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Abstract

Recent advances in text-to-image diffusion models enable
high-fidelity generation across diverse prompts. However,
these models falter in long-tail settings, such as medical
imaging, where rare pathologies comprise a small fraction
of data. This results in mode collapse: tail-class outputs
lack quality and diversity, undermining the goal of synthetic
data augmentation for underrepresented conditions. We
pinpoint gradient conflicts between frequent head and rare
tail classes as the primary culprit, a factor unaddressed by
existing sampling or conditioning methods that mainly steer
inference without altering the learned distribution. To re-
solve this, we propose GRASP: Guided Residual Adapters
with Sample-wise Partitioning. GRASP uses external priors
to statically partition samples into clusters that minimize
intra-group gradient clashes. It then fine-tunes pre-trained
models by injecting cluster-specific residual adapters into
transformer feedforward layers, bypassing learned gating
for stability and efficiency. On the long-tail MIMIC-CXR-
LT dataset, GRASP yields superior FID and diversity met-
rics, especially for rare classes, outperforming baselines
like vanilla fine-tuning and Mixture of Experts variants.
Downstream classification on NIH-CXR-LT improves con-
siderably for tail labels. Generalization to ImageNet-LT
confirms broad applicability. Our method is lightweight,
scalable, and readily integrates with diffusion pipelines.

1. Introduction

Text-to-image diffusion models have transformed visual
generation by enabling controllable and photorealistic syn-
thesis at scale. Yet, their performance degrades markedly
in long-tail distributions, where rare classes dominate real-
world scenarios, like medical imaging. In such settings,
models prioritize frequent head classes, leading to mode
collapse in tail classes: generated images for rare patholo-
gies exhibit poor fidelity and severely limited diversity. The
result is a systematic collapse of diversity in rare conditions,
which limits the potential of synthetic data augmentation
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Figure 1. Our proposed method uses parallel GRASP adapters to
lessen the impact of gradient conflicts when training a diffusion
transformer. This enables the model to generate images of higher
quality and diversity, in particular for rare classes.

and undermines downstream robustness. This hampers crit-
ical applications, such as augmenting datasets for underrep-
resented diseases, where diverse, high-quality synthetics are
essential for robust training.

Prior efforts to mitigate this focus on post-hoc sam-
pling strategies that guide inference toward underrepre-
sented modes [25, 31, 33, 34]. While effective for ex-
ploration, these techniques leave the underlying distribu-
tion unchanged, failing to prevent conditional mode col-
lapse during training [1]. Recent diversity enhancements in
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diffusion models [3, 23, 38] improve overall coverage but
overlook the core issue: gradient conflicts between head
and tail classes. Analyses in classification and language
tasks reveal that mismatched gradient norms and directions,
coupled with noisy tail-class signals, disrupt optimization
in imbalanced data [4, 7]. Surprisingly, this fundamental
challenge remains unaddressed in generative long-tail set-
tings, where tail-class underrepresentation exacerbates dis-
tribution shifts.

We bridge this gap with GRASP: Guided Residual
Adapters with Sample-wise Partitioning. As displayed in
Figure 1, GRASP imposes a static external prior to partition
training samples into semantically coherent clusters (e.g.,
head, medium, tail and healthy via labels or text embed-
dings), isolating gradient updates to minimize intra-cluster
conflicts. During fine-tuning of a frozen pre-trained back-
bone, cluster-specific residual adapters (lightweight non-
linear skips inserted into feedforward layers) enable tar-
geted refinement without learned routing. This preserves
the original generation objective while enhancing stability
and efficiency.

Our approach delivers clear and consistent improve-
ments across challenging long-tail benchmarks.  On
MIMIC-CXR-LT, GRASP reduces overall FID by up to
80% and increases tail-class diversity metrics such as cov-
erage by up to 44% compared to state-of-the-art baselines.
When GRASP-generated images are used for downstream
classification on NIH-CXR-LT, the F1-score for rare labels
improves by up to 6 percentage points. Extensive abla-
tions confirm that both the sample-wise partitioning and the
residual adapter design are essential to these gains. Impor-
tantly, the benefits extend beyond medical imaging: results
on ImageNet-LT demonstrate that GRASP generalizes to
broad long-tail generation tasks. In summary, our contri-
butions are:

* We introduce the first method that directly mitigates gra-
dient conflicts in long-tail text-to-image training through
prior-guided sample partitioning, addressing mode col-
lapse at its origin.

