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Diffusion-based generative models are machine learning models that use diffusion processes to
learn the probability distribution of high-dimensional data. In recent years, they have become
extremely successful in generating multimedia content. However, it is still unknown if such models
can be used to generate high-quality datasets of physical models. In this work, we use a Landau-
Ginzburg-like diffusion model to infer the distribution of a 2D bond-diluted Ising model. Our
approach is simple and effective, and we show that the generated samples reproduce correctly the
statistical and critical properties of the physical model.

Introduction - Diffusion-based generative models (DM)
are machine learning models designed to learn the proba-
bility distribution of high-dimensional data and to gener-
ate correctly new samples under such distribution [1, 2].
They are intensively applied in high-quality image and
video generation [3, 4]. There have been several efforts to
rephrase these models in the statistical mechanics frame-
work and improve our theoretical understanding of its
behavior. Relations with spontaneous symmetry break-
ing and phase transitions [5, 6] have been established,
the curse of dimensionality, the characterization of time
regimes [7, 8] and the connection with associative mem-
ory [9] have been analyzed. Also, the physical limits of
the method and advantages and disadvantages with re-
spect to standard Monte Carlo and Langevin sampling
have been analyzed [10].

As the name suggests, DMs use a diffusion process to
accomplish such tasks. The force field of the diffusion
process that recursively transforms the initial data into a
random noise (typically a Gaussian white noise) is a pri-
ori not known, and the relevant goal is to learn it. If one
can do that, a time-reversed diffusion process can then be
used to generate a new structured sample starting from
what appears as pure noise. The recent work of [7, 8]
defines a new approach of remarkable value. We propose
here a new method that allows us to reconstruct the di-
luted Ising model (DIM). A model with quenched disor-
der has an intrinsic complexity, and it is a crucial test if
a reconstruction method can analyze it. We will give this
question a positive answer, and we will argue that an ap-
proach based on a simple structure can be very effective.
We believe that these findings have a relevant impact on
the more general question of the diffusion-based analysis.

We start from an initial training dataset {a⃗µ}Pµ=1.
The P elements of the set are N dimensional vectors,
and they are distributed according to an unknown ini-
tial distribution P0(⃗a). These vectors evolve under
an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck diffusion process, and the corre-
sponding stochastic equation in the Ito formulation is:

dxi(t)

dt
= −xi(t) + ηi(t) , (1)

where ηi(t) is a white Gaussian noise with correlation
⟨ηi(t)ηj(t′)⟩ = 2δijδ(t − t′). The stationary distribution

of this process is normal N (x⃗; 0⃗, I) centered at the origin
and with an identity covariance matrix. The probability
distribution of this forward process is

P (x⃗, t) =

∫
P0 (⃗a) N

(
x⃗; a⃗e−t,∆(t) I

)
da⃗ , (2)

where the mean of the normal distribution is a⃗e−t and the
variance is ∆(t) = 1−e−2t. Ideally, given this P (x⃗, t), one
can derive the ideal force field, namely the score function

Fi(x⃗, t) =
∂ logP (x⃗, t)

∂xi
= −xi − aie

−t

∆(t)
, (3)

which can be used to define the backward process that
will generate new samples [11]:

−dyi
dt

= yi + 2TFi(y⃗, t) + ηi(t) . (4)

However, the distribution P0(⃗a) of real-world data is not
known, so in realistic applications, the score function
must be learned from the data using a suitable approach
(typically a deep neural network).
In our work, we choose to approximate the forward

process distribution P (x⃗, t) ≈ Q(x⃗, t; θ) with a function
to be discussed in detail below, where θ are generic pa-
rameters. The approximated score is given by

Si(x⃗, t; θ) ≡
∂ logQ(x⃗, t; θ)

∂xi
. (5)

Since we want to approximate the true score (3) with (5),
we minimize the mean squared loss to find the optimal
value of the parameters θ:

L (θ) =

〈 N∑
k=1

(
Sk(x⃗, t; θ)−Fk(x⃗, t)

)2〉
x⃗,⃗a

, (6)

where ⟨·⟩x⃗,⃗a is the average over data and forward trajec-
tories.
Here we try, on the diluted Ising model, a very simple

approach, that does not need any deep learning system,
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and we show that it works and that it is very effective.
We define logQ(x⃗, t) as a quadratic term plus a fourth-
order term, and we obtain in this way a non-linear score
function that is able to reproduce the statistical and crit-
ical properties of the diluted Ising model. This choice of
the forward probability distribution, which is strongly
reminiscent of a Landau-Ginzburg free energy, is able to
generate the correct clustering of the data, reproducing
the correct magnetization statistics. Analyzing the spa-
tial correlation function and the magnetic susceptibility
we find further and strong evidence that the generated
samples show the same critical behavior as the original
model. Finally, in light of [7], we discuss the generaliza-
tion and the memorization regimes, and we characterize
the speciation time, i.e. the time at which the trajectories
start to fall in one of the free energy minima.

