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Abstract
Deep learning has achieved recognition for its impact within nat-
ural sciences, yet the prohibitive financial and technical cost of
training models from scratch inhibit adoption. Following software
engineering community guidance, natural scientists are reusing
pre-trained deep learning models (PTMs) to amortize these costs.
While prior works recommend PTM reuse patterns, we present the
first empirical study of PTM reuse patterns in the natural sciences,
quantifying the utilization and impact of PTM reuse within the
scientific process across 17,718 peer reviewed, open access papers.
Our results show that “Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular Bi-
ology” has outpaced other natural scientific fields in PTM reuse,
“adaptation” reuse is the most prevalent PTM reuse pattern identi-
fied across all natural science fields, and the “testing” stage of the
scientific process has been most impacted by PTM integration.

CCS Concepts
• Software and its engineering→ Software reuse; • Applied
computing→ Physical sciences and engineering; Document
management and text processing.

Keywords
Pre-trained Models, Software Reuse, Empirical Software Engineer-
ing, AI for Science, Scientific Workflows, Large Language Models,
Automated Literature Review, Research Productivity

1 Introduction
The 2024 Nobel Prizes in Physics [83] and Chemistry [82] honor
foundational neural networks [32] and their transformative ap-
plication to protein structure prediction [41], validating the role
of deep learning (DL) in science. DL models enable scientists to
extract insights from and model relationships inherent in natural
systems [45], frequently matching or exceeding the performance
of hand crafted methods [3].

While DL offers a transformative opportunity for the natural sci-
ences, prohibitive financial and technical costs inhibit the capability
to create project specific models. Pre-trained DL models (PTMs) are
a solution to realize the potential of DL while amortizing the costs
associated with DL training [18, 28, 37]. But due to algorithmic com-
plexity [79], strong dependence on data quality [74], and challenges
associated with deploying and maintaining models [54] reusing
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Figure 1: PTMs augment the scientific process from initial
observation and hypothesis formulation to testing and evalu-
ation. By leveraging a robust ecosystem of frameworks, fine
tuning algorithms, and model registries, scientists can lever-
age data driven computational methods in their research.

PTMs is non-trivial. Prior works have proposed qualitative strate-
gies to remedy these challenges [15, 17, 45, 52, 78] however, there
remains a knowledge gap in assessing existing PTM reuse within
science. To our knowledge, no prior work has empirically quan-
tified the prominence and impact of PTM reuse patterns [18, 37]
within the natural sciences.

To address this, we conduct the first empirical investigation of
PTM reuse within the natural sciences. Our primary contributions
are threefold: (1) a systematic identification of PTM reuse patterns
via an automated, large language model (LLM) driven pipeline,
(2) an empirical characterization of how these models augment
the scientific process to enhance research productivity, and (3) the
release of a comprehensive dataset mapping scientific literature to
specific PTM reuse patterns and their workflow impacts.

By leveraging this pipeline to analyze 17,718 peer-reviewed,
open-access papers from four mega journals [12], we mapped natu-
ral science works to their corresponding reused PTMs, reuse pat-
terns, and impacted workflow stages. Of the 17,718 papers analyzed,
we identified 1,837 instances of PTM reuse. Within this subset, “Bio-
chemistry, Genetics and Molecular Biology” emerged as the domi-
nant field for PTM adoption. Furthermore, the “adaptation” pattern
was the predominant mode of reuse, with our analysis revealing
that the “testing” stage experienced the most significant impact.
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Table 1: PTM reuse patterns, their definitions, and example
papers from our study that leverage these patterns.

Reuse Pattern Definition Examples

Conceptual Replicate and reengineer algo-
rithms or model architectures
from academic sources, inte-
grating them anew.

[21, 44, 64]

Adaptation Adapt existing DL models for
different tasks.

[13, 27, 70]

Deployment Deploy PTMs across various
computational environments
and frameworks.

[19, 53, 62]

2 Background and Related Work
Pre-trained deep learning model (PTM) reuse in the natural sciences
draws on established software engineering community reuse pat-
terns and their specialized integrations into the scientific process.