* We present GRASP, a lightweight and routing-free resid-
val adapter framework that fine-tunes diffusion trans-
formers for balanced, high-fidelity, and diverse synthesis
in imbalanced domains.

e We provide comprehensive validation across medi-
cal MIMIC-CXR-LT and NIH-CXR-LT) and general
(ImageNet-LT) benchmarks, showing substantial gains in
visual quality, diversity, and downstream utility.

2. Related Work

Conditional guidance in diffusion models. We intro-
duce a sample-wise prior during training, conceptually re-
lated to conditional guidance that biases generation toward
class or text priors. Class- and text-conditioning are stan-

dard in diffusion models, typically realized via Classifier-
Free Guidance (CFG) [2, 11, 30]. Prior methods mainly
steer inference through external guidance without mod-
ifying the learned distribution [23, 25, 31, 33, 34, 38].
Recent training-time techniques directly address long-tail
imbalance: Contrastive Conditional-Unconditional Align-
ment (CCUA) aligns conditional and unconditional objec-
tives to transfer knowledge from head to tail classes [20],
while Generative Active Learning performs failure-aware
on-policy augmentation via controllable diffusion [28]. In
contrast, GRASP isolates conflicting gradients architec-
turally rather than aligning them, using a static, prior-guided
partition that integrates seamlessly with CFG, as verified in
our experiments.

Mixture-of-Experts. Expert layers expand model capacity
by sparsifying computation through a gating function [32].
For long-tail learning, Cluster-Guided Sparse Experts con-
dition routing on feature centroids [4], Meta-Experts as-
sign head/medium/tail samples via a feature-based mod-
ule [13], and hypernetwork-generated experts adapt to test-
time distributions [39]. Another family replaces dense
layers with adapter-based experts using LoRA [14], such
as Mixture of LoRA Experts [16], ensembles of low-
rank adapters [19], and cluster-conditional variants like
MOoCLE [9]. Within diffusion transformers, MoE exten-
sions have achieved state-of-the-art scaling: RAPHAEL
stacks diffusion paths for large text-to-image models [36],
Dense2MOoE converts dense FLUX transformers into sparse
experts [40], and DiffPruning forms timestep-specific ex-
perts [8]. ProMoE [6] further introduces semantic super-
class partitions with explicit routing losses. GRASP ad-
vances this paradigm: when strong priors exist, learned
routing becomes unnecessary. Our static, prior-guided mul-
tiplexer replaces the gating network entirely, specializing
experts by data partition instead of token or timestep, re-
ducing complexity and stabilizing training while remaining
fully compatible with existing conditioning schemes.

Generative models for long-tail medical imaging. Re-
cent work targets rare pathology synthesis and class imbal-
ance in medical diffusion. Text-guided latent diffusion im-
proves disease classification in pediatric chest X-rays [29],
while feature-space augmentation with sparse latent mix-
ing enhances minority coverage [5]. Lesion-focused objec-
tives in LeFusion enable controllable pathology synthesis
under extreme imbalance [37], and causal disentanglement
of structure and pathology yields more robust long-tail gen-
eration [24]. Unlike these task-specific models that alter dif-
fusion objectives or latent factorization, GRASP introduces
a general architectural fine-tuning mechanism that mitigates
tail-class collapse at its optimization origin through prior-
guided expert isolation, validated on both medical (MIMIC-
CXR-LT) and general (ImageNet-LT) domains.
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Figure 2. Overview of the GRASP architecture: a) We want to minimize gradient conflicts during training partitioning the samples into
subsets with aligned gradient directions. b) Based on this partitioning, we deterministically route samples to their designated expert, while

keeping the base model frozen.

3. Method

Sample-wise Partitioning. As illustrated in Figure 2a, our
objective is to construct a partitioning function 7 : X —
{1,..., K} that assigns each training sample z; to one of
K expert subsets such that the expected pairwise gradient
conflict within each subset is minimized:

T = arg mgnEiJN,rq(k,) [1 —cos(VoL(x;), Vgﬁ(xj))],
ey
where £ denotes the per-sample loss and VyL(x;) its gra-
dient with respect to model parameters 6. Equation | for-
malizes our central principle: samples whose gradients are
directionally aligned should be optimized together, while
conflicting ones should be separated across experts.

A direct realization of Eq. | would require explicit gra-
dient computation for every sample at each iteration, fol-
lowed by online clustering in gradient space. Such a strat-
egy, although conceptually optimal, is computationally in-
tractable for high-dimensional diffusion transformers, as
gradient vectors evolve rapidly and layer-wise projections
or approximations incur prohibitive overhead.