The diluted Ising model - We consider a link diluted
Ising model on a 2D square lattice of linear size L and
volume N = L2. Given N Ising variables, ai = ±1, the
DIM Hamiltonian is defined as

H(⃗a) = −
∑
i,j

Jijaiaj , (7)

where the couplings Jij are null if |i − j| ≠ 1 and
distributed according to p δ(Jij − 1) + (1 − p) δ(Jij) if
|i− j| = 1. The bond concentration p controls the prob-
ability of having a bond between nearest neighbors, and
in the limit of p → 1 one recovers the usual 2D Ising
Model. A set of i.i.d. {Jij} extracted according to this
probability distribution defines a quenched realization of
the disorder, i.e. a disorder sample.

At equilibrium, the configurations of the variables a⃗ are
distributed according to the Boltzmann-Gibbs measure

PBG(⃗a) =
1

Z
e−βH(a⃗) , (8)

where the partition function Z normalizes PBG(⃗a), and
β = 1/T is the inverse temperature of the system. The
order parameter that characterizes the different thermo-
dynamical phases is the magnetization

m =
1

N

N∑
i=1

ai . (9)

The value of the critical temperature Tc(p) that separates
the two phases depends on the bond concentration.

Our goal is to approximate (8) and generate samples
using a DM, to reproduce correctly the main properties
of the DIM, such as the critical exponents and the distri-
bution of the magnetization P (m). The DIM has been
analyzed in detail, and there exists a large amount of
results characterizing its critical and thermodynamical
behavior [12–14]; this is very useful to fully characterize
the consistency of our results.

Our method - The typical (and powerful) attitude
adopted to reconstruct an effective score function that

will govern the DM is to use a strongly over-parametrized
deep network, for example, U-Nets [4]. If on one side
this can be a very useful approach, on the other side to
fine-tuning and training such a complex network can be
cumbersome, and it is natural to wonder if this is really
needed. Even if reconstructing a bona fide statistical
model with quenched disorder is not at all a trivial task,
we focus on the possibility, that we judge valuable, to use
a simple effective score function, and to succeed in the
reconstruction in this way. We do indeed succeed, and
in this way collect positive results, since we are able to
backward reconstruct a non-trivial model with quenched
disorder by using a very simple parametrization.
The simplest form one could select for implementing

the forward process distribution would be Gaussian. This
cannot lead to success: the score obtained in this way is
linear, and once it is plugged in the backward Langevin
process (4) it can only allow to obtain Gaussian dis-
tributed samples [8]. To try to overcome this problem, we
use the simplest possible approach, and we add a fourth-
order term to the Gaussian distribution, by setting

logQ(x⃗, t) = −1

2

1,N∑
i,j

xiAijxj −
g

4N2

(
N∑
i=1

xi

)4

+ C ,

(10)
where A is a symmetric square matrix of dimension N
and g is the parameter that controls the effects of the
fourth-order term. C is a normalization constant. The
added term is the global magnetization, scaled by a fac-
tor

√
N and raised to the fourth power. The score corre-

sponding to this forward distribution is:

∂ logQ(x⃗, t)

∂xk
= −

N∑
j=1

Akjxj −
g

N2

(
N∑
i=1

xi

)3

. (11)

We can intuitively see that the term
(∑N

i=1 xi

)3
will help

the variables to correlate in a coherent way. In fact, each
sum is just the magnetization of the system and if we

display it as
(∑N

i=1 xi

)(∑N
i=1 xi

)2
we can see that the

squared sum gives a measure of how data is correlated,
while the first term also accounts for the direction of the
xi. In other words, if the variables exhibit correlations
during the backward process, this term will amplify them
by acting as an external field.
After the process of minimization of (6), which is de-

scribed in detail in the Supplemental Information (SI),
we obtain the following expressions for the matrix A and
the parameter g:

(A(t))lm = (C(t)−1)lm − g(t)

N2

N∑
j=1

ω
(4)
j (t)(C(t)−1)jm ,

(12)

g(t) = N

ω(4)(t)−ω̃(4)(t)
∆t

− γ(0,4)(t)

ω(6)(t)− γ(4,4)(t)
, (13)
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FIG. 1. The smallest eigenvalue λmin(t) of A(t) for the
DIM with L = 50 and p = 0.8. Each line is averaged over
20 samples. The different colors for different lines corre-
spond to different temperatures linearly spaced in the range
T ∈ [1.600, 2.075]. Darker lines are for lower values of T .
For higher values of T , λmin(t) never touches the 0 line, in
agreement with the fact that for T > Tc there is only a para-
magnetic minimum. When T decreases λmin(t) crosses the
x-axis, because of the presence of two minima. The two inset
plots correspond to the distribution of the magnetization in
time P (m, t) for t > t∗ (red one) and t = t∗ (blue one).

where the matrix C(t) is the correlation matrix of the
forward process, which depends on the correlation of the
training data C0:

(C(t))km = ⟨xkxm⟩x⃗,⃗a = (C0)kme−2t +∆tδkm (14)

The other terms, ω(4)(t), ω(6)(t), ω̃(4)(t), ω
(4)
j (t), γ(0,4)(t)

and γ(4,4)(t), are moments and combinations of moments
of the forward process, whose details can also be found in
the SI. They depend only on C0 and on the single sample
initial magnetization m0(⃗a

µ).

Results - We have generated the training data for
the DIM using the Wolff algorithm, an improved clus-
ter Monte Carlo Markov Chain [15, 16]. We have used
dilution p = 1.0 for studying the pure Ising model and
p = 0.8 for analyzing a diluted model. In all cases, the
DM was trained with Ptrain = 20000 independent sam-
ples [17]. We eventually generated Pgen = 10000 samples.
Once the training samples have been generated, the pa-
rameters A(t) and g(t) can be estimated using (12) and
(13). Then, using (4) new configurations of the system
can be obtained. We stress that because of the nature of
the diffusion process, the generated data are real instead
of the original binary ones, and we worked starting from
them. We eventually obtained binary spin values by ap-
plying a sign function (and a discussion of this procedure
is given in the SI).
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FIG. 2. The distribution of the magnetization P (m), with
L = 100 and p = 0.8. The orange and blue lines correspond
respectively to the original and the generated samples. From
left to right we display the results for the low T broken phase
(a), for the critical point (b), and for the paramagnetic phase
(c). The samples generated by backward diffusion match the
original distribution.

To develop a multimodal Q(x⃗, t) that correctly repro-
duces the true P (x⃗, t), we expect that the Hessian of
the effective free energy in (10), A(t), should at some
point develop a soft mode. Thus, we analyze the smallest
eigenvalue of A(t), λmin(t), for training sets at different
temperatures. We show in Fig. 1 that there exists a time
t∗ at which the eigenvalue changes sign from positive to
negative going backward in t. This means that the ef-
fective free energy is developing new minima that should
correspond to the two minima of the DIM [6]. When the
diffusion dynamics is at t > t∗, all the eigenvalues are
positive, indicating that the free energy is convex and
Q(x⃗, t) is uni-modal. At t∗ = 0, the free energy becomes
flat along the direction corresponding to the eigenvector
of λmin(t

∗), and fluctuations along this direction are en-
hanced. For t < t∗, the uni-modal Q(x⃗, t) is no longer
stable, and spontaneously evolves towards a Q(x⃗, t) with
two peaks. Indeed, looking at the distribution of the
magnetization P (m) shown in Fig. 2, we can see that in
different thermodynamical phases — above, around, and
below Tc(p) — the distribution of the magnetization of
the generated samples is in agreement with that of the
original data. Particularly remarkable is the observation
in panel (a) that the peaks are reproduced correctly in
the broken phase, notwithstanding the simplicity of our
score function. It is also correct to notice that there is a
slight abundance of m ≈ 0 configurations.
Our main goal is to show that our (simple) diffusion

model is able to reconstruct in detail the critical proper-
ties of the DIM (and we have already shown in Fig. 2 that
it reconstructs accurately the bimodal distribution of m
below Tc). We analyze next the x− x two points spatial
correlation function C(r) and the fourth moment of the
magnetization, namely the Binder parameter B(L, T ).
The spatial correlation function C(r) is defined as