2.1 Pre-Trained Model Reuse
Deep learning (DL) models are emerging as an increasingly impor-
tant dependency in software systems [38, 39, 79]. However, training
these models incurs significant technical [74], financial [73], and en-
vironmental [73, 76] costs. To mitigate these, engineers are encour-
aged to leverage PTMs as they encapsulate DL model’s architecture
and learned weights into a distributable software package [18]. The
dissemination of these artifacts is facilitated by an ecosystem of
deep learning frameworks [5, 89], fine tuning algorithms [67], and
PTM registries [1, 93] which serve as hosting infrastructure and
provide programmatic interfaces for model management and inte-
gration. Within this ecosystem, PTM reuse implementations can be
categorized into distinct PTM reuse patterns [18] listed in Table 1.

While prior work has surveyed practitioners to understand PTM
applications and challenges [36, 37], current empirical efforts re-
main focused on general software systems. These include investi-
gations into the performance and portability implications of con-
ceptual reuse [36], taxonomies of adaptation techniques [67], and
the technical difficulties inherent in deployment reuse [34]. To our
knowledge, this work provides the first empirical study of PTM
reuse leveraged within the natural sciences, addressing a significant
gap in our understanding of PTM reuse practices.

2.2 Pre-Trained Models in Science
DL methods are being increasingly leveraged in the natural sci-
ences to enable data driven discoveries [4, 11, 20, 45, 52, 69, 78].
To facilitate the democratization of these techniques, current rec-
ommendations favor the refinement of existing PTMs on domain
specific data over the costly development of bespoke models for
individual projects [46]. In practice, deep learning methods have
been leveraged to assist in molecular protein design [41, 43, 94],
understanding chemical reactions [72, 96], and modeling seismic
events [57, 86]. However, to our knowledge, little work has evalu-
ated how PTMs are being integrated into scientific processes.

Our work contributes to the formalization of PTM reuse within
the natural sciences by empirically evaluating established PTM

reuse patterns and their impact on the scientific process. By map-
ping how PTMs are integrated into this process, we provide a frame-
work for assessing their impact on discovery, ultimately informing
the development of more robust and reproducible software ecosys-
tems for scientific inquiry. Our work extends existing software
engineering foundations by characterizing how scientists employ
conceptual, adaptation, and deployment PTM reuse patterns within
specific scientific stages, identifying both prevalent practices and
underused opportunities for future integration.

We acknowledge an emerging PTM reuse pattern, in which pre-
trained language models are wrapped with interfaces and memory
to form agentic reuse. This approach augments the scientific process
by automating complex tasks including parsing academic literature,
generating hypotheses, conducting experiments, and synthesizing
reports [31, 49, 92]. Given the rapid advances of agentic technology,
we defer a discussion of agentic reuse to the Discussion.

3 Research Questions
Natural scientists in biology, chemistry, physics, and environmen-
tal science are increasingly leveraging pre-trained deep learning
models (PTMs) to enable data driven discoveries. However, the
longitudinal evolution of these reuse patterns and their specific use
in the scientific process is unknown. We therefore ask:
RQ1 What are the longitudinal changes in PTM reuse patterns?
RQ2 Which stages of the scientific processes are PTMs applied?
Figure 2 presents our methodology.We provide the specific meth-

ods and empirical results for RQ1 and RQ2 in Section 4 and Section 5.

4 RQ1: Longitudinal PTM Reuse
This section details our methodology for quantifying the adop-
tion and longitudinal evolution of pre-trained deep learning model
(PTM) reuse patterns within natural science between January 1st,
2000 and December 31st, 2025.

4.1 Methods
To identify PTM reuse patterns within the natural sciences, we de-
veloped an automated, large language model (LLM) driven pipeline
to analyze academic works. First, we extract candidate peer re-
viewed, open access works published in mega journals and normal-
ize their metadata. Second, we then filter for cited natural science
works and transform the prose into a form suitable for LLMs. Third,
we load the transformed prose into a a LLM to autonomously iden-
tify deep learning (DL) and PTM reuse features from the works. We
report the methodology for each step in this section.

