arXiv:2605.06367v1 [stat.ML] 7 May 2026

THE INTERPLAY OF DATA STRUCTURE AND IMBALANCE
IN THE LEARNING DYNAMICS OF DIFFUSION MODELS

A PREPRINT

Flavio Nicoletti', Chenxiao Ma', Enrico Ventura?, Luca Saglietti* 4, and Stefano Sarao Mannelli- >

'Data Science and Al, Computer Science and Engineering Department, Chalmers University of Technology and
University of Gothenburg
International School of Advanced Studies (SISSA), Trieste, Italy
3Department of Computing Sciences, Bocconi University, Milano, Italy
“Institute for Data Science and Analytics, Bocconi University, Milano, Italy
3School of Computer Science and Applied Mathematics, University of the Witwatersrand, Johannesburg, South
Africa

ABSTRACT

Real-world datasets are inherently heterogeneous, yet how per-class structural differences and sam-
pling imbalance shape the training dynamics of diffusion models—and potentially exacerbate dis-
parities—remains poorly understood. While models typically transition from an initial phase of
generalization to memorizing the training set, existing theory assumes homogeneous data, leaving
open how class imbalance and heterogeneity reshape these dynamics. In this work, we develop a
high-dimensional analytical framework to study class-dependent learning in score-based diffusion
models. Analyzing a random-features model trained on Gaussian mixtures, we derive the feature-
covariance spectrum to characterize per-class generalization and memorization times. We reveal the
explicit hierarchy governing these dynamics: class variance is the primary determinant of learning
order—consistently favoring higher-variance classes—while centroid geometry plays a secondary
role. Sampling imbalance acts as a modulator that can reverse this ordering and, under strong
imbalance, forces minority classes to acquire distinct, delayed speciation times during backward
diffusion. Together, these results suggest that diffusion models can memorize some classes while
others remain insufficiently learned. We validate our theoretical predictions empirically using U-Net
models trained on Fashion MNIST.

1 Introduction

In generative models, unequal learning across classes or sub-populations translates directly into unequal quality or
memorization in the generated samples. Recent empirical work has shown that diffusion models can exacerbate such
disparities even on datasets that appear balanced at the class level [39] 48, |56]. The mechanisms behind these effects,
however, remain poorly understood.

A growing body of theory has begun to characterize the training dynamics of score-based diffusion models. On finite
datasets, sufficiently expressive models trained by score matching are naturally driven toward exact reproduction of
the training samples, making memorization the asymptotic outcome of training [7]. The key dynamical phenomenon,
however, is that this regime is not necessarily reached immediately: diffusion models can first pass through an initial
phase of generalization before eventually memorizing the training set [2} 4} |6, 27]. In overparameterized models, this
separation between generalization and memorization is what allows early stopping to act as an implicit regularizer [,
15,|16]: there is a window during which the model has learned the distribution but has not yet memorized the training
set.

Existing analyses of this timescale separation, however, largely characterize learning at the level of the full dataset,
implicitly assuming that all sub-populations are structurally identical. Real datasets are not homogeneous: classes
can differ substantially in intrinsic variance, geometric organization, and sampling frequency [36, 39} |56 57|]. Under
these conditions, there is no reason to expect a single global schedule for learning or memorization. Different sub-
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populations may be learned at different stages of training, so that a stopping time that still regularizes one class may
already leave another overfit or insufficiently learned.

In this work, we develop a high-dimensional theoretical framework for this class-aware setting by studying denoising
score matching on Gaussian-mixture data with a random-features model. Our research questions are: In what order are
different classes generalized and memorized during training? and How do variance, centroid geometry, and sampling
imbalance shape that ordering?

The main contributions of this work are the following:

* We characterize the effect of class imbalance on backward diffusion via class-specific speciation times (see
Result[I). While in the weak-imbalance regime, all classes remain inferable at the speciation time for exact
models [3} 7], under strong imbalance, minority classes become inferable at distinct earlier diffusion times.

* We identify the hierarchy governing class-specific learning dynamics. Class variance is the primary deter-
minant of the order in which classes are generalized and memorized, consistently favouring higher-variance
classes, while centroid geometry plays a secondary role, favouring classes with smaller-norm centroids (see
Result[2). Sampling imbalance acts as a modulating factor that can reverse this ordering in certain regimes
(see Result[3).

* We find strong qualitative agreement between U-Net diffusion models trained on Fashion MNIST and Ran-
dom Feature models trained on a Gaussian mixture parametrized by class-wise means and variances estimated
from the data (see Result[d). This agreement supports, on the one hand, the effectiveness of Gaussian score
approximations for diffusion models [58]], and on the other, our theoretical predictions on the roles of variance
and sampling imbalance in shaping learning dynamics.

A detailed discussion positioning this work within the related literature is deferred to Appendix

2 Problem Formulation

Score-based diffusion models transport a target data distribution P, (x) to a standard N-dimensional normal distribu-
tion NV (x;0,Iy) through a forward process. Data generation is then achieved by reversing this trajectory (5} [50]. The
forward and backward stochastic differential equations are respectively defined as:

da(t) = —xdt + V2dB(t) (1) da(t) = —(z + s(z, t))dt + V2 dB(t) )

where B, is the standard Wiener process and s(z,t) = V, log P, (x) denotes the score function. The forward process
induces a Gaussian transition kernel P, (z|zo) = N (x; xge !, A¢Ix), where A; = 1 — e~2! is the noise variance at
time ¢.

In practice, the exact score is inaccessible and is approximated by a model s(x, t|®)—in our case, a Random Feature
(RF) model [17, 42]]. The parameters © are learned by minimizing the score matching risk [22} [50] over a dataset
X ={z,}}L:

M
1 2
Etrain (X,1|©) = N ;E§~N(0,IN) {H\/ Ags(xy(t),t|O) + 5” } ) 3
where z,(t) = x, et + /A€ represents the noisy samples at diffusion time ¢.

Score Parameterization. We model the score function using a RF model with P hidden neurons:

1
s(x|]A,W)=A —Wz |, 4
(@la. W) = A0 (W) @
where W € RP*¥ s a fixed random projection matrix with i.i.d. standard normal entries W;, ~ AN(0,1), and

A € RN*P g the learnable weight matrix. The non-linear activation function ¢(-) is applied element-wise to the
pre-activations. Throughout this work, we use ¢(-) = tanh(-).

Data Distribution. We assume the training dataset D = {z, })., is sampled from a Gaussian Mixture Model
(GMM) with C' components:

c
Po (@) = be N(w;me, o2Iy), (5)
c=1
where m,. are class centroids, o2 are class-conditional variances, and b. > 0 are mixing proportions such that
25:1 be = 1. Unless stated otherwise, we assume V ¢, ||m.|| = O(v/N) and 0. = O(1).
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Training Dynamics. Under Mean Squared Error minimization, the training dynamics of RF models are exactly
solvable. Indeed, the gradient flow equation under the training loss (3) is a linear ODE for the readout weights A.
Assuming an initialization of A (0) = 0, the exact solution is given by:

where U and V denote the feature-feature and feature-noise empirical covariance matrices:

U= gbcuc, U= O Ee {aﬂ (\/%qu(t)> 6 <¢1NWmu(t>>T] , ™

vel.

ViU (Ip—e?Y7); (6)

c
1 1
v=> bV, Ve=— Y E¢|o (Wwy t ) T} ; ®)
> w2 o (e
and I.. is the index set for samples of class c. Full derivations of the dynamics are provided in Appendix [C]

High-Dimensional Asymptotics and Gaussian Equivalence. The learning dynamics are governed by the eigen-
spectrum of U, which dictates the convergence timescales, while the cross-covariance V determines the scale of the
learned weights. Following [[8]], we analyze these training regimes using Random Matrix Theory to characterize the

spectrum of U in the high-dimensional proportional limit where N, P, M — oo with fixed O(1) ratios x, = % and
M

Xm = §N-

We leverage Gaussian equivalence techniques for random feature models in a mixture setting [12, |18} |19] . In par-

ticular, we adopt a conditional Gaussian equivalence viewpoint (Appendix D), where the data are decomposed into a

low-dimensional structured component and a high-dimensional Gaussian fluctuation. In the high-dimensional limit,

the empirical covariance U admits the asymptotically equivalent formulation U ~ Zil chgg P ), where:
e 1 c,v c,v)T At A7 A7 . c
ULD = = 3 GEIGET 4 DWW ding (@) ©)
¢ vel, ¢
Here, G\°") are linear functions of the samples pre-activations u, = ﬁWmu with additional gaussian noise,

W,.. € RPXN are cluster-specific random feature matrices, and diag(dgc)) is a diagonal matrix containing the vector

dEC) € RP. The first term of Eq.(9) is a linearization of Eq.(7) containing information on the training set and is
responsible for the onset of memorization and diffusion-independent generalization; second and third terms, instead,
are dataset independent and represent the ¢-dependent part of generalization. We explain how to derive the GEP in (9)
and how to single out exactly generalization and memorization terms in Eq.(9) in Appendix [E]

3 Characterization of the Learning Dynamics

We characterize how the Random Feature model learns on an imbalanced, structured dataset by minimizing the score-
matching empirical risk. We proceed in three steps: First, in Sec[3.1] we analyze the backward diffusion process
to identify the class-specific speciation times, formalizing when distinct data structures become inferable. Next, in
Sec[3.2] we detail how these structural properties are learned during training, leveraging the eigenspectrum of the
feature covariance to define global timescales for generalization and memorization. Finally, in Sec[3.2.1] we disag-
gregate these global phases to examine class-specific learning trajectories, demonstrating how the interplay between
class variance, centroid norms, and sampling imbalance dictates the exact order in which classes are generalized and
memorized.

3.1 Class Speciation in Backward Diffusion

Prior work characterizes the speciation transition as the diffusion time at which the generative sampling process begins
to resolve specific data modes [3} |7, 43]]. In our framework, we define the class-specific speciation time as the point
along the backward diffusion trajectory where a class centroid becomes inferable through the learning of the score
function.

To precisely characterize these times, we analyze the spectrum of the Gaussian equivalent feature covariance. Expand-
ing Eq.(9) in the large-time regime (small e~ %), we obtain:

9 B c
U(QEP) — VNWWT 4 (6 _ 72)IP 4 7267275 Z bc/-l/c/»l';r + 0(67415)’ (10)

c=1
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Figure 1: Strong imbalance induces separation in speciation times. Root mean square (RMS) overlaps between
the projected centroids p. (Eq.(I0)) and the top principal components (t1,2) of Uy, defined as RMS, =
Mean(Z?zl(uc - 1p;)?/||pee|[?)'/2, as a function of rescaled diffusion time ¢ = ¢/log N. Left panel correspond
to weak imbalance (b; = 0.7,b2 = 0.3, Eq.(12)), while the remaining panels illustrate instances of strong imbal-
ance (by = 1 — N9 by = N~¢, Eq.(T3)). Solid lines denote asymptotic theoretical predictions; markers represent
finite-size numerical simulations for N € {50,500, 5000} and P € {100, 1000, 10000}, with increasing system size
indicated by darker colors. Simulations show convergence toward the predicted asymptotic limits. Parameter values:
0? = 03 = 0.5, |m||= |mal|= VN, my - my = 0, M = 2000, N,ys = 50 for P = 100, 1000 and N,.,,, = 10
for P = 10000.

where 8 = E. x0.1) [6%(2)], 7 = Ezonron) [26(2)], and g, = \/LﬁWmC are the projected class centroids.

Eq.(T0) shows that, in the high-dimensional limit (N — 00), a class becomes inferable when its corresponding rank-1
perturbation p.p] produces an isolated eigenvalue that escapes the continuous bulk of the matrix spectrum. This
spectral phase transition occurs when the perturbation norm is non-vanishing, yielding the condition:

726_%”“6”2(’6 = 0(1). (11)

Assuming the initial class centroids are extensive, i.e. ||m.[|>= m2N, the required diffusion time to trigger speciation
scales as t = O(log N). By varying the asymptotic scaling of the sampling weights b., we can evaluate how class
structure dictates the temporal emergence of features:

Result 1 (Class-Specific Speciation Times). Let b, denote the sampling weight of class c. The speciation time t§F> is
governed by two distinct data regimes:

o Weak Imbalance: When all classes are proportionally represented (b, = O(1)), class imbalance has no leading-
order effect on the backward dynamics. All classes speciate simultaneously at:

ts = %logNJr o). (12)

* Strong Imbalance: When a class is severely undersampled (b, = O(N~%) for 0 < a. < 1), its transition is
delayed. The system exhibits a hierarchy of class-dependent speciation times:

1—a.

) = 5 log N + O(1). (13)

s

Result [1] displays that while mild data imbalance leaves the global speciation unchanged, strong imbalance breaks
this symmetry. The generative model must infer the dataset structure sequentially, prioritizing overrepresented classes
and suppressing the emergence of minority classes until much later in the backward process (i.e., closer to ¢ = 0).
Fig[l] validates these theoretical predictions against finite-size numerical simulations for C' = 2, demonstrating good
agreement as N, P — oo.