To obtain a tractable surrogate, we approximate gra-
dient similarity via a semantic proxy. Let f(x;) repre-
sent a semantic feature embedding that captures the high-
level structure to be generated (e.g., anatomical or tex-
tual content). Assuming that semantically similar samples
yield correlated gradients, i.e. cos(VgL(z;), VoL(x;))
cos(f(z;), f(x;)), we relax Eq. 1 to

T & argmgnEiJNﬂq(k) [1—cos(f(z), f(z;))]. @

This approximation transforms the intractable gradient-
space optimization into a low-cost clustering problem in se-
mantic space.

In text-to-image diffusion, explicit image features f(x;)
are unavailable prior to generation. We therefore use dataset
priors as external surrogates for f(x;). Specifically, we ex-
ploit label semantics as a discrete embedding space ¢(z;)
and define

f(@i) = o(U(x)), 3)

where ¢(-) maps labels to semantic vector representations.
This yields a stable, prior-guided static partition 7, that
requires no online recomputation and reflects the intrinsic
long-tail structure of the dataset.

A straightforward partitioning approach is to distribute
samples into K = 3 balanced semantic clusters correspond-
ing to head, medium, and tail frequency regimes, follow-
ing established heuristics [13, 39]. Medical imaging fur-
ther offers a domain-specific inductive bias: a natural di-
chotomy between normal and pathological samples. We
therefore introduce an additional cluster mheainy to MIMIC-
CXR-LT [12], containing all healthy cases, yielding a four-
expert configuration that explicitly disentangles normative
and abnormal anatomical distributions. This domain-aware
extension is a key novelty of our approach, as it formalizes a
biologically meaningful proxy for gradient alignment while
remaining computationally negligible.

While label-based partitioning provides a coarse yet in-
terpretable structure, it ignores intra-label semantic dis-
tances. To refine cluster cohesion, we extend our approach
with text-embedding features: f(z;) = (t;),where t; is
the paired textual prompt and () denotes the frozen text
encoder of the diffusion backbone. We then compute Ty,
by minimizing Eq. 2 using bisecting K -means on {f(z;)},
preserving the four-expert configuration (K = 4). Figure 3
visualizes the resulting cluster compositions for both label-
and text-based strategies.



For ImageNet-LT, where 1,000 unique labels render 7,

infeasible, we rely solely on text-embedding clustering,
demonstrating that our approach generalizes naturally be-
yond medical domains.
Guided Residual Adapters. Given the static partitioning
function m : X — {1,..., K} defined above, we now con-
dition the model architecture on these partitions via guided
residual adapters. Unlike conventional MoE approaches
that employ a learned gating function g(z;) to assign tokens
or samples to experts [4, 32], our design eliminates gating
entirely. Instead, each sample z; is deterministically routed
to a fixed expert F(,,) according to its partition label. This
removes the stochasticity and instability of soft routing.

The hidden representation at transformer block [ is de-
noted by h; € RY, and the corresponding base FeedFor-
ward transformation is F;(h;). We augment this block with
a residual adapter Ay ; that is specific to expert k = 7(z;).
The layer output for a given sample z; thus becomes

hivr = Fi(hy) + Ar ey, (he), “4)

where Ar(,,), represents the guided residual adapter as-
sociated with the expert selected by the static prior. This
residual formulation allows the model to specialize adapter
weights per expert while preserving a shared backbone for
generalization. Each adapter is parameterized as a two-
layer transformation:

Aa(h) = Wi o (Wh) . )
where o(-) denotes a non-linearity and (ng,ll)’ WIEQZ)) are
the down- and up-projection matrices for expert k at block
l. In contrast to low-rank or bottleneck configurations such
as LoRA [14], we do not enforce strong dimensionality re-
duction:

W) eRIxd wE e R d ~dord > d.

This design choice stabilizes fine-tuning across large do-
main gaps particularly between natural and medical im-
agery and prevents loss of feature capacity in domain-
specific subspaces. We empirically trade off adapter width
d’ against the number of attached layers: either using a
small number of large adapters (d’ > d) attached to later
blocks, or lightweight adapters (d’ < d) attached to all lay-
ers.