C(r) ≡ 1

Sr

∑
|i−j|=r

[
⟨xixj⟩T − ⟨xi⟩T ⟨xj⟩T

]
, (15)

where the sum runs over all pairs of spins at distance r



4

100 101

r

0.05

0.10

0.20

0.40

0.60
C

(r
)

(a)

Generated

Original

100 101

r

0.05

0.10

0.20

0.40
0.60 (b)

Generated

Original

1.6 1.8 2.0

T

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

B
(T
,L

)

(c)

0 20 40

L1/ν(T − Tc)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

B
(T
,L

)

(d)

L = 12

L = 25

L = 50

L = 100

FIG. 3. Panels (a) and (b): spatial correlation function C(r) at criticality for the original (orange above) and the reconstructed
(blue below) data, with L = 100. We show the pure Ising model, p = 1.0, in (a), and the DIM with p = 0.8 in (b). C(r) has
been averaged over 10 disorder samples. In both cases, the generated correlations show the same critical decay as the original
one. Panels (c) and (d): DIM Binder parameter B(T,L) as a function of the temperature T , with L ∈ {12, 25, 50, 100} and
p = 0.8, averaged over 10 disorder samples. The orange points and lines are for the original data, the blue ones are for the
generated samples. The vertical dashed line is for the critical temperature Tc(p = 0.8) ≃ 1.650 [18]. In panel (c) we show the
intersection of the generated and original data at Tc(p = 0.8). In panel (d) we show that the values of the Binder parameter
rescaled using the critical exponents of the 2D Ising universality class collapse onto a single curve.

along the axis, being Sr their number. ⟨·⟩T is the average
over the Gibbs measure (8) at temperature T , while [·] is
the average over the disorder (we have used few tens of
samples). The Binder B(L, T ) is defined as

B(L, T ) ≡ 1−
[
⟨m4⟩T

]
3 [⟨m2⟩T ]2

. (16)

We show in Fig. 3 that the correlations that charac-
terize the generated samples at the critical temperature
decay as in the original, Boltzmann distributed samples:
as one would expect the system is characterized by the
same critical exponent η = 1

4 (but for size-dependent
logarithmic corrections [14])) of the 2D pure Ising model
universality class. By analyzing B(L, T ) we also checked
that the value ν = 1 is reproduced correctly by our back-
ward reconstruction. We show in panels (c) and (d) of
Fig. 3 the scaling behavior of B(L, T ), derived by using
the 2D Ising exponents (again ignoring logarithmic cor-
rections), that confirms that the critical properties of the
generated data reproduce with high accuracy the ones
of the original data [14]. The intersection of the Binder
parameter is used in literature to determine the critical
temperature and the critical exponents of the model [19],
and we can see that the analysis of the generated data
leads to the same estimates as for the original data.

It is also important to understand if the DM is really
generalizing from the data, thus producing new config-
urations, and it is not simply memorizing the dataset,
and converging to one of the data points in the backward
process. To answer in a quantitative way, we look at the
distribution of the overlap between the generated data
and the original data

qµ =
1

N

N∑
i=1

a0i sgn[xµ
i (t = 0)] . (17)
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FIG. 4. We show in panel (a) the distribution of the overlap
between the generated and the original samples in the bro-
ken phase T = 1.6 < Tc with p = 0.8. The two symmetric
peaks correspond to samples that have the same magnetiza-
tion, while there is no peak at q = 1 suggesting that the model
is typically not generating samples that are in the training set.
In panel (b) we show the probabilities that two cloned trajec-
tories at a time t fall in the same peak as a function of t/t∗.
Different colors correspond to different system sizes.

As we have described before, because of the nature of
the diffusion process, we generate real data and not bi-
nary data, and we eventually apply the sign function to
make them binary again. In this way, if a generated con-
figuration is present in the original training dataset, we
will get a value of q close to one. In Fig. 4 we show
the histogram of the overlap P (q). One can see that
in the cold phase, it has two peaks that correspond to
configurations that have aligned (positive peak) or op-
posite (negative peak) mean magnetization. There is no
sizable peak at q = 1, which implies that our model is
not memorizing the training data, but it is always run-
ning a bona fide generalization. This is because the only
parameters we are learning from the data are the corre-
lation C0 and the magnetization, so the model is able
to reproduce its critical properties which depend on the
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correlation of the data. As reported in [7], to reduce the
collapse of the backward process of the training data, an
exponential number of training samples in N is required.
In modern applications, regularization can mitigate this
problem [20], and in our case, we can think that the use
of this particular form of the score function acts as a
regularization.