Note, an equivalent hierarchy of speciation times emerges even under balanced and weak imbalanced sampling (b, =
O(1)) if the classes have subleading geometric properties. Specifically, if a centroid is subextensive such that ||m,.||*=
O(N*'~a<), Eq.(TI) trivially dictates that its speciation time will be equivalently delayed by PT‘I log N.
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a Spectral density and error dynamics. Left: Theoretical spec-
tral density of U (solid line) versus numerical histograms, high-
lighting the three critical eigenvalues Agen, A, and A2,
bounding the primary eigenvalue bulks. Right: Train and test
losses evaluated over training time 7. Analytical predictions
(solid lines) tightly track numerical gradient descent averages
(dots). The vertical dashed lines denote the timescales corre-
sponding to the critical eigenvalues.

Variance ratio 03/0? Variance ratio 03/0?
b Generalization and memorization windows. Theoretical
widths of the generalization window w, (Left) and memoriza-
tion window w.,, (Right) as a function of the variance ratio v =
o3 /o, plotted for varying mixing fraction b;. The dashed base-
line represents the standard unimodal setting. Reducing the vari-
ance ratio extends memorization but induces a non-monotonic
contraction in the generalization window, effect amplified by un-
dersampling the high-variance class.

Figure 2: Strong class diversity can reduce the generalization window. Parameters for theory: x, = 60.0, x,, =
30.0, by = by = 0.5, 02 = 0.5,0% = 0.25, |[m1]|= ||maz]||= 0, t = 0.001. Parameters for finite-size simulations:
N = 100, P = 6000, M = 3000, Nepoer, = 2 x 105, learning rate = 5 x 1075N/A,, Nipectrum — 1(,
Nirain — 2(), Training time in @) is rescaled as 7 — 7/, where 7] = nA;/N.

rTun

3.2 Timescale Separation: Generalization vs. Memorization

Having established how data structure emerges across diffusion time (t), we now analyze the network’s learning
dynamics over training time (7). Specifically, we investigate how the eigenspectrum of the feature covariance matrix
U dictates the global timescales of generalization and memorization during gradient descent.

For clarity, we restrict our focus to a binary Gaussian mixture (C' = 2) evaluated at small diffusion times (¢t < 1).
We quantify class diversity via the variance ratio v = 03 /0?, treating it as a structural perturbation to the unimodal
baseline (v = 1). Leveraging the Replica Method (detailed in Appendix [F), we derive the spectral density of U.
As shown in the left panel of Fig[2a] the spectrum exhibits distinct bulk regions whose extremal eigenvalues govern
distinct phases of the training trajectory. In particular, the lower edge of the rightmost bulk A, the upper edge of the

central bulk )\mem, and the lower edge of the leftmost bulk )\mem, identify three interpretable timescales:
* Tgen = (2Xgen) ~': onset of the generalization phase.
o T?Szle)m = ( )\1(7}L<)5m)

. T(ng = (2 22 m) L completion of the memorization/overfitting phase.

! end of generalization and onset of data memorization.

In contrast to the first two timescales, the latter depends on diffusion time, with n(m?m o 1/t fort < 1 (see Appendix
[F3.1), indicating that the final memorization stage occurs only at asymptotically long training times. Based on a simple
counting argument on the eigenvalue density (see Appendix[F.3.1)), the training phase corresponding to the central bulk
can be associated with the creation of basins of attraction around each training sample, with widths set by the forward
noise variance A; =~ 2t. The remaining training phase, therefore, corresponds to small refinements within these
narrow basins. Although this final regime is theoretically relevant to characterize the full memorization window, it is
unlikely to be observed empirically: finite learning rates effectively bypass the associated small-eigenvalue directions,

and nearest-neighbor metrics will typically deem the data fully memorized before T»,(,L25)m is reached.

As illustrated in Fig. [2a] the theory characterizes the spectrum and corresponding spectral edges map to the macro-
scopic transitions in the empirical train and test losses. To evaluate the persistence of these learning phases, we define

the generalization window w, = Téwm / Tgen and the memorization window w,, = ,(nze)m / Tmem Fig. plots these
windows as a function of the variance ratio v. We observe that strong class diversity (i.e. v deviating significantly from
1) reliably contracts the generalization window relative to the unimodal baseline, while strictly expanding the memo-
rization window. In regimes of high class diversity (v < 1), imbalance modulates the width of w,: imbalance toward
the high-variance class mitigates the structural effects of class diversity, whereas imbalance toward the low-variance
class amplifies the contraction.
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Figure 3: Class heterogeneity induces class-specific timescales. Class-conditional test errors (Eq. evaluated
over training time across three structural ablations relative to a perfectly symmetric baseline (07 = o5 = 0.5,
[ma||= [|m2||= VN, by = by = 0.5, m -y = 0). The perturbations are: variance disparity (07 = 0.5, 55 = 0.25;
left), centroid norm disparity (||m,||= VN, ||[ma|= %\/N, center), and sampling imbalance (b = 0.8,b; = 0.2;
right). Solid lines denote theoretical predictions (Appendix [G)); dots represent empirical averages from gradient de-
scent simulations. Background color characterizes the training windows theoretically derived from the spectrum of
Uygep: early (orange), generalization (green), and memorization (red). Other parameters: ), = 60.0, x,, = 30.0,
t = 0.01, N = 100, Nepoch = 2 X 106, learning rate n = 5 X 1075N/At, Nﬁjﬁf” = 50.

3.2.1 Class-Specific Learning Dynamics

To quantify the performance on each class in the dataset, we decompose the global test error into its class-conditional
components, Eest = Zle bCEt(ecs)t, defined as:

H\/Ezw <\/1NW (xe*t n V&s)) + e

2
(14)

. 1
£, = ~Epo
test N (3

By tracking the class-specific loss trajectories, we formalize two critical times in the training process. The optimal
generalization time, Tg(c), is defined as the training time that minimizes the class-conditional test error. Following

this initial generalization phase, the empirical risk minimization on a finite dataset inevitably induces overfitting. We

denote the onset of pure memorization, T,Sf ) > Tg(C)

, as the threshold where this overfitting causes the test error to
degrade back to 1 Formally:

m

79 = argmin £0),(1), &) = 1. (15)

Fig[3| shows the test error under three structural ablations relative to a balanced baseline with orthogonal, equal-norm
centroids: doubling the variances (left), halving the centroid norms (center), and skewing the sampling weights (right).
These perturbations reveal a hierarchy of influence:

Result 2 (Hierarchy of Class Learning). The learning timescales are governed by the following structural properties,
in order of dominance:

 Class Variance: High-variance classes present smoother and larger score targets, leading to significantly
faster generalization and memorization compared to low-variance components.

e Centroid Geometry: Classes with smaller-norm centroids are prioritized over those with large-norm cen-
troids.

o Sampling Imbalance: While usually a subleading effect, strong imbalance acts as a modulator capable of
inverting the learning order established by variance and geometry.

For completeness, Appendix [H|provides analogous results evaluated on the exact score-matching Mean Squared Error.

As illustrated in Fig. [] class imbalance acts as a modulator capable of inverting the learning order observed in the
balanced setting. By studying the memorization and generalization gaps between classes as functions of the mixing
proportion by, we identify a fundamental trade-oft:

'Because the readout weights are initialized at zero (A.(0) = 0, see Sec | , the network outputs zero at initialization. Therefore,
the initial test error is trivially equal to the variance of the standard Gaussian noise: 5§§§t (0) =1.



The Interplay of Data Structure and Imbalance A PREPRINT

. . L 272 . .
Ratios of variances: 03/07 Ratios of centroids norms: |ma||/[m1]|

-— 10 -— 09 — 07 — 05 — 10 — 125 — 15 2.0
Different variances Different centroids norms Different variances Different centroids norms

= x10% x10* s x10% x10%
:LU} 0.05 T 7 X 0.6 fo0s 7 7 :LE X

| 0.00 -—;3/:}{—/4'—( 0.00 .s/:ﬁé*/_!_ | 20 1
~ I : * 0.4 * QE
T_F‘ 0.05 —— r S

~ 0.25 0.75 )/( ~ 10 A

Q XX o v 0.2 a

© X o

(@)} ’X/——)("X 0 A

s = ¥ 0.0 fx=3 £

T T T ] T T T T T T
O 0.25 0.50 0.75 0.25 0.50 0.75 = 0.25 0.50 0.75 0.25 0.50 0.75
Weight of class 1 Weight of class 1

a Generalization gaps. Gap between optimal generalization b Memorization gaps. Gap between memorization times of the
training time of the two classes against the sampling weight of two classes against the sampling weight of class 1 (Eq.(I3)). As
class 1 (Eq.(I3)). Panels isolate the impact of variance disparity in[a] the panels show the variance disparity setting (Left) and the
(Left, with inset zoom) and the centroid norm disparity (Right) centroid norm disparity setting (Right).

introduced in Fig.[3]

Figure 4: Imbalance can reverse the order of learning for classes. In both subfigures, solid lines represent the-
oretical predictions derived in Appendix [G] while crosses represent empirical average gaps from gradient descent
simulations. Parameters: y, = 60.0, x,, = 30.0, ¢ = 0.01, N = 100, Nepocr, = 2 % 10, learning rate n = 5 x 1072,
Ntrain = 50.
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Result 3 (The Generalization-Memorization Trade-off). Sample imbalance impacts generalization and memorization
in opposite directions:

1. Scarcity delays generalization: Undersampling the high-variance class forces the model to generalize the
low-variance class first.

2. Scarcity accelerates memorization: Conversely, oversampling the high-variance class deprives the low-
variance class of data, causing it to be memorized first.

Consequently, adjusting sampling weights to close the generalization gap between classes inevitably widens the mem-
orization gap, and vice versa.

4 Numerical Experiments on Fashion MNIST

Model, Training, and Generation. A standard DDPM [22]] was employed on the Fashion MNIST dataset [60],
with a UNet [44] serving as the backbone. Each model is trained on a binary subset of Fashion MNIST, pairing the
Sneaker class—which exhibits the lowest pixel-wise variance—with the remaining nine classes to yield nine distinct
class pairs. Each pair is trained at three Sneaker proportions (25%, 50%, 75%) on 8,000 images. To capture both early
and late training dynamics, 32 log-spaced checkpoints are saved per run. At each checkpoint, the DDPM ancestral
sampler [22] is used to generate 500 samples per pair. Further implementation details are deferred to Appendix [J.T}

Evaluation. Following [8} 20, 61]], a generated sample x. is considered memorized if the distance ratio to its

x.—nnq (e, 1 . . . , .
W < 3. The per-class memorization fraction fS .. (t) is the ex-

m
pected memorization fraction under the data distribution at diffusion time ¢. We define the threshold-crossing time

tom = inf{t : S . (t) > 1/3}, yielding the Sneaker-partner memorization gap Atmem (cp) = 505 — tifem. Sam-

ples are assigned to classes using dedicated binary ResNet-18 classifiers [21]] (macro F1 > 96.0%, balanced accuracy
> 97.3%).

nearest training neighbors satisfies

Results and Discussion. We first verify if the structural hierarchy predicted by Result [3] and shown in Fig[4h| is
observed in Fashion MNIST DDPMs. As shown in Fig[5h, in the Sneaker-Bag pairs, the largest variance class attains
the memorization threshold before its lowest variance counterpart. This relationship between the largest and smallest
variance classes is also corroborated in CIFAR in Appendix Moreover, in Fig[5p, the memorization time gap
Atmem(cp) 18 positively correlated with the empirical mean pixel variance of different partner classes. Additionally,
imbalance acts as a modulator: FigEF illustrates that increasing the partner mixing proportion b, generally reduces
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Figure 5: DDPM memorization gaps on Fashion MNIST. (a) Per-class memorization fractions for Sneaker-Coat
and Sneaker-Bag DDPMs. The horizontal dashed line marks the threshold f¢..,(¢t) = 1/3 used to define ¢ . ;
vertical shaded regions show the resulting Sneaker-partner time gap Atem (cp). Within each pair, the higher-variance
partner class is memorized before Sneaker. Across pairs, the Bag-Sneaker DDPM exhibits a larger memorization gap
than the Coat-Sneaker DDPM. (b) Memorization gap versus the empirical mean pixel variance of the balanced
partner class. The dashed line is a linear fit, and the gray band is a 95% bootstrap confidence interval obtained by
resampling class points and refitting. (¢) Memorization gap across partner mixing proportions b.,. The legend
reports 1, = 02,/ 32p. The selected classes are ordered in roughly 0.1 increments of r,; apart from Bag, they have
comparable empirical variances. The trend is consistent with the one in Figure (d) Memorization gap versus
partner centroid norm. To isolate centroid effects, we exclude relatively extreme variance cases, computed on the
balanced subset; the fit and bootstrap confidence interval are computed as in (b).
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Figure 6: DDPM-RF comparison across three descriptors. For each Sneaker-partner pair (cgnk, ¢p), We compare
the DDPM memorization gap on Fashion MNIST with the corresponding RF memorization gap on Gaussian synthetic
data. The RF model uses pair descriptors extracted from the data: partner variance, normalized partner centroid norm,
and centroid cosine similarity to Sneaker. The panels plot both gaps as functions of each descriptor; Connecting lines
are visual guides only. Insets report linear fits and Pearson correlations in the same raw units as the outer panels.

the memorization gap. The curves in Fig[5k maintain a vertical ordering consistent with the variance ratio r, =
2/ 8§p, indicating that variance remains a dominant factor across the tested imbalance regimes. Finally, Fig
isolates the effect of centroid geometry by excluding extreme-variance cases computed on the balanced subset. It
confirms the theoretical prediction that partner classes with a lower centroid norm relative to the Sneaker class exhibit
larger memorization gaps, an observation consistent with the comparatively large gap recorded for the Sneaker-Sandal
pair.