Our generative backbone follows the state-of-the-art
Flux diffusion transformer architecture [21, 25], composed
of L = 57 transformer blocks, including 19 dual-stream and
38 single-stream blocks. Each dual block jointly processes
text features z; and image features z; via cross-attention:

2l = MSA(z;) + CA(z;, 1), 2y = MSA(z),
followed by independent FeedForward projections:

(141) _ FZ(Z/)7 Z£l+1) _ Ft(zg)

[ 7

zZ

Single-stream blocks omit text conditioning and rely solely
on self-attention and linear projection of the image stream.

Because the dual blocks mediate multi-modal fusion,
they serve as natural attachment points for our guided
adapters. We thus instantiate Ay ; within the FeedForward
submodules of later dual transformer blocks—where se-
mantic alignment between modalities is strongest—or uni-
formly across all blocks to study the trade-off between ex-
pressiveness and efficiency. For ablation, we also mirror
this configuration in the up- and down-projection layers
of single-stream blocks, enabling a systematic analysis of
adapter placement.

Our design constitutes a new class of routing-free, prior-
guided residual experts. Equations 4-5 define a determin-
istic mapping from semantic partitions to expert adapters,
eliminating gating uncertainty and reducing training vari-
ance. This preserves the interpretability of expert special-
ization while maintaining the computational simplicity of
standard diffusion transformers.
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Figure 3. Composition of the partitioning based on labels (top)
compared to the partitioning based on text clusters (bottom).

4. Experiments

Datasets. Motivated by our central goal of enabling more
diverse and faithful image generation in medical imaging,
we adopt MIMIC-CXR-LT [12] as our primary benchmark.
This dataset extends the large-scale MIMIC-CXR collec-
tion [17] by introducing additional rare disease categories
and constructing single-label splits to emphasize long-tail
behavior. The resulting distribution poses a realistic chal-
lenge for generative modeling, capturing the severe fre-
quency imbalance observed in real clinical data. We fol-
low the official MIMIC-CXR-LT protocol, using 87,493
training samples to train our text-to-image diffusion model
and 20,279 test-set prompts to generate synthetic images



Table 1. Class compositions of the MIMIC-CXR-LT [12] train and
test splits.

Label Train Count  Test Count
No Finding 53260 13987
Lung Opacity 7927 2108
Cardiomegaly 5113 1491
Atelectasis 4539 1117
Pleural Effusion 3832 1058
Support Devices 3279 964
Edema 2395 660
Pneumonia 2195 632
Pneumothorax 1172 323
Lung Lesion 1036 243
Fracture 791 239
Enlarged Cardiomediastinum 638 193
Consolidation 609 191
Pleural Other 254 69
Calcification of the Aorta 207 75
Tortuous Aorta 175 86
Pneumoperitoneum 32 35
Subcutaneous Emphysema 27 43
Pneumomediastinum 12 36

for evaluation. Both splits exhibit similar long-tailed char-
acteristics, enabling consistent assessment of performance
across head and tail classes. The detailed label statistics are
summarized in Table 1.

Likewise, we base the evaluation of the classifier in our
downstream task on NIH-CXR-LT [12]. This chest X-ray
dataset is a split of ChestXray14 [35] with additional long-
tail classes added. For evaluation, we take the proposed test
split and filter any labels that are not part of MIMIC-CXR-
LT, resulting in 16,506 samples.

To show the generalizability of our method, we con-

duct further experiments on the widely used Imagenet-
LT [22] dataset. This allows us to verify our approach on a
domain-unspecific long-tail setting. The train split consists
of 115,846 image-label pairs, while the test split consists of
50,000 pairs.
Metrics. For the image generation, we want to reliably as-
sess both the quality and diversity of the generated samples.
To quantify the quality of the synthetic images, we utilize
the common metrics Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) [10].
To assess the diversity of our generated samples, we employ
Coverage [26], which is generally more robust to outliers
than Improved Recall [18]. Given real features ®,. and gen-
erated features ®,, the k-NearestNeighbours (kNN) radius
around a sample x of ® is defined as

pa(z) = ||z = NNy(z; @\ {z})],

with the function indicating that x is within a kNN ball be-

ing defined as
fl@,®) =13y e ®: [lz—y| < pa(y)]-

Based on this, Coverage estimates the fraction of real sam-
ples whose neighborhood contains at least one generated
sample

N

1 i j i
Cov = i ijaxl[”sop - 805(;])” < Pr(@g))]'
i=1

Since diversity is our primary concern, we report an addi-
tional robust diversity metric, called the adjusted Image Re-
trieval Score (IRS) [3]. For each image, this intuitive metric
tries to retrieve the closest image in the training and test
datasets, estimating which percentage of the datasets the
synthetic images cover. The adjusted score is the test score
normalized by the train score, which results in a metric that
does not reward memorization, while keeping in mind the
maximum possible coverage.

