity of both
passages and used perplexity as the indicator of whether
models favor one abstract or the other.

Perplexity measures the degree of uncertainty of a model
when generating a particular sequence of text and is defined
as the exponentiated average negative log-likelihood of a
tokenized sequence. If we have a tokenized abstract X =
(x0, x1, . . . , xt), then the perplexity of X , given a model
parameterized by θ is,

PPL(X) = exp

{
−1

t

t∑
i

log pθ(xi|x<i)

}
(1)

where log pθ(xi|x<i) is the log-likelihood of the ith token
conditioned on the preceding tokens x<i according to the
model. Given both the original and the altered abstracts,
we used the abstract with lower perplexity as the model’s
decision and evaluated the overall accuracy across the entire
BrainBench dataset accordingly.

2.3. Human evaluation

Previous work (Luo et al., 2024) collected human judge-
ments from 171 neuroscience experts on BrainBench. These
data are publicly available3 and provide a useful comparison
to LLM performance.

2.4. Model configurations

We considered a number of variants of GPT-2 differ by their
training strategies including training data and tokenization.
Model variants are summarized in Table 1.

The pretrained GPT-2 and the tokenizer were loaded from

3https://github.com/braingpt-lovelab/BrainBench

Table 1. Model variants.
Variant Training Data Tokenizer

Untrained - - pretrained
Pretrained from scratch WebText pretrained
Scratch from scratch neuroscience pretrained
Finetuned
(from pretrained) finetune neuroscience pretrained
Scratch
(Neuro tokenizer) from scratch neuroscience custom

Huggingface hub4, which were trained on the WebText
dataset collected by OpenAI (Radford et al., 2019). The
neuroscience training data was collected by Luo et al. (2024)
(see Sec. 2.5). The models trained from scratch and fine-
tuned used the neuroscience data only. The customized
tokenizer was trained entirely on the same neuroscience
data using the Byte-Pair Encoding tokenization algorithm,
which was also used in the pretrained GPT-2 (Radford et al.,
2019).

2.5. Neuroscience training data

The data we used to train GPT-2 from scratch, finetune
the pretrained GPT-2 as well as train the neuro-tokenizer
were collected by Luo et al. (2024). The training data spans
Neuroscience publication (abstracts and full articles) dates
2002-2022, totaling 1.3 billion tokens. We randomly allo-
cated 90% of the data for training, reserving the remaining
10% for validation. Training details see Appendix.

3. Results
We explored various training strategies and found that fine-
tuning the pretrained GPT-2 on 20 years of neuroscience
literature allowed it to achieve human-level performance
on BrainBench, recording a 63.5% accuracy (Fig. 1; hu-
man experts: 63.4%). Training GPT-2 from scratch solely
with neuroscience literature was less effective. However,
developing a new tokenizer tailored to neuroscience liter-
ature and using it to retrain GPT-2 from scratch with the
same data resulted in a performance on par with human
experts, achieving 63% accuracy (Fig. 1). Notably, the
amount of domain-specific data used to train GPT-2 from
scratch is only about one-seventh of the text used to pretrain
the original model. This indicates two effective approaches
to reach human-level performance: pretraining on a broad
general corpus followed by finetuning on domain-specific
data, or using a specialized tokenizer and significantly less
domain-specific data.

To assess the impact of a specialized tokenizer, we compared
the tokens generated by the pretrained GPT-2 tokenizer with
those from our neuro-tokenizer, trained on neuroscience
data. The two tokenizers shared 47.9% of their vocabularies
(Fig 2A). We utilized GPT-4 (zero-shot prompting) to ana-

4https://huggingface.co/openai-community/gpt2
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Figure 1. Performance of human experts and models on Brain-
Bench. Two configurations of GPT-2 models achieve human-level
performance on BrainBench: one by fine-tuning the pretrained
GPT-2 on neuroscience literature, and the other by using a new
tokenizer (neuro-tokenizer) trained on neuroscience literature and
retraining GPT-2 from scratch with only neuroscience data. Ver-
sions of GPT-2 that are untrained, pretrained, or trained solely
on neuroscience data without these modifications underperform
compared to experts on BrainBench.

lyze each vocabulary and identify tokens frequently associ-
ated with neuroscience. Our findings showed that the neuro-
tokenizer contained twice the proportion of neuroscience-
related tokens compared to the pretrained tokenizer (Fig. 2B-
C). This significant improvement in specialized tokenization
suggests that it is possible to pretrain GPT-2 from scratch
with significantly less neuroscience data using the neuro-
tokenizer, yet achieve performance comparable to both the
finetuned model and human experts.

To better understand the differences in tokenization by the
two tokenizers, we analyzed examples from BrainBench
test cases where the pretrained GPT-2 answered incor-
rectly, whereas the GPT-2 trained with the neuro-tokenizer
responded correctly. Figure 3 illustrates how the neuro-
tokenizer more effectively preserves domain-specific termi-
nologies, such as brain regions or neurotransmitters. We
believe that this specialized tokenization allows the model
to utilize limited domain knowledge more effectively and to
consider a broader context within the fixed context window
of the training data.