While previous sections isolated specific data properties on synthetic data, in these numerical experiments we are
observing their combined effect. Additionally, each class has its own non-null overlap with the reference Sneaker
class, reflected by the cosine similarity. To generalise the theory to this case, we construct a synthetic Gaussian
mixture model (GMM) using the centroid norms, variances, and cosine similarities extracted from Fashion MNIST.

Result 4 (Consistency between RF learning and Real Architectures). Using only these pair-level statistics, the RF
model evaluated on Gaussian synthetic data qualitatively matches the memorization-gap trends of the full DDPM
(Figl6). Despite operating on distinct gap scales, the models share similar descriptor-dependent patterns:
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* Qualitative agreement: Both models exhibit larger gaps for partner classes with larger variances and smaller cen-
troid norms, matching the theoretical predictions. This similarity emerges despite comparing distinct architectures
(RF vs. U-Net) and datasets (synthetic GMM vs. Fashion MNIST).

» Pairwise structure: The RF model captures precisely specific geometric relationships. For instance, when the pairs
have similar variances and cosine similarities, the one with a smaller centroid norm results in a larger memorization
gap in both models (e.g., see the Shirt pair compared to the Pullover pair). Likewise, a partner class exhibiting
moderate variance and a very small centroid norm results in a large memorization gap in both settings (see, for
example, the Sandal pair).

These results indicate that a Gaussian structural representation captures the leading-order effects of the memorization
hierarchy in real image data. While first and second-order moments do not fully resolve the complexity of memoriza-
tion—as evidenced by residual discrepancies—they successfully bridge the high-dimensional theory with empirical
practice.

5 Conclusions

We developed a high-dimensional analytical framework for class-aware learning dynamics in score-based diffusion
models, characterizing the interplay of data structure and sampling imbalance. We showed that strong imbalance
splits the speciation transition into distinct class-specific times, and that during score learning—close to sampling
time—the statistical properties of the data, especially class variances, are the leading factors governing the order in
which classes are learned. Centroid geometry plays a secondary role and imbalance acts as a modulator that can
reverse this ordering. We further found that U-Net DDPMs trained on Fashion MNIST qualitatively track these
predictions when an RF model is parametrized by empirical class moments, supporting the relevance of Gaussian
score approximations to real architectures. A natural practical implication of our results is that a single early-stopping
time need not regularize all classes equally under heterogeneous data. Since classes with higher variance or smaller
centroid norm are learned earlier, reweighting or rebalancing toward lower-signal classes may offer a way to mitigate
per-class disparities. We leave a systematic study of such interventions to future work.

Our analysis is limited in two main respects. First, our presentation focused on binary Gaussian mixtures with isotropic
covariances, even though the framework naturally extends to multi-class and non-isotropic settings. Second, it is
fundamentally restricted to capturing first- and second-order structures. This leaves open the question of how more
complex heterogeneities affect generative performance. For example, dataset outliers may act as strong attractors
in diffusion dynamics [25]], and real data classes often have internal multimodal structure that cannot be reduced to
a single Gaussian component. Since weaker intra-class modes can also be suppressed by conditional sampling and
guidance [26]], extending the theory to more realistic class structure and conditional settings would be an important
next step.
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A Notations

We summarize the nontrivial notation used throughout the paper.
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Notation Meaning

z?vs. (@ Superscripts without parentheses denote powers, while superscripts in parentheses
index elements of a list or sequence.

x, X Bold lowercase symbols denote vectors and bold uppercase symbols denote matri-
ces, unless stated otherwise. For example, if € RY thenx = (x1,...,zN)T.

o(x) For a scalar function ¢ : R — R, unless specified otherwise, ¢(x) denotes elemen-
twise application, i.e., p(x) = (¢(x1), ..., d(xN))T.

® Hadamard, or elementwise, product between vectors or matrices.

¢ Elementwise power: % = (z¢,...,z%)T.

® Kronecker product between matrices.

xx’ Outer product of a vector with itself.

Esp [] Expectation with respect to z ~ P. When the distribution is omitted, the expecta-

tion is taken over the standard normal distribution N (0, 1).

For the Hadamard product, given x,y € RV,
zOy = (11y1,...,2NYN)T. (16)
For matrices X, Y € RV*¥ the product is applied elementwise:

(XOY)ij = Xi;Yij. (17)

For matrices X, Y € RY*Y | the Kronecker product is

XY -+ XinY
X®Y = : : (18)
XviY -+ XynY
For € R, the outer product is
l‘% T1X9 T1TN
ToX1 (L’% cee T2 N
xxT = . . . . . (19)
INT1T INIT2 x?v

For notational brevity, when no confusion arises, we occasionally suppress full parameter dependence. For example,
A, =1 — e~?* is sometimes written simply as A.

The range of indices in summation and product symbols is omitted when its extremes are clear from the context, i.e.
they were specified in previous equations.

B Further Related Works

Dynamical transitions in diffusion models. The recent success of generative diffusion models has promoted a grow-
ing effort to interpret their behaviour through the lens of statistical mechanics, particularly in the high-dimensional
limit where mean-field techniques become informative. Early works in this direction have analysed how diffusion mod-
els reconstruct the target data distribution through a sequence of dynamical transitions that coincide with ergodicity-
breaking events in an effective diffusion potential [2| 4, |6]. [7]—namely speciation and collapse—while [3]] highlighted
speciation timescale separations for centred groups whose difference stems from higher-order moments. Still within
the study of sampling dynamics in diffusion models, [1} |38, {45} |52} |S5]] investigated the evolution of the score func-
tion’s geometry in space and time. In particular, [[1} |55] demonstrated that: directions of higher variance in the data
distribution are sampled earlier, as the score function progressively reconstructs the latent data structure; at later stages,
data points that are strongly aligned with these high-variance directions are preferentially memorised, reflecting a tem-
poral progression that parallels the earlier emergence of generalisation.
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Memorisation and generalisation in score learning. Another line of research has applied similar tools to study
how diffusion models generalise the target distribution and memorise data points when parametrised by simple neural
network architectures. In particular, [8, [16] study how a random feature model [42] fits the score function of a
diffusion model when the data distribution is a unimodal multivariate Gaussian. The transition from memorisation
to generalisation as dataset size increases has been widely documented [27]], with early stopping acting as a crucial
implicit regularisation mechanism driven by time-scale separation [8}|15]]. Notably, the universal time-scale separation
between feature learning and overfitting demonstrated in two-layer regression networks [37] closely parallels these
memorisation dynamics and transitions. Memorisation has also been explicitly detected by analysing the Hessian of
the score in models with outliers [25]], conceptually echoing earlier findings on spurious correlations [46]]. Unlike these
studies, which primarily focus on unimodal distributions or isolated microscopic outliers, our work provides a solvable
analytical framework for macroscopic data mixtures, explicitly deriving how the combination of class imbalance and
cluster variance dictates distinct, class-specific critical times for both learning and memorisation.

Furthermore, multiple studies address score learning when the model is parametrised by a linear or shallow denoiser.
[35]] showed that while PCA fails to recover signals in a spiked cumulant model, shallow non-linear autoencoders
succeed. Other works [36| |57]] focus on the dynamical manner in which linear denoisers learn the data covariance.
[57] shows that directions of large variance are learned first during training, consistent with the fact that such directions
are sampled earlier in the diffusion dynamics [55]. Previous studies characterized linear auto-encoders as correlation
machines utilizing power iteration for generative modeling [|59]]. Within more complex architectures, U-Net diffusion
models yield multiplicative compositional representations [32], whereas exact ODEs defined the online SGD dynamics
of diffusion models utilizing two-layer autoencoders [[10,/11]. Although these frameworks identify variance as a driver
to learning speed, they omit the role of heterogeneous datasets and their contribution to learning. We extend this
understanding by demonstrating that while variance is the dominant force, other contributing factors, such as centroid
norm and class imbalance, play a crucial role, becoming the decisive factor that dictates the learning sequence when
class variances are comparable.

Data imbalance and algorithmic bias. Despite recent theoretical advances [24, 40, 46, |47]], analytical literature on
the effect of heterogeneous datasets and data imbalance remains extremely sparse. Empirically, it has been shown
that generative models can exacerbate biases relating to demographic traits such as race, gender, and age, even when
trained on balanced datasets [39]. While the evolution of bias across modern diffusion models is highly dataset-
dependent [56], mechanistic interpretability approaches suggested that these biases often stem from neurons encoding
for a multitude of semantic concepts—named polysemantic—within the architectures [31} 48]]. However, a rigorous
theoretical understanding of why and when these models prioritize majority over minority classes during training is
lacking. Our work bridges this critical gap, providing exact analytical predictions demonstrating that data structure
and severe class imbalance force the features of undersampled modes to emerge at distinct, earlier speciation times,
ultimately explaining the fundamental mechanisms that allow models to memorise one population while completely
failing to memorise another.
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Appendices for theory

C The solution of the dynamics

We consider the gradient flow (GF) limit of the gradient descent of the readouts weights:
agtrain ‘
oA  'ATAR

where the training loss is defined in (3). We consider the limit of very small learning rate: we set n ~ 7 dr, so that
Ari1 — Ay =~ dA and

A1 =Ap—n (20)

7~agtrain
0A

dA = dr.

e

The GF equation then reads

Ay

~agtrain _ ~ 1

A=A(7) VA

with U and V defined in (7), (8). The GF equation is an ODE for the matrix A, and thus admits an explicit solution.
Let us consider the Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) of A = M] S sMpg, with M, € RN*N and My € RPXP
two orthogonal matrices: then the GF equation becomes

A:

[AU + VT} . Q1)

) A, . 1~
Sa=-2n— [SAU+ AYAN 22
A N { A N ] (22)
with U = M rUMTF, and V=M rVM]. Since the matrix Sy is non-zero only on the sub—diagona with indices
i =1,..., N, we have the set of scalar equations for the singular values UX)
- (9) A [ s I
where Xz = (7” and v; = ‘//\'” They admit the solutions
w__ 1w —2AERiry | o) ()e-2TA T
o — (1 —e "~ + 0, (0)e” "~ i=1,...N (24)
V=-Tz5 )+00)
Taking the matrix form of this last equation and projecting back, we obtain
1 274, 254,
A(r) = ———=VTU"! [Ip — e UT} +A(0)e FIUT, (25)
VA
By setting A(0) = 0 and 77 = N/A,, we obtain eq. (6).
D The GEP for non-centered data
Let us consider a vector field ¢ as such:
1
= —Wg (26)
e=5(75We)

where ¢ is a nonlinear function applied entrywise to the vector u = \/LNW:E, x € R is a variable with mean m and

covariance X, while W € RT*¥ ig a random matrix with normal entries. By the central limit theorem, for N — oo

the vector u is a gaussian vector with the following mean and covariance matrix:

o = %NW’" @7
1
B, - LWEWT (28)

>We always consider N < P.
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We now evaluate the first two cumulants of ¢: the first reads

& =Eop, [] = Bunn(u,,2,) [6(w)] = Ex [$(021p + po)] + On(N1/2) (29)
where
o? = 1 VD) (30)
N
and 1p = (1,...,1)T € R”. We used the fact that for N >> 1 one has Z(m’) + ~v ¥ = o2. For the non-diagonal

entries of the second cumulant, we use Mehler-Kernel formula and obtain
Ez~p, [‘Pp‘ﬂq] —Ez~p, [‘Pp] Ez~p, [‘Pq] =

o0 u)
1
2 ( ) E. [Hen(2)0(:0 + u#))] E. [Hen(2)(z0 + )] - apar, G1)
n=0
1 B _
= 77;)%2,%) +ON(NTY, v =E.[20(z01p + pa)]
Note that the off-diagonal elements of the covariance are vanishing in the high dimensional limit qu = O(1/V'N).
The second moment of the diagonal entries reads
B=Epup, [¢7%] = Epnu..z) [67%(w)] =E. [¢*(021p + pu)] + On(N7V3). (32)

The second order cumulant is then

1 .
Exnp, [99T] = Exnp, (0] Exnp, @] ~ =777 © %, + diag(8 - ¥9? — a®?). (33)

The first two cumulants of the non-linear field ¢ are equivalent to those of a linear field (4., With gaussian noise:

1 }
Poep(t) =@+ —(u—p) © v+ © (B -2 —a®)%  p~N(,0,1Ip) (34)

Note that if we set m = 0 and take an odd activation ¢, then o« = 0, u,, = 0 and we obtain the known formula for
the GEP for centered variables:

1
Pgep(u) = Ut VB - 2 (35)

We can apply the previous GEP formula to a generic multimodal distribution that admits a pure-density decomposition
[3]. Indeed, one has

C C T
Equsc . Z be Earon(em..5), no-n(010) | #5255 | (36)
where we apply the GEP to each component of the mixture:

1 1
Phop(u) = ac + — —(u- p)© v+ © (B =7 —al?)®F  n.~N(,0,Ip). (37)

c

E The GEP of feature correlation matrices

We derive the GEP expressions for the feature-feature and feature-noise correlation matrices in eqgs. (7), (8), that we
rewrite hereby for reader convenience:

U= gbCUc, Z Ee |¢ [ ( Wa,(t )) ¢ (\/%qu(t)y] 7

¢ vel,

V= ibcvc, =Y B [ <\rwm”(t)) ST} ’

C vel.