All image generation metrics are computed for a

domain-specific DenseNet121 [15] as a feature extractor,
which aligns with our downstream task and provides in-
sights into radiographic properties of the generated images.
For broader comparability, we also report features com-
puted by the well-studied feature extractor DINOv2 [27],
giving us insights into domain-unspecific features of our
synthetic dataset. To gain robust estimates of our metrics,
we generate 50,000 samples with resolution 1024 x 1024
per model and training seed. For the evaluation of the clas-
sifier in the downstream task, we report the per-label results
for the F1-score.
Implementation Details & Computation Time. The ex-
periments were conducted using a checkpoint' of the state-
of-the art text-to-image foundation model Flux. Flux is
a multimodal diffusion transformer trained via the flow-
matching objective.

Since this base model was trained using CFG, we also
performed our training and sampling with CFG enabled,
using a moderate scale value of five. For each model, we
fine-tuned the base Flux model for 10,000 steps, using an
immediate batch size of eight. Each training run was con-
ducted on eight NVIDIA H100 GPUs. Training a single
model takes around 30 hours for full fine-tuning, and around
7-12 hours for the adapters, depending on the configuration.

For the MoCLE baseline, we used the same partitions
and number of experts as in our own results. Using their
best reported configuration, we kept the LoRA rank at 16.

Generating the synthetic training dataset for the classi-
fier using a single diffusion model seed takes around 12
hours on eight NVIDIA H100 GPUs. Computing the fea-
tures and metrics takes around 2 hours per model seed. The

Ihttps://huggingface.co/black-forest-labs/FLUX.
l1-dev
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DenseNet-121 classifier in the downstream task was trained
for 100 epochs using three seeds on each of the three seeded
synthetic datasets, yielding nine runs per configuration.
Image Metrics Results. To evaluate chest X-ray image
quality and diversity metrics, we consider features com-
puted by a domain-specific feature encoder (Table 2), as
well as domain-unspecific features (Table 3). Both tables
show that using an adapter-based approach produces bet-
ter results in terms of all metrics compared to full fine-
tuning. However, while a learned gating function (Mo-
CLE) or using a generic sequential adapter architecture
(Label-all-512d(*)) improves on the full fine-tuning base-
lines, they produce considerably weaker results than our
GRASP adapters. In Table 2, the low-dimensional, all-
layers adapter yields the most uniform gains and the best
global FID. Meanwhile, relying on high-dim, last-layer
adapters is slightly worse in the overall metrics, but can
often outperform their counterparts on some labels, such
as Atelectasis, Edema, or Lung Opacity. In the domain-
unspecific results in Table 3, the high-dimensional, last-
layers GRASP adapter clearly outperforms the other ap-
proaches. However, the low-dimensional, all-layers ap-
proach is still competitive in some labels.

On ImageNet-LT, DINOvV2 results again favor the high-
dimensional GRASP adapter, which achieves the strongest
overall performance. Although MoCLE performs poorly
on MIMIC-CXR-LT, it attains performance comparable to
GRASP on ImageNet-LT, indicating it can be competitive
on some datasets. We omit the macro average since the
computations fail due to the small class sizes.

In summary, GRASP adapters outperform the baselines
in most metrics, in particular in rare labels such as Pneu-
moperitoneum, which exhibit huge coverage and IRS peaks,
indicating that our GRASP adapters considerably help in
long-tail diversity. Using the all-labels approach seems to
be slightly more faithful in terms of medical soundness, at
the cost of a generally worse image generation.
Downstream Classification Task. Table 4 shows the
classification performance of the Densenet-121 classifier in
our single-label prediction task. The results are averaged
across the three synthetic dataset seeds and the three classi-
fier seeds, meaning each mean is calculated over nine runs.
Due to the large imbalance in the data, the classification
task is considerably difficult. This is evident in the results:
the dominating class No Finding is the only class that can
be predicted accurately, while most other classes have an
F1-score of zero. This is in particular true for the full fine-
tuning baselines, as well as the sequential adapter baseline,
which manage to learn the dominating class very well, but
have zero correct predictions for any other class. Mean-
while, the learned MoCLE adapters show a slightly broader
range, gaining at least an average of 1.2% on Edema.