Our last, important goal is to characterize the time
at which the trajectories of the backward process clus-
ter and form two separate peaks in the P (m). Following
[7] we study the probability that two trajectories, cloned
at time t, fall in the same cluster or peak at t = 0, de-
noted by ϕ(t). In [7] the speciation time ts = log(Λ)/2
was introduced, where Λ is the largest eigenvalue of C0.
This proposal comes from the observation that close to
ts the fluctuations of the data become of the order of the
Gaussian noise.

In our approach, the relevant fluctuations leading to a
clustering of the trajectories are expected to arise close
to the time t∗ discussed above. We show in Fig. 4 that
the ϕ(t) curves do have a clean crossing when plotted as
a function of t/t∗ and the slope at the crossing point
increases with the system size L, indicating that, for
L → ∞, t∗ plays the role of a threshold. In [7] the
same crossing has been found plotting ϕ(t) as a function
of t/ts, so both t∗ and ts belong to the critical region
and define the same speciation time in the large L limit.
Indeed we find that both t∗ and ts grow logarithmically
with L, while their difference stays almost constant.
Conclusions - We have introduced a simple diffu-

sion model that efficiently learns the high-dimensional
probability distribution of configurations in a disordered
model, namely the 2D diluted Ising model. Once trained,
it can generate typical configurations above, below, and
at the critical temperature, reconstructing accurately the
magnetization and the critical exponents η and ν. Us-
ing this simple model we have better characterized the
speciation time t∗ in terms of the effective Hessian A(t).
Our results clearly show that it is possible to use a

diffusion model to reconstruct a statistical model with
quenched disorder. This is potential very relevant conse-
quences that will be explored in the future.
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Supplementary Information
A very effective and simple diffusion reconstruction for the diluted Ising model

COMPUTATION OF THE APPROXIMATE SCORE FUNCTION

In this section we discuss a few details of our computations. The approximated distribution of the forward process
and the corresponding score function are

logQ(x⃗, t) = −1

2

1,N∑
i,j

xiAijxj −
g

4N2

(
N∑
i=1

xi

)4

+ C , (18)

∂ logQ(x⃗, t)

∂xk
= −

N∑
j=1

Akjxj −
g

N2

(
N∑
i=1

xi

)3

. (19)

To find the parameters A and g we minimize the mean squared loss:

L (A, g) =
1

2

〈 N∑
k=1

 N∑
j=1

Akjxj +
g

N2

(
N∑
i=1

xi

)3

− xk − ake
−t

∆(t)

2〉
x⃗,⃗a

, (20)

where the mean value ⟨(·)⟩x⃗,⃗a is defined as:

⟨(·)⟩x⃗,⃗a =
∑
{a⃗}

∫ ∞

−∞
dx⃗ (·)P (x⃗, a⃗) =

∑
{a⃗}

∫ ∞

−∞
dx⃗ (·)P0(⃗a)

(
1

2π∆(t)

)N/2

exp

(
− (x⃗− a⃗e−t)2

2∆(t)

)
. (21)

We want to minimize (20) w.r.t. the matrix A and the scalar g. Taking the derivatives we obtain:

∂L (A, g)

∂Alm
=

〈 N∑
k=1

Alkxkxm +
g

N2

(
N∑
i=1

xi

)3

xm − xlxm − alxme−t

∆(t)

〉
x⃗,⃗a

= 0 , (22)

∂L (A, g)

∂g
=

〈
1

N2

1,N∑
k,j

Akj

(
N∑
i=1

xi

)3

xj +
g

N3

(
N∑
i=1

xi

)6

−
N∑

k=1

(∑N
i=1 xi

)3
xk −

(∑N
i=1 xi

)3
ake

−t

N2∆(t)

〉
x⃗,⃗a

= 0 . (23)

A, g and the mean values depend on time. However, to simplify the notation, we will not make the time dependence
explicit.