4.1.1 Extraction of Candidate Papers From Mega Journals We char-
acterize PTM reuse patterns in the natural sciences by construct-
ing a dataset of peer reviewed, open access publications. Existing
methodologies for mapping research publications to software rely
on tracing citations from known software artifacts [51]. However,
because scientific software is frequently under cited [33], a citation
centric approach risks omitting a significant volume of relevant
work. To mitigate this and ensure the completeness of our dataset,
we employ a search strategy where we first query open access mega
journals for DL keywords and then normalize the resulting paper
metadata with OpenAlex [66].
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Figure 2: Overview of the methodology used to identify and analyze peer reviewed open access natural science publications in
mega journals. The pipeline queries mega journal databases, enriches retrieved papers with metadata from OpenAlex, and
analyzes each document to identify deep learning (DL) usage, reused pre-trained DL models (PTMs), and PTM reuse patterns.
Manually curated ground truth labels are used to guide and refine the prompting strategy.
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Figure 3: Results of the mega-journal paper filtering process.
Our queries returned 17,718 total unique papers between
2000 and 2025, of which 17,364 where indexed by OpenAlex.
Of these, 14,998 had citations and 7,212 were natural science
papers. 6,956 of these were available in JATS XML format.

Our empirical study analyzes peer reviewed, open access papers
published between January 1st, 2000 and December 31st, 2025. We
target the BMJ, F1000, FrontiersIn, and PLOS mega journals to serve
as representative proxies for broad scientific discourse [12]. We
first queried each of these journals using the following keywords:
“Deep Learning”, “Deep Neural Network”, “Model Weights”, “Hugging
Face” [37], “Model Checkpoint” [38], and “Pre-Trained Model” [18].
The first three keywords are foundational to field of deep learning
while the remaining keywords where identified from prior works

Table 2: The seven identified natural science OpenAlex topic
fields with example papers from our study.

OpenAlex Topic Field Examples
Chemistry [25, 80, 95]
Neuroscience [56, 61, 84]
Environmental Science [26, 48, 63]
Physics and Astronomy [58, 65, 91]
Immunology and Microbiology [9, 47, 75]
Earth and Planetary Sciences [35, 42, 55]
Agricultural and Biological Sciences [24, 71, 77]

on DL and PTM reuse. This search yielded 17,718 unique papers
across all four journals as of March 18th, 2026. Figure 3 presents
the total number of papers returned per mega journal.

We then normalize the resulting paper metadata using Ope-
nAlex [66] to ensure a consistent data schema for downstream
processing tasks on qualitative features of each papers (e.g, num-
ber of citations, scientific field). We exclude papers that were not
indexed in OpenAlex in our study, resulting in 17,364 papers.

4.1.2 Filtering and Transformation of Natural Science Papers With
the set of 17,364 OpenAlex indexed candidate papers, we then
proceed to first filter for papers with citations followed by those
classified as natural science works, then transform the prose of each
natural science work into Markdown for LLM analysis. We filter
for papers that OpenAlex reports to have been cited at least once
to ensure that our study is focused on works that have made spe-
cific impacts in their respective fields. Our filtering on this criteria
resulted in 14,998 papers with citations.

We then filter on the OpenAlex topic fields for each candidate
work to identify natural science works. OpenAlex independently
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classifies papers into 26 distinct topic fields and returns the top
three most likely fields for a given work [60]. However, it does not
provide an explicit “natural science” classification.

To identify natural science topics, we classified existing Ope-
nAlex topic fields as either “natural science” or “non-natural sci-
ence” according to the definition provided by [23]. Two authors
independently audited the OpenAlex topic fields and engaged in
inter-author agreement until total consensus was met on the topic
field classification. This resulted in a list of seven identified natural
science topic fields. We then filtered for all works that had at least
one natural science topic assigned to it, resulting in 7,212 papers.
The seven identified natural science tags and example works are
presented in Table 2.

We then normalize the paper’s prose into a consistent format.
For each candidate natural science work, prose was retrieved in
Journal Attribution Tag Suite (JATS) XML format [59]. To remove
non-essential content from the paper (e.g, metadata, linked content,
citations) all <front>, <back>, and <xref> tags were removed from
the XML markup. The remaining content was converted to Mark-
down using pandoc [50] to provide an unstructured text format
suitable for LLM analysis. This final filtering resulted in 6,956 total
papers suitable for LLM evaluation.