However, this fact is not only true for the synthetic

datasets: even when training on the real chest X-ray images,
apart from Pleural Effusion and Edema, only the dominant
class can be learned. This shows that the main issue lies in
the difficulty of the classifier task and is not inherent to the
synthetic data. Notably, this is the case despite the synthetic
datasets being generated from the exact impressions of the
real chest X-ray images. Therefore, they are supposed to
cover roughly the same distribution.

The GRASP adapters have by far the highest versatility
of the tested models, being able obtain correct predictions
for nine out of the thirteen classes. The classes, the GRASP
adapters did not manage to cover, all belong to the far end of
the long-tail (see Table 1), with each of them only compris-
ing of a couple of examples, making these especially hard
to learn. However, the gains are small, and come at the cost
of a lower head class performance.

Nonetheless, the GRASP adapters enable the classifica-
tion model to achieve by far the highest overall F1-scores
by label. They manage to produce roughly the same macro
average as the real chest X-ray images, while being able to
predict nine out of thirteen classes, instead of only three.
Due to this reason, we see promise in the GRASP adapters
in helping to create synthetic datasets that might help in
such complex downstream tasks.

Impact of Partitioning & Resampling. To investi-
gate whether our model can benefit from introducing re-
sampling, we implement a simple resampling technique in
which three items in the batch are resampled from the expert
clusters in a round-robin manner, giving priority to experts
with the least number of samples assigned to them. This
way, we can guarantee that every expert has at least one
sample per training step. We investigate the effect of resam-
pling for both the label-wise and K-means partitions. As
demonstrated in Table 5, using K-means clustering instead
of our naive label-wise partitioning yields slightly lower re-
sults. However, the delta is very small, which would hint at
the GRASP adapters exhibiting some robustness against the
choice of sample partitioning. Table 5 further shows that
resampling gives a small boost in overall diversity, with-
out changing the overall quality. Additionally, resampling
means that no unused parameters exist, which is suitable
for optimizing gradient computation. Therefore, we recom-
mend combining it with the adapters, despite us not using it
in our main results to keep our adapters simple.

Expert Utilization & Difference between Experts. An
important question is whether the observed performance
gain truly arises from expert specialization, or whether it
is primarily driven by another underlying mechanism. Fig-
ure 4 (a) shows the degree of specialization in terms of
label-wise diversity of each expert. Expert 3, which was
only trained on the No Finding label, shows worse perfor-
mance in almost all labels, except its target label, compared
to the other three mixed experts. This is an intuitive result,



Table 2. CXR Features: Per-label Coverage (Cov.) 1, IRS 7, and FID | across models. Baseline results are shown for full fine-tuning
(Full-class and Full-text-class), training using a single expert consisting of adapters with a hidden dimension of 512 attached to all diffusion
blocks (Label-all-512d(*)), and MoCLE [9]. We report our results for low-dimensional adapter attached to all layers and high-dimensional

adapters attached to the last few layers.

Baselines Ours

Label Full-class Full-text-class MoCLE [9] Label-all(*)-512d Label-all-512d Label-all-16d Label-4-4096d

Cov.T IRST FID| Cov.7 IRS{ FID| Cov.T IRST FID| Cov.f IRST FID| Cov.f IRST FID|, Cov.t IRST FID| Cov.{ IRST FID|
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Pleural Other Adros 0659  Alpo 65503 08to1  lpor 83pos  ldeoz 0820 T2:o1 16po2 .06p0  95p03  Bros  03c01 1.000 3208 02p0  1.0cor Bras 0249
Pneumonia Bhros 130 .l 64pos ATeor 0901 TTeo2 26601 070 T6ioe 32003 0Beor .92e0  BBroe 02001 95102 6ligz  .0lig  95:g1  53pgs Olig
Pneumothorax B3%o06 080 26101 53poz deo 23t01 5%o2  ATeo A8t 64n0z I8t 1Bror T8to2 33ko2 Jlror 890 4lioa 07ion  83tos 3Tros 08:p
Support Devices 6lios  Alig 0901 7hros 150 08:01 971 Alpg 0300 98:01  Adios 02001 99:01 63104 Ol 98po1 5801 0l 990 591 Olig
Pneumoperitoneum  8c1  33tos  lior 851z 35mes  lees  1.0s0 .6ligg  Odier  1.0to  56eo 030 1.0so  .84ior 020 1.0so T3 020 1.0s0  Teos  .Olig
Pneumomediastinum  .97.0 78405 050 .96roa .75po7 0501 1.000  86r0a 0501 1.000 9210 050 1.0:0  58ior 0501 8uus Bpo 0550 Teos ATeos O07pon
Subcut. Emphysema  .4liyz 19001 37eor  57eos 2803 3beoz Teoz  A3cor 2o Tleor  ABoo  2t0r Theor  Bhros  A7wo 9lior  5Tios  1lior 840 Slige  13io
Tortuous Aorta Blor A8to2 .05:0 92:02 27wez 0301 9% o 43t0s 0350 9503 Slioz 0250 100 Bligg 0o 95p03  Biia Oleo 9Teos 63n0s Olso
Calc. of the Aorta Mooz Aleor 08t T6ros  15eon 07eo0 92003 3roa 06i0  95e02  Bros 04 1.0on 6515 020 9% 02 T3iog 020 92i02  Bros 02c0
All labels Bheor lso o 06z01 65201 16por 05eor Bdior 32eor 0dmo 8601 33mo2 03t0 9xor 3dsor 02p0 940 Bro Olso  92:01  Aleor 025
Macro Avg 62016 A7p16 ddenn Teis o 2015 1201 85ii2 35p17 09%07  85iip BTeir OTor 921 53i17 05kgs 92:09 56112 .04pos  9lig 5201 0dpos