@, (t) = et + /AL
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We also derive the GEP of the corresponding population matrices,

T - 1 1 T
U= ;chm U = E¢ z(0)~n. {gb (me(t)) ) (\/NWm(t)) } (38)
V= ; b.Ve, Ve =E¢ o(0)oN. {gf) <\/NW:c(t)> gT} (39)

that will be used in Appendlxl \G} Our derivation follows the steps of that in [8| [17]], focusing on mixtures of isotropic
modes, i.e. with ¥, = 021 y.

E.1 The GEPof U

We begin by deriving the diagonal elements of U,: they can be obtained straightforwardly from the concentration of
the empirical mean in

ﬂ\

N
v = o 3 Ee |62 Z @) =B+ On (M)
¢ vel, j=1 (40)

Bc(t) = Ez [¢®2 (Z Fc(t)lP + e_tl"’c)} .
We introduced the variance of class ¢ at time t:

I%(t) = o2e ™ + A, 41)
As to the off-diagonal elements of U, one first introduces the diffusion noise latent vector

1
=—W 42

which has zero mean and a covariance with unit diagonal entries and off-diagonal elements nP) — + Zfil WpiWes.
Then, by applying Kernel-Mehler formula to (7)), we get

i

¢ vel.

%\H

3 Wl )

i=1

N

with
ét)(x) =E, [qﬁ (e*tx + \/EZN ét)(x) =E, {z 1) (e*tx + \/EZN

The truncation of the expansion was possible because $.F? = A 30 WpiWe = O(N~Y/2). Let us first evaluate the
second term in (43): we use the following Hermite expansion of ¢ for cp > 0 and ¢; € R

oo

d(coxr + ¢1) = Z % He, (z), hn = E, [He,(2) ¢(coz + c1)] - (44)

n=0

18
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With all this, we get

N N T
1 o 1 W\ o 1 ()
M, VN & VN =

vel,

~ EUNN(#(CP>703)’y [y¢ (e‘tup + \/A»ty)] ]Eu~N(;L(C“>,ag),y [yqb (e_tuq n \/Ey)]

then
(45)
_ > pP) e"to a4+ VA
E o)ty [V (¢ + VA | = z,; ET [y Hen ( ¢ )]
VAW <)
= t
Fc(t) ’YC ( )’
Fe(t) =E. [2¢ (2Tc(t)1p + e "pc)],
and thus (@3) becomes
1 o 1§ )40 [ Ly ), A
Uyles) — — Z %t ( Z Wizl ) %t ( Z Wzl > + — L 35y,
c 1% 17 2 c c u
Me vel, VN i=1 VN i=1 re@)
To evaluate the first term in (@3], we use the GEP of eq. (37):
1 GEP
wat) o G
" (m
(46)
1 1
Gg”)zac—l— W:c(”)—mCG .+ c—a?Q— ?2656 ’,
N ( )©ve+ (8 V)R On
where the vectors of Hermite coefficients can be computed using their definition in Appendix [D]and the definition of
¢o in @3):
ac(t) =E; [po(z0:1p + me)] = E. [¢(2Te(t) 1 + e~ puc)] (47)
B.(t)=E, [ O®2(z o.1+ mc)]
= Eu,UNN(O,ZC(t)) [d)(rc(t)u 1+ e_tljlc) © ¢(Fc(t)’l) 1+ e_tﬂc)]
with (48)
672at0_2
L mop
.(t) =
e 2t g2
AL
ace_t ~
Y(t) =E, [z po(z0.1p +m,)] = m'yc(t) (49)

Putting everything together, the GEP form of the matrix U is equal to
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Histogram of Eigenvalues: P=1200, 5=300, D=100, t=0.01, w=0.5, varl=0.5, var2=0.25

100 4 EEE Exact spectrum |
1 GEP spectrum
2 1071 - - :
m -
=
A
1072 A !
-10 -8 —6 -4 -2 0 2

logl0(Eigenvalue)

Figure 7: Comparison of the GEP derived in eq. with the spectrum of U obtained through a Monte Carlo
estimation of (7).

e
U~ Z chggEP),
c=1
1 A(t)
(gep) — _—_ v vipT 2\ T T
U = ar ; GUOGLT + F oz 1) © WW
i (B A ©2 (50)
+ diag /Bc(t) - ﬁc(t) - mpﬁ(t) )
GE;U) =oac+ W(w(u) - mc) O+ (ﬁc - a?2 - 'YCQQ)Q% © 775
oc
In (O) we set
= ~ A
W.=v1L oW,  d.=8(t) — B.(t) — ij%(t)@z. (51)

Note that the GEP matrix can be decomposed in term of a finite-norm matrix ﬁ£9 °p) plus a low rank extensive pertur-
bation

~ 1
Uler) — UUeP) 4 a0 + ;‘j D (G — )T+ 0 > (G — ac)a] (52)
¢ vel, ¢ vel.

The perturbation is extensive because its first term is a rank-one matrix of norm Op(P), while the other is Op(1). The
first term in particular is related to the projection of the centroids in the space of features: this can be seen explicitly
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in the large ¢ limit:
o~ ye . (53)
We tested the goodness of the GEP in (50): in figure[7] we show that the GEP of eq. (50) works very well.

E.2 The GEP of U
To compute the GEP of the corresponding population matrix, we simply use the GEP on the vector field
1
= —Wx(t
o =0 (=Wal0)
with () sampled from NV(-, m.e~*, T'2(t)Ix). We get
1 2 = 5 C (&
—W(@) —me) o+ (B —a® =3 omy ni~N(0Lv) (54

(c) o+
(pgep - O

and thus the GEP of U is obtained averaging the go_f,ce)pga(g% T over the  ~ N, and the 7, obtaining

c

U~ b UWP),
c=1

(55)

~ 1 - ~ ~
UUD = acal + - WWT O AT +diag(B. — o = 57%).

One can easily verify that by averaging Ut(;g °?) over the dataset and the GEP noise, one obtains directly (53).

It is insightful to relate U with its population version U: with a few straightforward manipulations, one can show that
yger — yoer + sulger)
(& c c

(56)

suler) — HGY ()T — —WWT O AT — diag(B. — a®? —9?)

¢ vel,
The generalization during training is due to the rank N population matrix U ~ > bcﬁge”, while memorization

origins from the rank P — N matrix 60U ~ > b.6UJ°?. Proceeding similarly to [8], one can verify that ||fj —
Yoobeacall|p= O(xp) and ||0U||p= O(Xp/+/Xm), Where ||-|| ¢ is the Frobenius norm.

E.3 The GEPof V

We take formula (8] and rewrite the latent vector u, (t) = —=Wz, (t), where v € I.., as

VN
w,(t) = u, +e ‘. (57)
2
The vector u,, is a gaussian vector with zero mean and covariance 3, = Fj\([t) WWT. The cross covariance with the

noise reads 3, = ‘/\/zi ‘W. Then the Kernel-Mehler expansion applied to (8) yields

VP = A Z Z ug E. [ (ch(t) + e_t,ugp)) Hen(z)} E. [z He,(2)]

C

v=1n=0
(58)
Af ~(p
£ _W,; + On(N!
Then the GEP for V reads
c
Vo~ bevieer)

c=1

(59

Ay 1]
viger) — L TCON oy
¢ VN T.0) ©
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E.4 The GEPof V

It is easy to see from @ that the GEP of V is the same as that of V, up to finite-size corrections: so, we write

c
V ~ > bV (oer)
c=1

(60)
{7£QEP) — Vggep).
F Spectral equations of U
The spectrum of the matrix U is fully characterized by the resolvent matrix
U ety
Gu(2)=(U—zIp)~t = )\7‘;, z € C/{Spec(U)} (61)
g=1"9"

Since the matrix U is random through the dataset X and the random features matrix W, the resolvent is a random
matrix itself. However, its first matrix moment concentrates in the high-dimensional limit:

1 1
lim ’P TrGy(z) — Exw [P TI"gU(Z):| ’ =0

P—o0
(62)

1 P—oo dX p(A\)
gu(=) = 5 Trgu () 25 g(2) = [ S22

We shall call the asymptotic limit of the resolvent first moment resolvent function: it is the Steltjes transform [41] of

the density of eigenvalues p()\). From the statistics of the resolvent matrix we can evaluate the statistical properties

of the eigenvalues and the eigenvectors of U: in particular, from the resolvent function in (62)) we can compute the

density of eigenvalues through Sokhotski-Plemelj formula, also known as inverse Stieltjes transform:

p(A) = 1 lim Im g(\ + de) (63)

T e—04

To evaluate the resolvent function, we use computational techniques of statistical physics. We consider Edwards-Jones
formula [[14]:

. 1 _ [ 1
g(z) = Plgnoo FEX,W [Tr(U - 2Ip) '] = ~ % Ph_{noo FEX’W [Trlog(U — 2Ip)]
0

1 1
=—— lim —Ex w[logdet(U — z1p)] = 22 lim FEX’W [log Zy],

0z P P 0z P—oo (64)

ZU:/d%be*% T(U=z1p)d

F.1 Replica computation of the resolvent function

The goal of a statistical physics computation is to represent high-dimensional systems in terms of few, low-dimensional
parameters: in the case of random matrix calculations, these are resolvent functions of random matrices. Depending
on the calculation, the final result can be characterized by several different resolvents. In particular, the main one and
objective of this calculation is the resolvent function (62), which it easy to see from (64) that is given by

. 1 _ LT s
o) = Jim LExw { [awyryperenomny), (65)
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To evaluate the average over the log in (64), we use the Replica trick [9]:

-1 E Zh -1
s Exow [log Zu] — lim 2X:W 201 =1
n n—0 n

25
log Zy = hm

with
n (66)
Ex.w[25] = Ex.w [( / d¢e‘5¢T(U—ZIP)¢> }

=Exw lH /dea e_5¢5(U_ZIP)¢“] )
a=1

Then, we replace U with its GEP in (50):

Ex w [H/d?ﬁ e~ 2¥a(U=21p)9 ] Ex, H3c W [H/dqﬁ o3I, b UE) — zIP)¢‘|

where we indicate with H, € RP*Me the matrix having as columns the noise vectors of the GEP of the different
classes. Finally, we consider eq. (52)): since we are mostly interested in the absolute continuous part of the spectrum
of U¢P) | we perform the computation for the matrix U(9¢P) = Zle chgg P ), since this matrix does not have a

low-rank perturbation. Indeed, the matrices U, and ﬁgep have the same absolute continuous spectrum, differing
only by the presence of outliers in Ugy,. Thus, in what follows, we proceed with the computation of the following
expectation:

ﬁ = ]E{Xch}CC:pW lH /d’l,ba 67%¢;(ZS:1 bcﬁﬁgﬂp)zIP)"/Ja‘| . (67)
a=1

We set GY) = GV — o, (compare with eq. (50)) and expand:

n
Z" =Ex. 110w V AU H o3 X1 bewp] (diag sc—21p)da— iy w1 X, GGl
eHY

a=1

-l (Zf;l ﬁ%’yﬁ;) ® WWT%}
xe P
where we set di; - - - dip,, = d¥ and defined the vectors

Ay
Cc = 16C /80 26 2at7(, . (68)

We do the disorder averages over the data, the GEP noise, and the random features step by step: to this end , it is
convenient to compact the terms in the GEP features:

(p)

N
ZWm ) ) 179, 5O ~ N (- 0,diag(hS?)) (69)

Mpw >

where we set h? = 3, — a?2 — 7?2. We then group terms in the GEP covariances in terms of their disorder
dependence:
p) (@) N N M

1 ~ ~ Ye ' Ye c,v c c,v c
M(GcGZ)pq {MU2NZZZWPZWQJ(1 : mg))(mg )—mg))

i=1 j=1v=1

Mr Mr
1

Ucz‘ 1 Oc 721 V=
1 ~ ~ _ Xe,He W H. W
*{MZnéi)néi’}=Aéq Vo AG.
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Note that each of the vector GEP coefficients a, B¢, e, BC depends on the random features W through the projected
centroids g, = (1/v/N)Wm,, see their definitions in Appendix [E| We now proceed with the computations of the
disorder averages.

» Average over the data { X .} ;: the average over the data can be factorized in the different classes data. The
generic c integral is a standard multi-variate integral

Ex, [od Za VAT 0]

el (o0 -m) T (e WS () (090 TW ) (a1 m,)
(2r02)N/2 e =
v=1 c

(70)

Xem S0 YIS [($a©ve)TW] (2l —m.)