4.1.3 Automated Analysis of Filtered Papers To characterize the
longitudinal shifts in PTM reuse, we developed an automated ex-
traction pipeline to analyze the candidate natural science works.
For each publication, we address a four tier hierarchy of inquiries:
(1) identification of DL methods, (2) verification of PTM reuse, (3)
extraction of specific PTM identifiers, and (4) classification of the
associated reuse pattern (i.e., conceptual, adaptation, and deploy-
ment). Questions (1) and (2) function as exclusionary filters whereby
papers failing to meet these criteria are removed from subsequent
analysis.

We utilized CO-STAR templated system prompts [81] to enable
OpenAI gpt-5.4-nano-2026-03-17 to analyze each paper. To en-
hance the recognition of PTM names, we augmented our prompts
with a dictionary of known architectures from the Hugging Face
Transformers [90] and Diffusers [85] libraries for questions (2),
(3) and (4) Prompts were modified until agreement reached 90%.
The following example is illustrative.

Prompt Illustration. See artifact for full prompts.

Context: You are an AI model integrated into an automated pipeline
that processes academic computational Natural Science papers into a
machine-readable format.
...

Objective: Your task is to output only a JSON object containing key-
value pairs, where:
...

Style: Responses must be strictly machine-readable JSON. No natural
language, commentary, or formatting beyond the JSON object.
Tone: Neutral, objective, and machine-like.
Audience: The audience is amachine system that parses JSON. Human
readability is irrelevant.
Response: Return only a JSON object of the form ...

4.2 Implementation
We used the gpt-5.4-nano-2026-03-17 large language model via
the OpenAI Batch Inference API to answer these questions. To
mitigate the inherent non-determinism of large language models
and ensure experimental reproducibility, we implemented a static
seed value of 42. Furthermore, the model was configured with a
“high” reasoning effort and to generate “detailed” summaries to
prioritize complex logical inference.

4.3 Data Analysis
To identify how PTM reuse patterns within the natural sciences

have changed, we analyzed the trends in publications that leverage
DL, PTMs, and PTM reuse patterns over time. We evaluate these
trends over time and by discipline.

4.3.1 Deep Learning Usage Using Prompt 1, we identified papers
employing DL methods within our candidate set of natural science
publications. Of the 6,956 candidate papers, 4,662 (66.96%) were
classified as utilizing DL methods. The earliest identified paper that
leverages DL was published in 2009 [8], however it was not until
2012 [68] when every year the number of DL leveraging papers
published increased. However, more non-DL leveraging papers are
published per year that DL leveraging papers as shown in Figure 4.
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Figure 4: Number of papers identified using deep learning
methods per year plotted against papers that do not use deep
learning methods. The earliest identified paper that uses
deep learning was published in 2009 [8], however it was not
until 2012 [68] that the number of papers leveraging deep
learning methods began increasing yearly.

When aggregated by field (Figure 5), we find that the three
fields with the largest volume of DL leveraging research are “Bio-
chemistry, Genetics and Molecular Biology” (3,579 papers), “Neuro-
science” (1,814 papers), and “Environmental Science” (1,355 papers).
While “Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular Biology” represents
the largest cumulative usage of deep learning methods, a longitu-
dinal review shows that “Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular
Biology” has also experienced the largest annual growth.



An Empirical Investigation of Pre-Trained Deep Learning Model Reuse in the Scientific Process

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
22

20
24

0

250

500

750

1,000

Pa
pe

r C
ou

nt

(A)

Biochemistry, Genetics and
Molecular Biology

DL Usage
No DL Usage

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
22

20
24

(B)
Neuroscience

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
22

20
24

(C)
Environmental Science

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
22

20
24

(D)