Gaussian mean values

The next step is to get rid of the mean over x⃗. One can see from (21) that all the integrals in x⃗ are about computing
moments of a Gaussian. The simplest one is

⟨xkxm⟩x⃗,⃗a = ⟨akam⟩a⃗ e−2t +∆(t)δkm . (24)

If C0 = ⟨akam⟩a⃗ is the correlation of the training data we have that

(C(t))km = ⟨xkxm⟩x⃗,⃗a = (C0)kme−2t +∆(t)δkm . (25)

The other mean values can be expressed as:

ω(n)(t) =

〈( N∑
i=1

xi

)n〉
x⃗,⃗a

, (26)



8

ω̃(n)(t) =

〈( N∑
i=1

xi

)n−1 N∑
j=1

aie
−t

〉
x⃗,⃗a

, (27)

ω
(n)
j (t) =

〈( N∑
i=1

xi

)n−1

xj

〉
x⃗,⃗a

. (28)

We have to consider the following terms:

ω(4)(t) =

〈( N∑
i=1

xi

)4〉
x⃗,⃗a

= 3N2∆(t)2 + 6N3∆(t)⟨m2
0(a)⟩a⃗e−2t +N4⟨m4

0(a)⟩a⃗e−4t ,

ω
(4)
j (t) =

〈( N∑
i=1

xi

)3

xj

〉
x⃗,⃗a

= 3N∆(t)2 + 3N2∆(t)⟨(m2
0(a) +m0(a)aj)⟩a⃗e−2t +N3⟨m3

0(a)aj⟩e−4t ,

ω̃(4)(t) =

〈( N∑
i=1

xi

)3 N∑
j=1

aje
−t

〉
x⃗,⃗a

= 3N3∆(t)⟨m2
0(a)⟩a⃗e−2t +N4⟨m4

0(a)⟩a⃗e−4t ,

ω(6)(t) =

〈( N∑
i=1

xi

)6〉
x⃗,⃗a

= 15N3∆(t)3 + 45N4∆(t)2⟨m2
0(a)⟩a⃗e−2t + 15N5∆(t)⟨m4

0(a)⟩a⃗e−4t +N6⟨m6
0(a)⟩a⃗e−6t .

All these quantities depend on the correlation matrix (C0)ij = ⟨aiaj⟩a⃗ and the mean magnetization m0(⃗a) =
1
N

∑N
i=1 ai of the training data.

Expressions for A(t) and g(t)

Using the relations that we have just found, equations (22) and (23) become:

∂L (A, g)

∂Alm
=

N∑
k=1

AlkCkm +
g

N2
ω(4)
m − δlm = 0 , (29)

∂L (A, g)

∂g
=

1

N2

1,N∑
k,j

Akjω
(4)
j +

g

N3
ω(6) − ω(4) − ω̃(4)

N2∆(t)
= 0 . (30)

Now, inverting (29) we get

(A(t))lm = (C(t)−1)lm − g(t)

N2

N∑
j=1

ω
(4)
j (t)(C(t)−1)jm . (31)

Putting this information in (30) we find

1

N2

1,N∑
k,j

[
(C(t)−1)kj −

g(t)

N2

N∑
i=1

ω
(4)
i (t)(C(t)−1)ij

]
ω
(4)
j (t) +

g(t)

N3
ω(6)(t)− ω(4)(t)− ω̃(4)(t)

N2∆(t)
= 0 ,

from which we get

g(t) = N

ω(4)(t)−ω̃(4)(t)
∆(t) − γ(0,4)(t)

ω(6)(t)− γ(4,4)(t)
, (32)

where γ(0,4)(t) and γ(4,4)(t) are defined as

γ(0,4)(t) =

1,N∑
k,j

(C(t)−1)kjω
(4)
j (t) ,

γ(4,4)(t) =

1,N∑
i,j

ω
(4)
i (t)(C(t)−1)ijω

(4)
j (t) .
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THE CASE OF A LINEAR SCORE

In this section we will discuss what happens if one uses a linear score. A linear score function is obtained from a
Gaussian distribution of the forward process

logQ(x⃗, t) = −1

2

1,N∑
i,j

xiAijxj , (33)

and

∂ logQ(x⃗, t)

∂xk
= −

N∑
j=1

Akjxj . (34)