— eavar 2ot Dap(WIA) (DI ) (WTha©ve) T (In+ir Je) ~H (WT9h0ye) — 252 log det(In+ 7 Je )
)

Te=WT (e © tha) (Ve © 1a)TW.

a

where we remind that y, = P/N. To make the J. independent from the fields {1}, we introduce the

auxiliary fields wg . = #WT(% ® 7.)) through delta functions

C
1= [ T] a8/ P~ W (3, 07))
c=1

(71)

~

dQCN ei\/ﬁwl,caaﬂ_ia;,aw-r(¢a®7c))
(2m)"

C
= / 11 €.
c=1

where we set d€2. = dw; - - dw,, . and dﬁc = dW - - dwy, .. After averaging over the data, eq.

becomes
. ~ ~
]E{X H.}C W [/ A H e—%zle berp] (diag se—21p)Pa— g7 WI S0 | G Glp,
S a=1
e*%@bl (Zil fi—%%ﬁg) OWWTep,
dﬁc VP S Wl Bae—2 S be S, T (diay —zIp)ep
:E{HC}Clw aw Hdﬂcme c2uaWa,cWa,cT3 2.0 2iq WaldlagSe—21pP)Pa
) -
C

b M ~ ~ _
o TN T T Bl ewact ity Be Xl Doy (VI (W] )] (In 55 J) T wac

o= Y S e log det(Tn+32 T ) —i 52, 50, B W (s 0ve)) — 5hr S S w75 (A7) T9ha |
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* Average over the GEP noise {H 1 again, the average over the GEP noise can be factorized in the different
classes

1 3 c
By |em2 ZewIae " ot ity 200, oy (7) b 0l Wl v+ 3 9] e |

c

M,

~(c) _L(pc\T di: ©2y—1>c ’
/ d,rlg ) e 2("71/) d dg(hc ) UM B %("’(c)) Zab [5#1/}&1/);_291(\;2 P u;—YC[IN_"_X?pJC} wp, qub] ~(c) .
(2m)P/2, /det(diag(h$?))

v=1
(72)
— e log det(Ip+4; diag(hc) T . diag(he))
where

'lﬁ,wc Zﬂ’a’% ( ab — 3 - (IN + ﬁJ (wc))il wb,c) .

We introduce the projected class centroids p, = ﬁWmC with a Dirac delta:

C C
1 dibe  iGTpe—— GTWm,
1= /Hdu,cd </1'c — Wm(,> = /Hd“(‘ e Bele™JHe c (73)
c=1 v N c=1 (27T)

After averaging over the data and the GEP noise, eq. (67) becomes

n
E(x, m.}c [/ dW H o= 3 S bewp] (ding se—21p)Ya— sy ¥ L, GGl v
SH O W

a=1

- 201 (S0 55747 ) o WW TR,

=Ew

dpe i/ P TS . ~p
v e’ >e2a “’a,c“’a,cﬂzcﬂcuc
/d /I I dﬂ (27r)

Xe—%zcbnza P] (diag sc—21p)Ya— 572057 3. 2, if%w;cwa,n— L 5~ b logdet(Ip+4; diag(he)T . diag(h.))

xe’% > belogdet(In+32Je)—i 3. 3, B WT(haOe)— e . ﬁngc]

* Average over the random features:

Eyy [ —iY, [ A RIWmtY, (%@%)TW«DQ,C}]

(74)

/H AWhj 3 3 Wi S [ BIW M, (veOa) W o] _

o T MIMe Bl — 3 S Sy (e0%a)T (70 O%0) BT @y s +0p (P)
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The term that is op(P) is —\/iﬁ Yoo 2o (@F ;M) (Ye © Wa) T the first dot yields an Op(v/P) con-

tribution, the second an Op(1) one, given that ||&, .||= Op(1); then, the overall scaling of the last term is
Op(1), and thus can be neglected, since the first two terms in the last side of are Op(P).

The average of the replicated partition function, after the three disorder averages over data, GEP noise and random
features, reads

Zn = /H( d“c ) o T S mImy BIA 4+ S Al

x/H (dﬂc

X/dq,e—%ZCbcZa'zp;(diag(cc)—zlp)d)ae—%Zcbclogdet(IN-i-XVpJC)

> R X5, el wn et VPE, T, 0] e
(75)

xe’% > be logdet(Tp+ 45 diag(he) T diag(he))—1 . o 30y (YeO%a)T (Vo O) BT @y, o

We can perform the gaussian integrations with respect to the &, . and the fi.: we start with the integral over the & .:

ol ~ —~ . o~
/ (d)‘sz o3 T Sy K5 @78y~ 5, T, 0] Bae
2m)en

1 ce! N
= — Z(‘(‘ 2 an(KT )a wl wy..—5 logdet K
@monne® ’ ’ P ) (76)

1
ab = p It (Y, © paip]) .

Then, the integration over the fi.: it yields the pdf of the p.

1 -1 T
-5 r - -
/ LTRSS T RAE S PO N hlicstaiat

27T)P/2 (2rdetr)P/2 7
77
Tee! = lemc/.
Thus, after these integrations the partition function reads
Zn_/H dpre 15, ) pIpe— b logdetr
27r (9-\P/2
T 5.—2t Z E %wgcwa,u
X/Hdﬂce et Do K gl
(78)

X / dv;[le*% Sobe S, wI(diag(se)—2Ip)Pa—3 3oy o (K(T) ! Zi/wggcwh;c/

Xe—%logdetK(\Il)——Z be log det(In+32 Je )= 3, b log det (Ip+ 7 diag(he) T . diag(he))-
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Note that all the dependence on the projected centroids p. is in the GEP Hermite coefficients, that features in the

quantities <., he, J¢, Je.

We now introduce the order parameters of the problem: they are the following resolvent functions

v 1 . v, 1
g((zb) ) TI‘ ¢a¢g g((z\;lgg) = F Tr dlag(@:)d’a"#; gz(zb;c’yc)’ = F Tr ’YCPYJ’ © ¢a¢l;r
(\.I”h):lTrh hl © YT g /ZiTrw w] .
a;c P clbe a¥a ab;cc N a,c¥p ¢

We enforce them in through delta functions:
/ d{g <“/>}d{gab } iP5, 8 0l i 5, 3w

(2m)™*
d{gs%n S0,6) ((.9) SO0 T g
1= [ d{ (\I!,c)}g‘liceZPZ 2eGare Gaze S 120 e Gase S Wl diag(se)dha
ga,c (27r)nc

i
_/ d{ (w,w}d{gab (0} P T T Ee BT
- ab,cc’

abjce! ab ce! ab;ce
( ) 202

A\IIh

1_l/d{(Wh Qacc}lpz S Mgl iy S G M YT hehI P,
)n

1= /d{ (‘II,Q)} {gab cc/} 7.NZ b 2ee! gy Q) <\I} Q)—l Db 2oee! G gab o w Wy et

b ( ) 2C2 ab ce! ab ce!
,ec!
Then, we can integrate over the ¥ and the 2, E

/ JWe San W [00 Tp 00 2, 5% ding(s)+5 cor Gy ding(ye@ver)+0ar X, 55" ding(h2?) |9,

~$logdet (IGM@Lp+3, 1G9 @ diag(se)+ 30,0 1G Y @ diag(1.07. )+ X, iGL M @ diag(hS?))

— () T N e
/d{ﬂc}e ZZ“b ZCC/ gab;cc'wa;bwb;c’ o e*jlogdet(zc( >)

We impose a Replica-Symmetric (RS) ansatzﬂ

¢% a=> a% a=>b
e e
0 aF#b 0 a#b
gl = gtvs) gl) =gl
(¥,5) ~(<)
v a = b ) a = b
(‘1/ C) gC(, /\(g) . gCC
gab cc’ T abjec’ T
0 a#b 0 a#b
oA = g ) = 5

3We ignore factors that are not exponential in system size

(79)

(80)

(81)

(82)

(83)

“Random matrix theories are notoriously RS stable . The RS diagonal ansatz for the replica is usually used ab initio, but it can

be easily verified starting from a more generic RS ansatz.
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o gﬁ?,) a=15 o g a=b
@ _ i = (84)

gabcc/_
0 a#b 0 a#b

The order parameters (79) represent the statistics sufficient to characterize the spectral properties of the matrix U:
the g(¥) represent the resolvent function of U itself (see eq. (OT) later in the text), while the other order parameters
capture the influence of different elements of the RF model to the spectrum of U. The g(Q)

. are resolvent functions of
the projection of U in data space: one can verify that

9D = < T [WT ding(0) (0 — =) ding (7o) W] (85)
They capture the autocorrelation (¢ = ¢’) and cross-correlations (¢ # ¢’) of classes observed by the model, projected
back in the data space. The resolvents gﬁ‘lj’h)7 gﬁ‘P‘) respectively capture the effect of GEP noise variances (h$?) and
feature variances (g.): one can check that
g = Tr |diag(h,)(U — )" diag(h)| (86)
1
g(¥e) = FTY [dlag( O1/2)(U — )~ diag(s ®1/2)] . (87)

Finally, gt(jc,m express class correlations observed by the model in features space:

Lo e
g8 = = Tr [diag(y.) (U — 2) " diag(ye)| (88)

When centroids are extensive, these effects are heterogeneous in feature space: the model displays a different ex-
pressivity among the different hidden neurons. Essentially, centroids make neurons activations statistically correlated.
In contrast, in the limit of subextensive centroids studied later in section the model acts homogeneously on the
different hidden neurons: in this limit, one has v, — 7.1 p and similarly for the other GEP vectors.

After clarifying the meaning of the order parameters, we proceed by simplifying all the terms in eq. (78), taking into
account the previous integrations over the ¥, €):

log det (ié(‘l’) ®1Ip + Z i@gq"‘) ® diag(s.)

+ G © diaglye ©ye) + DG @ diag<h92>> ~

nlogdet (’qu/IP + Z zgc‘l' <) diag(s.) + Z zg( ) diag(v. © ve) + Z i@\g”h) diag(h92)> =

cc!

nZlog <Zg‘1,+zlg ¥.5) (p)—&-Zng) (P)~ +Zzg(‘ph (p) )

cc’

log det (ié(m) ~ nlog det i{/g\i?,)}cc,
log det (IN + 22 ) ~ nlog (1 + 9£?)>
Xm

1 X X gie
log det <Ip + — diag(h?z)._’fc> ~nlog [1+ 22 (1 - 22 — glwh)
X Xm Xm 1 4 Xe gl |7

m
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G = Oapgle ) = (K1) = 6ap (95 Jee

(’c’ Q n - Q
Z Z \II PY) ab gt(lb )cc =5 (g(\lll,'y))cclgﬁc’)

ZXp ab cc’ 2Xp cc’

1

—— logdet K ~ L log det g(¥+7)
2Xp 2Xp

Here and in the following lines, the symbols g(¥"?) and g(¥) indicate the matrices g( ’A’), ggj) forc,d =1,...,C.

Collecting everything, we can finally write
Zn ]E{Mc} I:/ d{g(“”)}d{g(all)}e"PF({g(“”)),ﬁ(“”)}):| x E{#C} |:enp_7_-({giall))‘§£all>}) (89)

The compact notation {g(*V}, {g(*!V'} identifies all the order parameters and their conjugated parameters. The, in its
final form, reads

a /\a \Ila El
({g 1)) (zz)}) zg\yg\p—FZZg(q“) (T,9) +Zzg( vggc )

cc!

+Zlg(\1/ Jh) (\If h)+ ZZQCC gcC ox —— log det igq
P

cc’

P
1 »
7P Z og <Z/g\\Ij + Zigé\}uc) + Zzg(‘l’ﬁ),y(p),y(i') + Zlg (T,h) h(p)) )

cc!

(90)
A b 1
— RPN () R 1 ()
2e—2t Z o? Jee 2Xp Z(g(‘l’n))cc/gcd
C - g cc!
~ L logdet g — Ezb (g(\y,g) . g(m)
2xp 2 4 “\e
Xp (U,h)
b log (1 + *91(:?) +—=9: )
2Xp ; Xm
We finally use to get
()—22 lim ~Ex.w [log 2] =
9() =25, Jim, pExiw low 2] = o
0 1 Eqpny [6"13‘7:] —1 0 .
25z mlh A P n =25 By F] = g3 (2).

The order parameter ¢, maximising the action (90) is the resolvent function that we wish to determine. This quantity
depends on all the other resolvents appearing in (90): to understand how, we need to write the saddle point equations
for (90), whose solutions are the resolvents yielding the maximum of (90). For brevity of notation, in the symbol we
omit the symbol * on the resolvents, used to indicate solutions of saddle point equations. We start with those for the
conjugated order parameters:

OF P
— =0=1gy = —

z
- 2
Dgu 2 o2
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OF b
5(Te) _ Z¢
899@ =0=1g; 5 93)
OF b 1
_ io(Wh) _ e
gt T e =g Xe ()} e (T ©4)
OF o~ 1 0 1 1 ddet g(¥)
=0=1g :—7Tr<g_1 g >+7
g (w ) v 2Xp 99(w ) (1)) 2xp det g7 Og(w )
(95)
IR S
= prgw,v)gﬂgw,w Qng(‘Pﬁ)
oOF 1 be X Ax, b
) = 0 = e D p Oc 96
R LT PR p v DT ”
OF  _ @) _ 1,
9g@ 0 Wee = 390w ) )ee ©7)
cc’
Second, we write the saddle point equations for the order parameters:
OF
— =10
O(igw)
(98)
T =55
2P (= gy + X 88 4 e il + g ()2
oF
SN
a(ige ™)
99)
P (p)
1 S
(o) — ¢
= 9e ~9p Z N )
2P = Gy + Z zg,(;q/ NS (p) + ch' chpl7"f),y£p)7£§)) + Zc Zgg‘lfvf)(h((:p))z
oF
—wm, 0
o(ige )
(100)
P (P)y2
1 h¢
= 9" = ﬁz A7) ( : 7)7) NONO SOVR) )y
p=1 49w + D iGe P 4 > zgw/ +>.19 ) (P
OF
~(0,y) =0
a(lgcc’ )
(101)
P (p) (p)
1 /
e gg‘cp "= ﬁz ~(W c) p) Vfw) (p) (p ~(W,h) 7 (P)\2
b1 igw + D, igt + > zgcd + >, iGe ) (P
oOF 1,
5] 0= g% = 5 ((ig2) ™ )eer (102)
9cer
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F.2 Spectral equations for extensive centroids

We can finally write the equations necessary to solve for the spectrum of U, by combining eqs. (2), ©4), ©3). (96).
with egs. (98), (T00), @ @ Note that eqs (93) and (99) are not necessary to determine the resolvent

function ¢g(z) = gw(z), since zgc )|
compactness, we define the functions

Z bese(pe)

{/J’Ccl

(\Iw) , g(Q))

R:({pe}y Z—*Zy

cc!