Agricultural and Biological
Sciences

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
22

20
24

Year

0

50

100

150

Pa
pe

r C
ou

nt

(E)
Earth and Planetary Sciences

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
22

20
24

Year

(F)
Physics and Astronomy

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
22

20
24

Year

(G)
Chemistry

20
12

20
14

20
16

20
18

20
20

20
22

20
24

Year

(H)
Immunology and Microbiology

Number Of Papers Using Deep Learning per Year
6,956 Papers Analyzed; 4,656 Papers Using Deep Learning
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4.3.2 PTM Reuse Using Prompt 2, we identified papers reusing
PTMs within our candidate set of DL using, natural science publica-
tions. Of the 4,662 papers leveraging deep learning methods, 1,837
(39.40%) were identified as reusing PTMs. The earliest identified
paper that reuses PTMs was published in 2009 [8], with substan-
tial uptake beginning around 2012 [68]. Similar to DL usage, there
are fewer papers published per year that reuse PTMs as shown
in Figure 6. The earliest identified paper that reuses PTMs was
published in 2009 [8]. When aggregated by field, we find that the
three fields with the largest volume of DL leveraging research
are “Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular Biology” (1,529 papers),

“Neuroscience” (624 papers), and “Agricultural and Biological Sci-
ences” (600 papers). While “Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular
Biology” represents the largest cumulative usage of PTM reuse,
a longitudinal review shows that it also has also experienced the
largest annual growth. We visualize the annual publication trends
for these specific fields in Figure 7.

4.3.3 PTM Reuse Paradigm Utilization Using Prompt 4, we identi-
fied PTM reuse patterns within our candidate set of PTM reusing,
natural science publications. Of the 1,837 papers reusing PTMs,
1,329 (70.29%) papers leveraged “adaptation”, 50 (70.29%) papers
leveraged “conceptual”, and 318 (70.29%) papers leveraged “deploy-
ment” PTM reuse patterns. The earliest identified paper that lever-
aged “adaptation” reuse was in 2009 [8], “conceptual” reuse was
in 2018 [16], and “deployment” reuse was in 2015 [7]. “Adaptation”
reuse has seen the largest amount of usage, followed by “deploy-
ment” and “conceptual” reuse as shown in Figure 8.

When aggregated by field and reuse pattern (Figure 9), we find
“Biochemistry, Genetics and Molecular Biology”, “Neuroscience”,
and “Agricultural and Biological Sciences” emerge as the primary
drivers of “adaptation” and “deployment” reuse patterns. How-
ever, “Environmental Science”, “Neuroscience”, and “Physics and
Astronomy” leverage “conceptual” reuse more than “Agricultural
and Biological Sciences”. While “Biochemistry, Genetics and Molec-
ular Biology” represents the largest cumulative usage of PTM reuse
patterns, longitudinal data shows all natural science fields have
increased “adaptation” reuse.

5 RQ2: PTM Integration In Scientific Processes
This section details our methodology for identifying what stages

of the scientific process are being augmented via PTM reuse within
natural science between January 1st, 2000 and December 31st, 2025.
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Adaptation reuse is the most common pattern and grows
steadily over time, while deployment reuse appears less fre-
quently and conceptual reuse remains relatively rare.

5.1 Methods
To identify how PTM reuse has augmented the scientific process
within natural sciences, we developed a pipeline designed to transi-
tion from specific identification of PTMs to the greater context in
which they are reused. First, we isolate sections of the prose specif-
ically mentioning PTMs as identified from our previous analysis
(Section 5.1.1). We subsequently employ a large language model to
map these isolated prose segments against a formalized taxonomy
of the scientific process (Section 5.1.2). This allows us to categorize

Table 3: Mapping of hypothetico-deductive (H-D) framework
stages to common structural elements of academic papers.

H-D Stage Paper Section

Observation Introduction
Hypothesis Methodology
Background Experimental Design

Test Results
Analysis Discussion

the specific functional role of each PTM utilization instance and de-
termine which scientific stage is being augmented by model reuse.
We report the methodology for each step in this section.

5.1.1 Isolation of PTM Reuse Prose To identify at what stage PTM
reuse is augmenting the scientific process, we first identify section’s
of a paper’s prose that specifically mention previously identified
PTMs ( Section 4.3.3). While our previous methods to extract PTM
model names and reuse patterns returned the most salient prose
to confirm the output, it did not return the section in which that
prose is located in. To remedy this, we parse the Markdown version
of the document for the PTM name, and return the content of a
section of the prose that reference the model.