4. Discussion
In this contribution, we demonstrated that training a rela-
tively small LLM (GPT-2) on limited domain-specific data
can match the predictive performance of human experts
on BrainBench. By finetuning GPT-2 with just a fraction
of its pretraining data, we elevated its performance to the
level of trained neuroscientists. Additionally, we showed
that training GPT-2 from scratch, with domain-specific
knowledge incorporated into the tokenizer, yields compa-

Shared
Tokens
47.9%

A

Pretrain
Vocab.

Neuro
Tokens

12.0%

88.0%

B

Neuro Tokenizer
Vocab.

Neuro
Tokens

25.4%

74.6%

C

Figure 2. Token Analysis. (A) The pretrained GPT-2 tokenizer
and the neuro-tokenizer share 47.9% of their vocabularies. (B-
C) Of the vocabularies from the two tokenizers, 12.0% of the
tokens from the pretrained tokenizer are commonly associated
with neuroscience according to GPT-4, compared to 25.4% of the
tokens from the neuro-tokenizer.

rable results. This highlights the importance of preserving
domain-specific terminologies during tokenization to im-
prove language models’ performance on specialized tasks,
as suggested by Yang et al. (2024) in the clinical science
domain. Pretraining on small-scale knowledge with special-
ized tokenization offers a more efficient method for achiev-
ing human-like performance on domain-specific tasks.

Achieving parity with human experts using our simplified
setup prompts questions about the essence of scientific
progress. It suggests that a statistical machine, even one as
basic as predicting the next word, can discern the intricate
structure of a knowledge-rich field. However, it is crucial
to acknowledge the substantial performance gap between
GPT-2 and more advanced LLMs on BrainBench tests, at
approximately 15%. While factors like model size and data
volume likely play a role, attributing the gap solely to scale
oversimplifies the issue. Future research should aim to pin-
point the specific elements needed to narrow this disparity.

Working with smaller models does have benefits, such as
enabling teams with modest resources to have full control
over the training procedure. This control can minimize
the risk of leakage and allow for additional hypotheses to
be evaluated. For instance, in future work, we will eval-
uate whether training on adjacency fields like psychology
impacts performance on BrainBench, a neuroscience bench-
mark. That degree of control is not possible using pretrained
LLMs and will allow us to evaluate the structure of scientific
disciplines.
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[...] Thedop amin ergic neur om od ulator system is fundamental

to brain functions . [...]

Pretrain Tokenizer

[...] The dopaminergic neuromodulator system is fundamental

to brain functions . [...]

Neuro Tokenizer

[...] Rest ing state correlations demonstrate adult like functional

connectivity between the motion select ive associ ative areas

but not primary cortex and tempor o occ ip italposterior ins ular

cort ices . [...]

[...] Resting state correlations demonstrate adult likefunctional

connectivity between the motion selective associative areas but

not primary cortex and temporo occipitalposterior insular cortices

. [...]

[...] Un ipolar brush cells ( U BC s ) in the cere bell um and dorsal

co ch lear nucleus DC N perform temporal transformations

[...] Un ipolar brush cells ( UB Cs ) in the cerebellum and dorsal

cochlear nucleus DCN perform temporal transformations

[...] More posterior occ ip itot em poral and vent ralregions showed

higher accuracy inthe staticcondition ,while more anterior

dorsal dynamic . [...]

[...] More posterior occipitotemporal and ventral regions showed

higher accuracy in the static condition ,while more anterior

dorsal dynamic . [...]

Figure 3. Tokenization examples. Compared to a pretrained tokenizer trained on general text, a neuro-tokenizer trained specifically on
neuroscience literature better preserves domain-specific terminology, such as brain regions, in neuroscience.
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Zheng, J., Zou, J., Kocoń, J., Thompson, J., Wingfield,
J., Kaplan, J., Radom, J., Sohl-Dickstein, J., Phang, J.,
Wei, J., Yosinski, J., Novikova, J., Bosscher, J., Marsh,
J., Kim, J., Taal, J., Engel, J., Alabi, J., Xu, J., Song,
J., Tang, J., Waweru, J., Burden, J., Miller, J., Balis,
J. U., Batchelder, J., Berant, J., Frohberg, J., Rozen, J.,
Hernandez-Orallo, J., Boudeman, J., Guerr, J., Jones, J.,
Tenenbaum, J. B., Rule, J. S., Chua, J., Kanclerz, K.,
Livescu, K., Krauth, K., Gopalakrishnan, K., Ignatyeva,
K., Markert, K., Dhole, K. D., Gimpel, K., Omondi, K.,
Mathewson, K., Chiafullo, K., Shkaruta, K., Shridhar,
K., McDonell, K., Richardson, K., Reynolds, L., Gao,
L., Zhang, L., Dugan, L., Qin, L., Contreras-Ochando,
L., Morency, L.-P., Moschella, L., Lam, L., Noble, L.,
Schmidt, L., He, L., Colón, L. O., Metz, L., Şenel, L. K.,
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A. Training details

Parameter Value
Batch Size 16
Chunk Size 1024
Optimizer AdamW (Loshchilov & Hutter, 2019)
Learning Rate 2e-5
Gradient Accumulation Steps 8
Training Epochs 5
Warm-up Steps 0.03
Weight Decay Rate 0.001
Learning Rate Scheduler Cosine
Precision bf16
Data Parallelism ×4
GPUs Used 4 Nvidia A100 (80GB)
Platform Microsoft Azure
Training Time 12 hours per configuration

Table 2. Training Configuration for GPT-2
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