’Yc(ﬂc)'Yc'(/Jc’) - Z

~(¥,7)

is a constant (eq. (93)), independent of all other resolvents. For the sake of

(103)
beh?(pue)
(104)
Xp (Q) xp (¥;h)
1 + + Xmg

for p. € R,e = 1,...,C. Ineq. (I04), we renamed y .. = ig,.""", ¢,d =1,...,C. Moreover, in (T03) and
(I04) we introduced the GEP functions
~ A
Se(p) = Be(p) — Be(p) — W’Y?(ﬂ)
he (1) = Be(p) — ag(p) — 72 (1)
with

ac(/J’) = Esz(O,l) [(b (Fcl‘ + e_tu)]

(105)

EC(/‘) = Ewa(OJ) [¢2 (ch + e_tu)]

Be(p) = By apn0,5.1)) [@ (Lot + e 1) ¢ (Do + e ')
oee”t »
Ye() = =77 Bann(o,1) [I p(Tc(t)r+e ,u)} .
T.(t)
Finally, let us use the notation
d/.t1 . d/,LC _1 -1
E J= | B TR oo s Ree (T eer et (. , (106)
{ney [ / (27)C/2 Jotr ()
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with 7. = %mc -m.. Then, in the limit P — oo the resolvent ¢g(z) can be determined by solving the following
system of equations for k, k' = 1,...,C:

AT
D({uc}) — 2 = RUg" (2), 90 (), 65D ()} e} |

h
9 (2) = Equy

Vi (per ) Vi (frer )

D{pe}) — 2 — RU{a (2), 92 (2), 6 ()}, {pe})

90(2) =Ey

by Xp Axp br (107)

214208 4 X g 2e7 0}

~(Q 1, _
G’ = 590k + 5

~(82)

B8 = S kAR

1\9\»—*

1,
9©) = 5(i90) !

For compactness, we simplified the notation of the auxiliary resolvents in eqs (I07). The resolvent g(z) can be
computed from the solution of (107)) through the formula

1
D{ue}) — 2 — RUg (2), 92 (2). 9 ()} Aneh) ]

9(2) =By (108)

Eqgs. like (107)), usually in a much simpler form, appear whenever a random matrix ensemble is non-rotational invari-
ant: by inspection of (O8)) and (108), (T04), (I03), one can deduce that the diagonal entries of the resolvent matrix
G(2) yielded by the replica computation in the limit P — oo are

1
D(M(p),...,u(g)) z —Rz(ugp)7...,ug7)).

The diagonal entries of the resolvent are fluctuating quantities also in the high-dimensional limit, correlated to the
statistics of the projected class centroids. Conversely, in rotationally invariant ensembles, like the Wishart Ensemble,
the diagonal entries of the resolvent concentrate around their mean in the high-dimensional limit.

(109)

is a system of C(C + 2) of complex equatlonsﬂ for given z € C ﬁ In the multiclass case C' > 2 1t is a rather
dlfﬁcult system to solve. In the special binary case, C' = 2, it is possible to simplify some terms in : first, the
explicit expression of the matrix inverse

N o,
() 7 det 9(w.) _g((;fn) gégfﬂ) (v,7) 11 01’

>The total number of equations is actually 2C(C' + 2), since the system is solved the real and imaginary part of each of the

resolvents in (I07).

%1n the high-dimensional limit, in regions of the spectrum with absolute continuous measure, the resolvent develops a branch cut
singularity for Im z = 0, rather than having first order poles on the eigenvalues, as it happens for discrete spectra. In this situation,
the equations that define the spectrum are well defined in the whole complex plane.
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we can write for y:

1 1 g(‘l’ﬁ) (,v)
Y = o T W) (W) (T M) )
2Xp 9(()0 Yo =901\ —901° 90’

v, v, Q Q
ot () )
9(()0 7)9§1 M (1 P\ 901 900" 901 911

and unveil the equations for the entries of gq, by explicitly writing the matrix inverse in (T02) and using (96),

(111)

Q li1
9(()0)

ool — (9w ))o1]?

Q loo
9%1) -

looli1 = [(9(g ))or]?

-1
@) _ (9w, )o1 (112)
901" =

looli1 — (9w ))o1]?
with

Ab, 1

be
(9w ) )ee +

1+ X;n gg?) 4 X;n ggql k)

e =0 gz 1,
C

In the binary case, the system (107) counts 16 self-consistent real equatlons. We reserve the study of eqs. (107) to
future work.

F.3 Spectral equations for subextensive centroids

We consider the case of subextensive, i.e. for any class c one has ||p.||= op(P): this setting represents datasets
with centered classes. In this case, P(u1,...,puc) =~ 0(u1) - - d(ue) and the problem simplifies a lot: defining for
c=1,...,C the scalars

Ea =E, [‘ZSQ(FCZ)] Ve = E; [2¢(I'e2)]
Be =E(2 20)on(0,5. (1)) [0(Tez1)d(Tez2)] (113)
- A2
Se = PBe— Bec — 0_367_62,5 = B —

the resolvent function g(z) = gy () is determined from the solution of the following system of saddle-point equations:

1\ 1 1 go
11— — ) —=_——92 5", )+
( > 7 T2 bl Z 14 X2 %gn+hc9«z]

Xp/ 9¥ Xp v -
(114)

11 11 beye
- -+
Xpgo e 2t Z o2 ot Xp 9 1+ 22 [y2g0 + higy]

Egs. (T14) can be obtained as follows: first, write the action (90) in the limit of subextensive centroids, thus replacing
the vector Hermite coefficients with their homogeneous counterparts in eqs. (L13), 8. — B:.1p, B — Belp, Yo —
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5Spectral density of A (centroids_factor=0.0, weight=0.5, var1=2.0, var2=0.5) 5Spectral density of A (centroids_factor=0.1, weight=0.5, var1=2.0, var2=0.5)
10 10

—e— Empirical spectral density of A —e— Empirical spectral density of A
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Figure 8: Test of eqs. (I14) for ¢ = 0.01.

~Y.1p (note that, for an odd activation, the coefficient c. vanishes in this limit). Second, note that gcq"h) — hi 9w,

g£q") — Se G0, gg”) = YeYe! Gws gg?,) — YeYer go; to handle singular terms such as determinants and inverses of
these last two resolvents appearing in (90), set gie " = 72 gy + €, g% = 42 go + ¢, expand and simplify. Then,

derive the saddle point equations of the resulting action and obtain

We remark that, while for extensive centroids Uy, in (@) is non rotationally invariant, in the limit of finite centroids
Uy, consists of the sum of different Wishart matrices and therefore, the resulting matrix ensemble is rotationally
invariant: usually, in this case the spectral equations are algebraic, and this is the case also for (TT4). Finally, note that
in contrast with equations (T07)), in the case of finite centroids the total number of real equations to solve is always 4,
for any number of classes C'.

The homogeneous case 01 = -+ = o¢ = o corresponds to the problem studied in ref. [8]: eqs. (I14) extend their
result to centered gaussian mixtures.

In figure [8) we compare the solution of (TT4) in the C' = 2 case with empirical histograms of the eigenvalues of U,
testing the case of zero centroid norm (left) and ||m4||= ||mz||= 1 (right): we find a perfect agreement between
theory and simulations. We compute the theoretical spectral density from the solution of (I14) using (63).

F.3.1 Equation for the edges

The equations for the spectral edges A, can be obtained from the spectral equations (I14) by performing the following
joint limits

. . B . Imgo(A) _

For any bulk of the spectrum, the lower and upper edges are respectively defined as the largest and the smallest
eigenvalues for which the spectral equations admit a real solution: conditions (T13)) ensure that we find such points,
since they give guarantee that we are approaching the edges from within the spectrum of U (otherwise the quantity
w,) would be undefined. By applying it to the real and imaginary parts of egs. (I14), and setting Re gy (\.) = g3 and
Re ga(A«) = g&, we obtain the following system of three algebraic equations
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1 1 Wi X beh2(h2 + w.ey?)
— (1= = — _ 4 1y p c
( xp) (95)? Xp(99)%  Xp(93)? Z {1+ "P = [v296, + higyl}?

Wi 1 XP C’YC h2 + w*’}/c)
= — 116
Xp(95)° Xp Z {1 JF ['chgz + hZgy ]} (116)
1 A be » 1 1 bey?
Xpdh € 7 2 o? Xp 0 1+ 22294 + higy]
The spectral edges are computed from the solutions of (T16):
1N 1 1 g
Ao = Y bese + — - (1— ) — - — (117)
Z Z 14 32 'chgz +h2gy)] Xp) 9% Xp (93)*

Egs. (I16) and (I17) are used to compute the curves in fig. [2b]in the limit ¢ — 0, for the case of C' = 2 classes.

One can show that eqs. admit at most 2C' + 4 solutions. In the following, we connect the solutions of to

the spectral edges Agen, )\%)em, )\Ssém defined in section Similarly to [8]], we take X, > X > 1 and consider

different scaling regimes for the resolvent function. We set Xpm = Xp/Xm-

* Scaling gy = O,, (1) and gq = O,, (Xi) let us set g& = Xpgg. At leading order in 1/, the equations
for the edges become

1 beh
" = Xpm D EE—
(95> " Z (14 Xpmh2g3,)?

1 bey2h2 g 1

1+ Xpmhzgq,) Xm
(118)

1 A be by
= ~ —7 + T . 192 %
e 2t Z O-g c Z 1 + Xpmhzg\*i/

1 96
*szcgc+zl+xpm o

gv  (9%)

In this limit, the equation for g, is decoupled from that for g¢,. We observe that the equation for gy, can
be rearranged as an algebraic equation of order 2C, thus yielding at most 2C values of spectral edges for C'

bulks. This regime identifies the ¢-independent memorization phase: the eigenvalue Ag,llim of is obtained
from the solution gy, that returns the largest spectral edge. This bulk has M eigenvalues, since it is origins
from the memorization term U 4, in eq. (36). Thus, it carries a weight X, /X

Note that from the first of (I18) the scaling g3, o 1/xpm emerges. Then, for ¢ < 1 one finds that all the
edges in this scaling regime satisfy A, o< xpm, and

m L Xs
mem 2/\%1123“1 Xp

(119)

as proven in [8] for the unimodal case.
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A—M

* Scaling gy = Oy, (%) and go = O, (%) we set g3, = Xpgw. We can find the spectral edges more easily
from the spectral equations (T14), that for this scaling read
Xp 96 2
=g (= 2) ) behe
v (93)? ZC:
(120)
1 A be o 1
= = %57 76 ol bC 2
95*2 e—2t ZC: Ug’yc + gikp + EC: Ve

Combining these two equations, one finds the spectral equation of a Wishart matrix, and therefore the edges
are those of a Marchenko-Pastur distribution [41]]:

A be
A i+ > beh? + —= > ;273 +) be? | (L xp)? (121)
c c c

These are the edges of the rightmost bulk shown in fig. [2a] which counts D eigenvalues and carries a weight
1/xp, since it is related to the population correlation Uy, (eq. (33) and see also eq. (56)). It represents the
generalization phase of the training: thus, we identify Ag¢,, = A9 We then have for t < 1

1 1
Tgen = ——— OC — (122)
g 2/\gen Xp

Combining (T19), (122)), we find the result of [[I5]], [8]l, for the generalization window
(1)

Tmem

Wy = X Xs, (123)

7—g€TL

that the generalization window grows linearly with the size of the dataset. Having verified the sample size
scaling, in[3.2] we study the dependence of the prefactor of this scaling law on the variances of the classes in
a binary setting, to show how class diversity affects the generalization window.

* Scaling gg = Ox;»(%) and go = Oy, (%) the choice of the scalings is motivated by fig. |§|

Finite solver eigenvalue scaling: weight=0.5, var1=0.5, var2=0.25, centroid=0
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Figure 9: Check of the scaling of ,\Sﬁ)em.