5.1.2 Classification of Augmented Scientific Process To automat-
ically classify the stages of the scientific process have been aug-
mented by PTM reuse, we leverage the gpt-5.4-nano-2026-03-17
large language model with the same parameters outlined in Sec-
tion 4.1.3. As there is limited consensus as to what is the definitive
scientific method [30, 87] we label sections of prose under the
hypothetico-deductive (H-D) framework of scientific thought [29]:
• “Observation” of a natural phenomenon or a gap in empirical

data that requires analysis,
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Figure 9: Counts of PTM reuse patterns per year, 2012 to 2025. Adaptation reuse is the most common pattern and grows steadily
over time, while deployment reuse appears less frequently and conceptual reuse remains relatively rare.

• “Hypothesis” involving a PTM’s learned representations are
proposed to explain the observation,

• “Background” where the PTM is used to derive testable predic-
tions about unobserved natural states or experimental outcomes,

• “Test” which involves using a PTM to inference on experimental
data to derive new insights, and

• “Analysis” of whether the PTM’s outputs corroborate scientific
theory or provide a valid representation of the natural system.

We map this framework to common structural properties of aca-
demic papers in Table 3.

We utilized CO-STAR formatted system prompts [81] to en-
able gpt-5.4-nano-2026-03-17 to analyze the unstructuredMark-
down paper prose. To guide system prompt development, 20 LLM
responses were validated against manually annotated sections.
Prompts were modified until agreement reached 90%. Our Prompt
Example presents an example system prompt.

5.2 Data Analysis
To identify how PTM reuse patterns have impacted natural science,
we analyzed the trends in publications that reuse PTMs.We evaluate
these trends overall, annually, by discipline, and at the intersection
of field and year.

5.2.1 PTM Reuse Prose Classification Using Prompt 5, we identify
the specific stage of the scientific process where PTMs have made
an impact within our candidate set of PTM reusing, natural science
publications. Of the 1,837 papers reusing PTMs, 265 (14.42%) lever-
aged PTMs in the “Analysis” stage, 115 (6.26%) leveraged PTMs in
the “Background” stage, 5 (0.27%) papers leveraged PTMs in the
“Observation” stage, 55 (2.99%) leveraged PTMs in the “Hypothesis”
stage, and 1,123 (61.13%) leveraged PTMs in the “Test” stage.

The earliest identified paper that was impacted in the “Observa-
tion” stage was in 2022 [14], “Hypothesis” stage was in 2015 [6],
“Background” stage was in 2018 [88], “Test” stage was in 2009 [8],

and “Analysis” stage was in 2016 [10]. The “Test” stage has seen
the most PTM impact by volume, followed by the “Analysis” and
“Background” stages as shown in Figure 10.

6 Discussion
This study examines how natural scientists integrate pre-trained
deep learning models (PTMs) into their scientific workflows to
facilitate data driven discovery. We present a qualitative analysis
of 17,718 peer reviewed, open access papers in biology, chemistry,
physics, and environmental science published in BMJ, F1000, Fron-
tiersIn, and PLOS since January 1st, 2000 to December 31st, 2025.
This dataset serves as a proxy for evaluating the current landscape
of PTM reuse across the scientific community.

6.1 Implications For Science

PTM Supply Chain Enabling “Adaptation” Reuse The findings
in Section 4 suggest a few notable patterns regarding PTM adop-
tion in the natural sciences. First, there is a visible increase in deep
learning (DL) and PTM reuse, particularly within “Biochemistry,
Genetics and Molecular Biology” (Figures 5 and 7). Second, the data
shows that the “adaptation” pattern is used more frequently than
“deployment” or “conceptual” reuse (Figure 8). By utilizing “adapta-
tion”, researchers are able to lower the technical and computational
barriers typically associated with DL methods.