Table 3. DINOvV2: Features: Per-label Coverage (Cov.) 1, IRS 1, and FID | across models. Baseline results are shown for full fine-tuning
(Full-class and Full-text-class), training using a single expert consisting of adapters with a hidden dimension of 512 attached to all diffusion
blocks (Label-all-512d(*)), and MoCLE [9]. We report our results for low-dimensional adapter attached to all layers and high-dimensional
adapters attached to the last few layers. Note that for Imagenet-LT, we only have one full fine-tuning baseline, since there are no captions.

MIMIC-CXR-LT Imagenet-LT
All labels Macro Avg All labels
Method Cov.7 IRS? FID| Cov.© IRS? FID| Cov.T IRST FID
@ Full-class Olj:o 08:l:01 1066_1:142 07:‘:05 22_.]:11 1455:I:285 71:|._01 76__1._01 1551j:55
% Full-text-class .02i.01 .12t02 88.3jj2_6 .11:t07 27:t 14 1283}291 71i01 76i01 1551i55
£ MoCLE [9] 0249 130 87.51 43 d50q91 29044 123.0499.2 275 Ty 109.44
~ Label-all-512d(*) OZiO 15;;:01 809i42 14:t1 34:t 17 1199:532 57:t0 39j:0 24994&4
@ Label-all-512d .02 .17:|:0 76.@:54 '17i.12 37j: 17 1154ﬂ:392 .67j:07 70409 16441602
;5 Label-all-16d Olj:() 17:|:0 914j:16 125_41 3&:17 1506i762 7010 8110 132?&22
© Label-4-4096d 035;0 19j:0 6735-‘16 23j:16 39:|:18 10771333 7510 80i01 109411

since it implies that that the pureness of the partition affects
the specificity of an expert. There are also some other vis-
ible signs of a relationship between partition composition
and expert performance. For example, Expert O performs
the best for Enlarged Mediastinum and Fracture, and its
cluster indeed has by far the largest share of these labels. In
a similar vein, Expert 1 consists mostly of the Lung Opac-
ity label, which results in this being the only label where the
expert performs best, just to name a few examples. While
a clear trend for this relationship between cluster composi-
tion and performance is visible, there also exist some out-
liers, such as Expert 3 performing better for Edema than
Expert 0, despite their cluster compositions suggesting the
contrary. We suspect the main reason for some noise be-
ing present is the specific composition of labels potentially
being helpful for generalizability, or still causing gradient

conflicts. Additionally, the labels are not perfectly accurate
in all cases, which might introduce some noise.

Table 6 shows expert utilization based on the type of
cluster and whether resampling was used. Although the
label-based cluster without resampling has a highly imbal-
anced utilization distribution compared to the experts based
on K-means clusters, it still manages to outperform it. This
implies that the quality of the clusters has a higher impact
on performance than raw expert utilization. However, we
can see a measurable impact of utilization on model perfor-
mance when comparing resampling with non-resampling as
shown in Figure 4 (b). As expected, Expert 3, which loses
utilization share, becomes strictly worse performance-wise,
while the other experts receive performance boosts. How-
ever, this does not mean we have a guaranteed improvement
in the other experts for each label, since some labels such as



Table 4. This table shows for our DenseNet-121 classifier the per-label F1 (mean=+sd) across our generated chest X-ray datasets. The last
four classes consist of almost no samples, which is why the classifier was unable to learn them, resulting in the last four rows being all