We show that the eigenvalue )\Ssém scales linearly with ¢ and converges to a constant value for large number

of hidden neurons and number of samples. We also show the width AX of the leftmost bulk in fig. [2a as
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functions of the same quantities: we find that it scales linearly with diffusion time and that it decays as the
inverse square of the number of samples. We also find empirically that the weight of the leftmost bulk is
1/xp: then, considering our findings in ﬁ we choose to scale the resolvent functions as above. We now
proceed to expand the spectral equations (114} for t < 1 and x,, > 1: we get the following

tXpm g8 b.h?
Xp~*:_2g~§i z TS Z+7Z 2
Xmdy  Xm(9%) Xm S VE96 + h2gy
(124)
t be b2
— =2t 772 + 7~ — 7c~*
X 96 Z o? Xim Z V296 + higy
By summing these two equations together, we find for t < 1 and x,, > 1
- 29y
do ~ (125)
2% bl
After some algebra, one finds that the edges are (¢ = <)
~ 2
m) _ ~ mt Xpm 23 cbegs h2
A =t et gy Xom TN et (126)
43 >, bcg—% 2x3, Y. bcg—é Xm e

In this last equation, we identify )\ﬁpm = AS’”): we observe that it scales linearly in ¢. The bulk width
/\an) . Agm) 3/2 . é
We finally find that the scaling of the final memorization time is

scales linearly with ¢ and decays as Xpm / X

1 1
T7(r?e)m = )\(2) X n 127)
and that the memorization window scales as
2 Xp
Wy = — . (128)
Tr(,q],'gm Xm t

In [3.2] we study the dependence of the prefactor of w,, on the variances of the classes and their sampling
weights.

The remaining weight is 1—x,, /X —2/ X, and is carried by a delta peak: it represents eigenvectors that are orthogonal
to all rows of the random features and GEP noise matrices. These modes do not affect training. The delta is located at

A=¢= Zcbc(ﬁc Bc m’yc) o t.

G Theoretical curves of train and test losses

For reader convenience, we copy the expression of the train and test errors in egs. (3), (T4):

1 M 2
Etrain = 777 ;Eﬁ [H\/ES (e )+ ] (129)

Erest = Z be Et((f‘);t
(130)
c 1 -
EN = Bt ¢ ||VB (e + VAEIAW) + €]

37



The Interplay of Data Structure and Imbalance A PREPRINT

Training and test errors can be rewritten in the following form:

Ay

2vVA
- Ty Ty 4 2V
Etrain =1+ N (AUAT) + N

2v/ Ay
N

Tr(VA), (131)

. A
Eich = 1+ S Tr(AU.AT) + Tr(V,A)

~ Eirain + % Tr(A(U, — U)AT) + LNAt Tr((Ve — V)A), (132)

A ~
gtest = gtrain + Wt TI‘(A(U - U)AT)

By substituting into eqgs. (I31)), (I32) the solution of the dynamics (6)) and by expanding everything in the basis of
eigenvectors of U, we derived equations for the train and test errors:

ALt | C0p ()2
. = —_ — -\ = !
gtrazn(T) 1 N ; /\q ; r. we ’
A 1—e2M7) (1= 2T
Erest(T) = Etrain(T) + 57 > = ,\)i : )
ap q7'p

(q) (p) _
(Zb w! ) <Z bcwrcc ) (709, Misp )

(133)

. A (1 _ 8—2)\q7) (1 _ 6—2)\1,7')
Eiest(T) = Erain(T) + N Z Ay

q,p

x (Z m“‘f?)T (Z w@) (¥50%0 — Ay

2A 1— 6_2 Ag T w(?) T wEQ) (il)
- e — bc’ ¢ - bc' C 9

where {\g, 94} are eigenvalues and eigenvectors of U, and we introduced wt? = 1N WT (1, ©7,). The formula in

eqs (133)), with the feature correlation matrices replaced by their GEP expression, are our semi-analytical curves for
the train and test errors. We name them like that because we need to numerically diagonalise the matrix Uy, to use
them. The curves for the test errors were used in sections [3.2] and to represent our theoretical predictions.

For test errors, in general we cannot write asymptotic expressions in terms of the solution of the saddle point equations
(107); we can only do that for the train error. We derived the following asymptotic formula for the train error, in the
joint limits N, P, M — oo with fixed ratios x, = P/N and x,, = M/N:

A beber d)\ —ANT cc’
Etrain(7) X”Z —e ) () (134)

—2f OO

where the spectral densities pc are computed from the resolvent functions gQ )in eq. (I07):

cc 1 cc .
p& )()\) = — lim Img( )()\—I—ze)

T e—=04
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We refer to eq. (I34) as our fully analytical formula for the train error. We derived (134) from the first equation in

(T33), noting that the dot products we()) - we (A) featuring in (T33) can be computed from the imaginary part of g¢f .
Indeed, since by definition one has

Z Y(A)T(WT O Inye)(vel]y © W)th(Ag)
N2

99 )\72

_ crcoc/e /d/\p Ywe(A) - wer(A)
A—z
then it follows that ,
FCFC/ p&c ()\)

we(A) - wer () = Gt p(\)

(135)

= On (1), the vector Hermite coefficients become homogeneous and thus (T133)

L leyere pa(N)
oeoee2t p(A)

turns into

we(A) - wer () =

(136)

and the analytical train error formula simplifies

2
Axp (s=; Fe )\ [dX aa
Eirain(7) =1 = 5 (ng) /7 (1= =27 pa(N). (137)

c=1 ¢

H Score MSE

We write the formula for the MSE of the score:

2
(138)

1 1
Escore Z b 8score7 géggre = NEENNC(t) [”A¢ (\/NW:E) - Strue(wa t)

The MSE on the score is a proxy for the quality of the generative model: indeed, the Kublack-Liebler (KL) Divergence

between the prior distribution P* and the sampling distribution learned by the diffusion model Pis upper-bounded by
the integral over diffusion time of the score error [49]:

Dicr(PIP7) = [ deP* (@) 1og(P@)/P* @) < 5 [ dtEuconelt (139)

Given the hypothesis of well separated classes, the condition in (I39) holds also for the single components of the
mixture:

Dt (PolP?) / 4P () og (Pel() /P2 () ) < / dtE©) (@) (140)

We can compute semi-analytical formulas analogous to those in (133 - ) for the score MSEs. The score of a gaussian
mixture such as that in (3 has the following expression:

—t

c c r—€ "M,
St’rue T, t Zb Si(frzte Sgrie(mﬂt) = _W Cc($7t)
(141)
et
Pz, t) e 2T2()
C m7t = ) P m,t = =
= DS Grmme

For generic mixtures, the components of the true score interfere with each other through the functions (.. In the case
of well-separated mixtures, one gets (. = 1/b. for any datapoint sampled from that class: then, the scores are the
scores that the components of the mixture would have in isolation,

—t
c r—Imee
b S( ) T(t) = Sc(m7t)

e (L, 1) R — x belonging to class c. (142)
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We can define the effective domain for classes by looking at eqs (I4T): all exponential terms should be vanishing for
classes ¢’ # ¢ compared to class ¢, and this is achieved for values of  such that

1 B 1 -
Wﬂw—mae tllZ_WHm_mCB UP4log(Te /T >0, ¥ £ e, N = o 143)
The boundaries of the effective domains are regions such that
1
FT(t)HCB—mc/e—t||2—F2(t)Hw—mce—t||2+N10g(1"C//Fc) =0On(1) N — 00 (144)
c! ¢

In the high-dimensional limit NV > 1, samples « belong with high probability to the bulks of the effective domains,
the boundaries are atypical. We consider the case of well-separated mixtures, where the inequalities (12) hold for all
classes: then the score MSE in (138) begets

—t 2
r—€ "Meg

(c)
£ T2(7)

score —

~

N

(145)

1
Ezn,(t) HA¢ (WZC) +

VN

gscore = Z bcgs('zt)yrw

bl: Different centroids norms cl: Different sampling rates

al: Different variances

training loss
(theory)
test/score loss
(theory)
test/score loss 1
(theory)
test/score loss 2
(theory)
training loss
(simulations)
test/score loss
(simulations)
test/score loss 1
(simulations)
test/score loss 2
(simulations)
oot

nggl

gen
Topt, 2

test losses
test losses
test losses

]
]
]
0.90 I .
103 10°
training time T

1 1
0.90 L—1 .

103 10°
training time T

T
10°
training time T

a2: Different variances b2: Different centroids norms c2: Different sampling rates

10!

10!

10!

100 - 100 5 100 -
early regime

generalization window
memorization regime

=

OI
-
1

=

OI
-
1

=

OI
_
1

,_.
o
8

score MSEs (normalized)

10t

103 10°
training time T

score MSEs (normalized)

,_.
o
S

10t

10°
training time T

103

,_.
o
4

score MSEs (normalized)

10t

10°
training time T

103

Figure 10: Comparison between the test losses and the score MSEs. Parameters as in ﬁgure

Finally, by following the steps of Appendix[G} we obtain

qT

glo)

score

1 2 1—e 22
=@ Ty ; ¥

(1 _ e—QAPT)(]_ _ 6—2)\(17)
)\pAq

bcu
Fc//

>

e’

c!’

1 (e
+ Kt(gt(egt

(1) =

T
ber g q
Wen We
o FC”
bc”’ ~
q
3 it | wr U,
e e
1)

(146)



The Interplay of Data Structure and Imbalance A PREPRINT

We found that in the limit of well-separated classes, the score MSE of any class c is just the test loss of that class
plus a diffusion time and class dependent constant shift and a diffusion time dependent rescaling multiplicative factor,
implying that the class-specific generalization times and memorization times defined in (T3)) for the test losses are the
same for the score MSEs. In figure [I0] we compare the test loss shown in figure 3] with the score MSE.
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Appendices for experiments

I Numerical experiments on Random Features

I.1 Training of RF model
Training of the Random Features model was conducted using Gradient Descent: for k = 1, ..., Nepocn, wWe used

agtrain

A=A —1 A

A=A,

with &;yqin given by eq. (3). In all experiments, we setp = 5x107° lt, where N is data dimension, and Ay = 1—e=2¢

(compare with eq. (23) to understand the origin of this scaling choice of the learning rate). We set Nepocr, = 2 X 108
and 600 log-spaced sampling times. We fix P = 6000, N = 100 and M = 3000 for the parameters in sections [3.2}
B21

For each choice of data distribution parameters, we conducted several runs with different instantiations of the RF model
and the dataset, namely different draws of the matrix W and the dataset X, and then obtained curves for train, test and
score errors versus training time by averaging over different runs. We employed a gaussian smoothing to each error
curve of each run, to polish fluctuations at small scales due to GD discrete steps. Generalization and memorization
times were computed using (I3)) on the curves averaged over different runs. As the dynamics converges to a unique
readout matrix, asymptotically independent of the initial condition (see eq. (23)), we did not average over different
initial conditions.

An experiment with 5 runs, with the parameters specified above, requires approximately 4 hours and a half on a A40
GPU.

L2 Numerical diagonalization of U, U

To evaluate the semi-analytical curves in eqs. (133),(I46), for each choice of gaussian mixture, we obtained the
eigenvalues and eigenvectors of Ng;q, = 10 instances of the GEP matrices Uy, and Ugep. In sections 3.2.1
we set P = 6000 for the number of hidden neurons, N = 100 for data dimension and M = 3000 for the number of
samples. In section[d] we set P = 10000, N = 100, M = 500.

The numerical diagonalization of instances of U ), ﬁgep requires roughly 10 minutes on a state-of-the-art CPU.

L3 Solution of the spectral equations

Algorithm 1 Solver of egs. (114)

Require: Hermite coefficients {(8y, B, i) Y$_,, diagonal terms dj, = B — B — ﬁ%, grid {\; }évzl, continuation
schedule £ = Concat((Log-Spaced([100, 1079], Neps), {0}].
Ensure: real parts {Re g (\;), Re ga();)} and spectral densities {p()\;), pa(X;)}

1: for j =1to N do > sweep over spectral grid
2: A+ )\j

3: z4+ A+1i¢gg > initialise at largest imaginary shift
4: gfl? ) 1 /2, gg)) — -1/z > free-theory initial guess
5: forc € £do > decrease imaginary part to O
6: 24— A+ie

7 (9w, 90) + SOLVE(Fq,(-, 5 2) =0, Fa(-, 2) =0, init = (g\(I?),gg)))) > Levenberg—Marquardt
8: gfl?) — gv, gézo) — 9o > warm start for next €
9: end for

10: Re gw(A;) < Re(gw)
1: p(Aj) < L Im(gy)
122 Rega(};) < Re(gn)

130 pa(N) 7 Im(go)
14: end for

42



The Interplay of Data Structure and Imbalance A PREPRINT

To solve eqs. (TT7), we used the following algorithm: for each of 10* log-spaced values of A € [10~8,10?], we took

z = A + 1€ and iteratively solved (117) for decreasing values of € until € = 0, starting from €44+ = 100 with initial

conditions gstqrt(2) = —1/z and gg fart) — 1 /z. The spectral densities p(A), po()) are evaluated with formula

([63). Spectral density values below 1076 are truncated to zero.

The choice of €44+ >> 1 ensures the selection of the correct branch of g(z) (in random matrix theory, the resolvent
function is a polidrome function featuring different branches, see [41]]), uniquely identified by g(z) ~ —1/z for
|z] > 1.