Given the prevalence of the PTM “adaptation” reuse pattern, we
posit that scientists leverage this approach to realize the benefits of
DL methodologies without incurring the prohibitive financial and
computational costs of training models from scratch. In this capac-
ity, PTMs serve as reusable scientific infrastructure that minimizes
the need for domain specific specialization. The broader impact is a
shift away from training DL models per project, towards the greater
integration of existing PTM supply chains into natural science.
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Figure 10: Scientific workflow stages impacted by PTM reuse per year, 2017-2025. Panels (A)-(E) show yearly counts of PTM
use across different stages of the scientific process: test, analysis, background, hypothesis, and observation. PTM reuse most
frequently appears in the testing stage of scientific workflows, with comparatively fewer instances in other stages.

Limited PTM Integration in Scientific Processes As detailed
in Section 5, PTM integration is concentrated within the “Test”
stage of the scientific process (Figure 10). This concentration sug-
gests that PTMs are currently utilized as evaluative or benchmark-
ing instruments rather than as foundational components of early
stage experimental design. Furthermore, the limited reuse of PTMs
in other stages of the scientific process implies the existence of
persistent integration barriers1, highlighting a potential missed
opportunity to leverage PTMs earlier in the scientific process2.

To address this missed opportunity, future research must pri-
oritize the expansion of PTM utility across the broader scientific
process. By limiting PTM usage to data evaluation, researchers may
be overlooking a significant opportunity to leverage these models
during the formative stages of inquiry, such as hypothesis genera-
tion or experimental modeling. By shifting the focus toward these
earlier stages, the scientific community can move toward a more
holistic integration of PTMs.

6.2 Future Directions
Future work will first expand this analysis beyond natural science to
a broader range of scientific disciplines, allowing us to determine if
common PTM reuse patterns emerge across fields. Next, we aim to
investigate the technical implementation of PTMs within scientific
software by analyzing how researchers integrate PTMs into their
code will to reveal whether models serve as drivers of scientific
reasoning or merely as data automation tools, helping establish
frameworks for reproducible model reuse.

We recommend the study of agentic scientific workflows. The
agentic reuse pattern can redefine scientific inquiry through human-
AI collaboration and AI-only discovery [2, 22, 40]. The community
needs careful measurement of how embedding agentic systems
within scientific workflows reshapes experimental design, valida-
tion, and knowledge production while upholding scientific rigor.
This pattern is difficult to observe with our bibliographic approach;
human-factors methods seem needed.

7 Threats To Validity
Several threats to validity may affect our measurements, causal
relationships, and generalizability.

1From anecdotal conversations with scientists, scientists are hesitant to reuse them
due to their inherit biases from training.
2It is also possible that PTMs are used elsewhere in the process but not disclosed, e.g,
through undocumented use of LLMs in study design.

Regarding construct validity, misclassifications from OpenAlex’s
deep-learning-based topic assignments may affect paper selection.
Furthermore, reporting bias and varied methodological descriptions
in academic prose may cause us to miss potential PTM and deep
learning reuse candidates. In operationalizing these constructs, we
used large language models, which entail hallucination risks and
the possibility of classification errors.3 Mitigations are detailed
in Section 4.2. Also note that our methodology relies on keyword
searches which may inadvertently exclude valid candidate papers.

Internal validity threats include potential reverse causality, where
PTM reuse may drive deep learning adoption rather than vice versa.
Additionally, confounding factors—such as increased GPU avail-
ability, lower financial and technical barriers, and maturing library
support—could further drive this trend.

Lastly, external validity is threatened by our selection of journals.
Though we deliberately used megajournals to cover the natural
sciences broadly, trends may be different in different scientific com-
munities bound by language (e.g., China).

8 Conclusion
To our knowledge, this work presents the first empirical study of
pre-trained deep learning model (PTM) reuse patterns within the
natural sciences. By examining how scientists reuse PTMs and
report how they reused them, we characterize the impact that PTM
reuse patterns have made on the scientific process. Our findings
highlight the increasing adoption of PTM reuse, the dominance of
the “adaptation” reuse pattern, and the primary use-case of PTMs
within the scientific process — in the “testing” stage. Collectively,
these findings highlight a maturing pattern of PTM integration
within the natural sciences characterized by adaptation focused
reuse and downstream evaluative application.
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