Zeros.
Real Baselines Ours

Label Real Full-class Full-text-class MoCLE Label-all-512d(x) Label-all-16d Label-all-512d Label-4-4096d
No Finding 881002 8821000 -8824 000 .8811001 -8824¢ 000 .868+ 004 8724+ 005 .8484 019
Pleural Effusion .130:(:111 .0003;000 .0003;000 .0043:005 ‘000;{:000 .052}4)11 .023;{:003 ~08%065
Edema 011011 -000£000 .000000 0124011 .000% 000 .0324+ 004 061028 .044+ 031
Atelectasis .000£000  -000£000 -000+ 000 .000% 000 -000% 000 .016+011 -004+ 007 0224014
Cardiomegaly 000000 -000x000 -0004 000 -0004 000 -000+000 -003£004 0124007 .0204007
Consolidation .000;{;000 .0001:000 .000;{:000 ‘000:(:000 .000;(:000 .014:|:014 ‘002i002 .01%017
Pneumonia .000£000  -000£000 -000+ 000 -000000 -000£ 000 007+ 008 .004+ 008 007011
Pneumothorax -000£000  -000£000 -0004 000 -0004 001 -000% 000 .004+ 005 .003+ 002 007+ 009
Subcut. Ernphysema .000;(;0()0 .0001:000 .0()01:000 ‘000;{:000 .(]O(lj:oog .0(]4j:007 .0043;007 .[)00;(:000
Calc. of the Aorta .000£000  -000£000 .000+000 -000000 -000£ 000 .000£ 000 .000000 .000 000
Pneumomediastinum  .000£000  -000%000 .000+ 000 -0004000 -000% 000 -000+ 000 .0004000 -000% 000
Pneumoperitoneum .OOO}JOOO .0003; 000 .000}‘000 .OOQt 000 .00@;000 .000},000 .00@: 000 .000},000
Tortuous Aorta .000£000  -000£000 .000000 .000+000 .000£ 000 .000 000 .000+000 .000 000
Macro Avg 0792244 .068£245 0684245 0691244 0684245 0771238 0764 240 .0801 232

Table 5. Ablation on resampling and clustering. Higher is better
for Cov/IRS; lower is better for FID.

Label Resample Embed Cov{ IRS{ FID|
v — — 9144 524, .04 05
v v — 92100 52112 04105
_ v v 914 52116 .05¢06

Table 6. Expert usage percentages by partitioning and sampling
method for MIMIC-CXR-LT.

Label Embed Resample Expert0 (%) Expertl(%) Expert2 (%) Expert3 (%)
v 13.01 10.34 15.44 61.20
v v 24.03 19.78 17.08 39.11
21.82 28.79 29.29 20.10
v 25.64 26.46 25.81 22.09

Tortous Aorta exhibit strictly worse results. Nonetheless, as
established in Table 5 and Section 4, resampling still yields
some minor overall improvements, giving it some use.
Limitations. Although the downstream gains remain mod-
est because of the difficulty of the long-tail setting, our
results highlight that targeted improvements in generative
balance can already translate into measurable task bene-
fits. The challenge itself is substantial, and the observed
progress indicates that the method is moving the right parts
of the system.

5. Conclusion

We have introduced GRASP, a lightweight yet effective
method to address gradient conflicts in long-tail text-to-
image diffusion training. By sample-wise partitioning into
semantically coherent clusters and fine-tuning with guided
residual adapters, GRASP mitigates intra-group gradient in-
terference without relying on learned routing. Our experi-

Expert Specialization

(a) Expert specialization shown by label-wise IRS scores for each expert.

AIRS (resample ~ no-resample)

El 02
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&)
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(b) AIRS (resample — no-resample)

Figure 4. Comparison of expert specialization/resampling impact.

ments on MIMIC-CXR-LT, NIH-CXR-LT, and ImageNet-
LT demonstrate that GRASP consistently improves both
image quality and diversity, in particular for rare classes,
while maintaining stability and scalability. The resulting
synthetic data substantially enhances downstream classi-
fication for rare classes, narrowing the gap between real
and generated distributions. Our results establish GRASP
as a principled step toward distribution-aware fine-tuning
of diffusion transformers. Future work will explore adap-
tive or hierarchical partitioning, universal experts for cross-
cluster generalization, and the integration of GRASP with
dynamic routing or reinforcement-based diversity objec-
fives.
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