To solve egs. to compute the edges through (117), we computed the initial conditions from the solution of (T17)),
by selecting values of A in the grid where p(\) acquires a nonzero value.

In algorithm|[I| we report a pseudocode for the solver algorithm. The solver takes around 3 minutes on a state-of-the-art
CPU to solve the equations on a grid of Nygjues = 10* values of \.

J Numerical experiments on Fashion MNIST

J.1 Additional Simulations Framework Details

Model. A standard DDPM [22] was employed on the FashionMNIST dataset [|60], with a UNet [44] serving as
the backbone. The network follows a U-shaped encoder—decoder structure connected by skip connections across four
resolution levels (64, 128, 256, 256 channels, respectively). Each level contains ResNet blocks [21]] with a dropout rate
of 0.1 [51]], conditioned on the diffusion time step through sinusoidal time embeddings [22, |54 injected additively into
each block. The encoder is comprised of two such blocks per level, and the decoder of three. Four-head self-attention
with GroupNorm pre-normalization is applied within the ResNet blocks at the two intermediate resolutions. At the
deepest level, a two-block bottleneck bridges the encoder and the decoder, with self-attention enabled in the first block
and disabled in the second.

Training. Each model is trained on a binary subset of FashionMNIST, pairing with the Sneaker class that exhibits
the lowest pixel-wise variance and yielding nine class pairs in total. Each pair is trained at three Sneaker proportions
(25%, 50%, 75%) on 8,000 images on a single core of an NVIDIA A100 GPU for approximately one week, reaching
approximately 4 x 10% gradient steps. In this study, a linear noise schedule is adopted, with the parameters set at
B1=10"%to By =2 x 1072, and T' = 1,000 discrete steps. The Adam optimizer (Ir = 10~%) is utilized to minimize
the mean squared error (MSE) between the predicted and the true noise [28]. 32 model checkpoints are saved at
log-spaced intervals (5 per scale) per run to capture both early and late training dynamics.

Generation. The DDPM ancestral sampler [22] generated 500 samples for a pair and includes all checkpoints in one
to two hours with a single NVIDIA A100 or A40 GPU. Starting from x7 ~ AN (0, 1), the model iteratively denoised
through all T reverse steps. Ateach stept € {7, ..., 1}, the update is

Ti—1 = \/107t<$t - \/15%0_%59(%70) + \/Ezm
t

where z; ~ N (0,Iy) fort > 1land z; =0fort =1, a4 = Hi:l as = [[._; (1 — Bs) is the cumulative product, and
€g(x¢,t) is the UNet’s predicted noise. Examples of generated samples can be found in the

Evaluation. In accordance with the nearest-neighbor criterion outlined in [8} 20} |61]], a generated sample x. from
class c is deemed memorized if
. —nnj(x 1
o) - Jze—mm@olls 1
[zc —nng(zc)f2 3
where nn;(x.) denotes the i-th nearest neighbor of . in the training set under the {5 norm. The per-class memoriza-
tion fraction is defined as the expected memorized rate under the estimated data distribution at time ¢,

mem (1) = B mps (o [1(r(2e) < 5)]

and is empirically estimated by its mean over n. generated samples. We define the threshold-crossing time ¢ . =

mem
inf{t : fSem(t) > 1/3}, so the Sneaker-partner memorization gap

Atpem(cp) = 08— 16r

mem mem*

(147)

is tracked across all log-spaced checkpoints and class ratios.
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To assign each generated sample to its class, a dedicated binary ResNet-18 classifier [21] is trained for each of the
nine Sneaker—partner pairs. The first convolutional layer is replaced with a single-channel counterpart to accommodate
Fashion-MNIST’s grayscale input, and the network is trained with the same input preprocessing as the diffusion model
(class-pair mean subtracted, unit standard deviation). Training uses AdamW [34]] with cosine annealing [33]] over 15
epochs, differential learning rates (backbone: 10~2, head: 10~%) [13,[23]], weight decay 0.01 [30], and label smoothing
0.1 [53]]. The classifiers used for class assignment are trained on a 90/10 train—validation split; using an 80/20 split
led to no material difference. Across all class proportions, all nine classifiers achieved above 96.0% macro F1 and
97.3% balanced accuracy. The reported lowest values were observed for the visually similar Sneaker—Ankle Boot pair,
confirming reliable class attribution of generated samples under the primary imbalance conditions examined.

J.2  Supplementary Figures

Generated samples and memorization dynamics. We first visualize a representative Sneaker—-Bag pair in Fig-
ure[T1]to illustrate the transition from generalization to memorization. The figure shows generated samples at selected
checkpoints alongside their first and second nearest training examples, providing an intuitive view of the sample-level
memorization criterion defined in the Sectiond] Under this criterion, the memorized sample is highlighted in red. The
bottom panel traces the corresponding nearest-neighbor dynamics: solid and dashed curves denote the mean distances
to the first and second nearest neighbors, respectively, while vertical dotted lines mark the class-specific memorization
times. Figures to[IZh|report the same analysis for the remaining eight Fashion MNIST class pairs.

Sneaker-Bag: generated samples and mean NN distance dynamics
Top: rows are checkpoints; columns show generated - NN - |diff].
Bottom: vertical lines show memorization steps.

=1 Memorized displayed sample

Sneaker Bag
1-NN 2-NN

Ipixel diff|

54k

581k

3874k

Mean NN distance
N

10? 103 104 10° 10°
Training step

Figure 11: Overview example for the Bag class.
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Sneaker-T-shirt: generated samples and mean NN distance dynamics

114

762

=]
=~

54k

581k

3874k

Mean NN distance

Top: rows are checkpoints; columns show generated - NN - |diff]|.
Bottom: vertical lines show memorization steps.

1 Memorized displayed sample

Sneaker T-shirt

|pixel diff|

102 103 104 10° 108
Training step

a T-shirt/top

Figure 12: Overview examples for Fashion-MNIST classes (Part 1).
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Sneaker-Trouser: generated samples and mean NN distance dynamics
Top: rows are checkpoints; columns show generated - NN - |diff]|.
Bottom: vertical lines show memorization steps.

1 Memorized displayed sample

Sneaker Trouser

114

762

8k

54k

|pixel diff|

581k

3874k

Mean NN distance
sy

102 103 104 10° 108
Training step

b Trouser

Figure 12: Overview examples for Fashion-MNIST classes (Part 2).
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Sneaker-Pullover: generated samples and mean NN distance dynamics
Top: rows are checkpoints; columns show generated - NN - |diff]|.
Bottom: vertical lines show memorization steps.

1 Memorized displayed sample

Sneaker

|pixel diff|

3874k

O 8

[}

C

(0]

&6

©

X — TS

% ______ S emmmmmmm T T S

Q2 I

= ™~
—_—

107 103 104 10° 10°

Training step
¢ Pullover

Figure 12: Overview examples for Fashion-MNIST classes (Part 3).
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Sneaker-Dress: generated samples and mean NN distance dynamics

114

762

8k

54k

581k

3874k

Mean NN distance
B

Top: rows are checkpoints; columns show generated - NN - |diff]|.
Bottom: vertical lines show memorization steps.

1 Memorized displayed sample

Sneaker

|pixel diff|

102 103 104 10° 108
Training step

d Dress

Figure 12: Overview examples for Fashion-MNIST classes (Part 4).
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Sneaker-Coat: generated samples and mean NN distance dynamics

Mean NN distance

Top: rows are checkpoints; columns show generated - NN - |diff]|.
Bottom: vertical lines show memorization steps.

1 Memorized displayed sample

Sneaker

|pixel diff|

102 103 104 10° 108

Training step
e Coat

Figure 12: Overview examples for Fashion-MNIST classes (Part 5).
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Sneaker-Sandal: generated samples and mean NN distance dynamics
Top: rows are checkpoints; columns show generated - NN - |diff]|.
Bottom: vertical lines show memorization steps.

1 Memorized displayed sample

Sneaker Sandal

|pixel diff|

102 103 104 10° 108
Training step

f Sandal
Figure 12: Overview examples for Fashion-MNIST classes (Part 6).
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Sneaker-Shirt: generated samples and mean NN distance dynamics

114

762

8k

54k

581k

Mean NN distance

Top: rows are checkpoints; columns show generated - NN - |diff]|.
Bottom: vertical lines show memorization steps.

1 Memorized displayed sample

Sneaker Shirt

|pixel diff|

102 103 104 10° 108
Training step

g Shirt
Figure 12: Overview examples for Fashion-MNIST classes (Part 7).
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Sneaker-Ankle boot: generated samples and mean NN distance dynamics
Top: rows are checkpoints; columns show generated - NN - |diff]|.
Bottom: vertical lines show memorization steps.

1 Memorized displayed sample

Sneaker

|pixel diff|

=

mmmmo=so
=== ————
S e sl

Mean NN distance
sy
/
|

102 103 104 10° 108
Training step

h Ankle boot
Figure 12: Overview examples for Fashion-MNIST classes (Part 8).

Memorization fraction curves. We next extend the illustration in Figure[5[a) by showing the memorization fraction
curves for all Sneaker-paired Fashion MNIST classes in Figure 5] Including early checkpoints shows that the mem-
orization fraction remains zero for all classes before the onset of memorization. Afterward, all paired classes except
Trouser reach the memorization threshold before Sneaker.

52



The Interplay of Data Structure and Imbalance

A PREPRINT

Trouser (Atmem = -126.1 k)

Dress (Atmem = +98.5 k)

Sandal (Atpem = +175.0 k)

S Sneaker — Sneaker — Sneaker
0.81 — Trouser Dress — Sandal
0.6
0.4
0.2 j
0.0+ J
c T-shirt (Atpem = +108.0 k) Ankle boot (Atpem = +67.0 k) Coat (Atpem = +114.5 k)
Q "
£ S Sneaker — Sneaker — Sneaker
S o8 — T-shirt Ankle boot Coat
§ 0.6
=
s o4
E 0.2
S
g 0.0
= Pullover (Atmem = +103.0 k) Shirt (Atmem = +127.5 k) Bag (Atmem = +180.8 k)
1.0y Sneaker — Sneaker — Sneaker
0.8 Pullover — Shirt — Bag
0.6
0.4
0.2
0.0
102 103 10% 10° 10° 107 103 10 10° 10° 102 103 104 10° 106

Training step

Figure 13: Memorization fraction curves for all Sneaker-paired Fashion MNIST classes.

Further validation on CIFAR. We further present the same phenomenon on CIFAR [29] using the same DDPM
architecture and training settings, with 3,000 training samples. The left panel of Figure [14]|shows that CIFAR classes
have smaller normalized in-class variances than Fashion-MNIST classes. Nevertheless, when zooming in on the
lowest- and highest-variance CIFAR classes, Automobile is memorized before Deer, matching the variance-based pre-
diction. Absolute memorization times differ from Fashion-MNIST, which is expected because the CIFAR experiment
uses a different total sample size; this is consistent with the theoretical prediction that sample number also affects
memorization time [8}27]]. The corresponding generated samples and the dynamics of the nearest-neighbor are shown

in Figure
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Bl Sneaker

Normalized class variance
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Sandal
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Figure 14: Left: normalized variance for each class on two datasets; the annotated numbers report the total class
variance. Right: memorization fraction curves for the class pair with the largest variance gap in each dataset. The
inset shows the same curves on a linear training-step scale, and the legend reports the corresponding memorization-

time gaps.
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Automobile-Deer: generated samples and mean NN distance dynamics
Top: rows are checkpoints; columns show generated - NN - |diff]|.
Bottom: vertical lines show memorization steps.

1 Memorized displayed sample

Automobile Deer

|pixel diff|

0.0

Mean NN distance

103 104 10° 106
Training step

Figure 15: CIFAR generated samples and nearest-neighbor dynamics. For CIFAR, we restrict the second nearest
neighbor to the same class. This avoids fluctuations in the average 2-NN distance caused by Automobile samples

whose unconstrained second nearest neighbor may lie in Deer, while preventing such fluctuations from shifting the
Automobile memorization time earlier.

Robustness to memorization thresholds. Because memorization has no unique operational definition, choosing
comparable thresholds across models is inherently difficult. We use finem = 1/3 for DDPM in the main text to
capture a realistic regime where a substantial, but not exhaustive, fraction of samples is memorized. The same trends
hold under stricter choices fmem = 1/6 and 1/12. For RF, whose criterion is tied to the initial loss, tightening the
threshold from 20% worse than the initial loss to 10% worse, or equal to the initial loss, also preserves the qualitative

picture (see Figure [T6] and Figure [I7] respectively). Moreover, using RF threshold 1.3 gives a correlation with the
DDPM result comparable to that obtained with the main threshold 1.2.
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Memorization Gap at Different Thresholds (DDPM)
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Figure 16: Same plot as Figure @ but using alternative thresholds to compute the DDPM memorization gap At e -
The three rows correspond t0 fimem = 1/12, 1/6, and 1/3, with the definition of A¢pen given in Section {4} The
overall patterns are similar across these threshold choices.
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Memorization Gap at Different Thresholds (RF)
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Figure 17: Same plot as Figure @ but using alternative RF memorization thresholds. The RF threshold is defined by
how much the test loss is allowed to degrade relative to the initial loss, as described in Section [3:2.T} for example, a
threshold of 1.1 means 10% worse than the initial loss. Similar patterns also persist across thresholds.
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