Using the same analysis of the previous section, the matrix A is defined by

A(t) =
(
C0e

−2t +∆(t)I
)−1

, (35)

and putting it in the backward equation we get

−dyi
dt

= yi − 2T
N∑
j=1

(A(t)ij)yj + ηi(t) . (36)

Since the backward process is a Langevin equation with a linear force term, and the distribution at t → ∞ is a
Gaussian, the only possible distribution at t = 0 will be a Normal distribution with covariance C0. Therefore we
expect that the generated data will have the same correlations as the original ones, but not the clustering of the data
points around the states |⟨m⟩| ≠ 0 in the cold phase.
Indeed, if we look at Fig. 5, where we show the smallest eigenvalue of A(t) as a function of the time for the pure

Ising model with system size L = 50, we can see that it never touches the x-axis, indicating that paramagnetic ⟨m⟩ = 0
state is always stable, and the distribution never develops new maxima. This is also clear from Fig. 6, where the
distribution of the reconstructed magnetization is always Gaussian in all the thermodynamic phases.

However, the pure Gaussian approach can reconstruct the quantities that depend on the two-point correlation
function C(r) in the high T phase. In Fig. 7 we show the correlation C(r) and the susceptibility χ(T, L) for the
pure Ising model. From panel (a) we can see that around T ≈ Tc the correlation of the generated data decays as the
original ones. In panel (c) we scale χ(T, L) using Ising critical exponents, and we can see that for T > Tc both the
original and generated samples fall into a single curve, while in the cold phase, they do not. This is due to the mean
magnetization. In fact, where ⟨m⟩ = 0 for both the generated and original samples, the curves collapse (T > Tc).
As the temperature goes below Tc the original samples develop a non-zero magnetization while the generated ones
maintain ⟨m⟩ = 0 giving no contribution to χ(T, L).

ANALYSIS WITH BINARY VARIABLES

In this section, we discuss about the application of the sign function to the generated samples. Using the sign
function at the end of the generative process at t = 0, it breaks randomly the correlation between the variables that
are close to 0. This is due to the nature of the real variables, and variables that are slightly positive will become
+1 regardless of the neighboring spins (the slightly negative ones become -1). Therefore the samples that are more
sensitive to the sign operation will be the ones closest to the critical temperature.

First, we look at the magnetization distribution in Fig. 8. There are no qualitative differences with respect to the
real variables, and we can observe that in the T ∼ Tc and the T > Tc cases (central and right histograms green plots)
the number of samples with m ≈ 0 increased because of the randomness added by the sign operation. Regarding the
two-point correlation function C(r) there is no substantial difference. Indeed if we look the panels (a) and (b) of Fig.
(9), we can observe that the decay rate is preserved even if the overall values are shifted downwards. The last, but
not the least, analysis is the one of the behavior of the fourth-order cumulant, namely the Binder parameter [19]

B(T, L) = 1− ⟨m4⟩T
3⟨m2⟩2T

, (37)



10

0 1 2 3 4 5

t

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

λ
m
i
n
(
t
)

0 2 4

10−3

10−2

10−1

100

FIG. 5. Linear Gaussian reconstruction. The smallest eigenvalue λmin(t) of A(t) for the pure Ising model (L = 50 and p = 1).
The different colors for different lines correspond to different temperatures linearly spaced in the range T ∈ [2.200, 2.485].
Darker lines are for lower values of T . The eigenvalue never reaches the value 0, indicating that the phase space remains
convex: this approach cannot reconstruct the low T phase.
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FIG. 6. Linear Gaussian reconstruction. The distribution of the magnetization P (m) for the pure Ising model, L = 50 and
p = 1.0. The orange and blue lines correspond respectively to the original and to the generated samples. From left to right we
display the results for the low T broken phase (a), for the critical point (b) and for the paramagnetic phase (c).

which is often used to characterize the critical temperature. In Figure 9 we show B(T, L) for a DIM with p = 0.8. In
panel (c) the intersections of the different curves show that the critical temperature is around Tc(p = 0.8) ≃ 1.650.
In panel (d) the rescaling with Ising critical exponents, makes all the data points collapse on a single curve. This
shows that the sign function does not affect the critical properties of the generated samples. Also in terms of the
magnetization, it does not change the overall behavior of the P (m) in the three thermodynamical phases.
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FIG. 7. Linear Gaussian reconstruction. In Panel (a) we show the two-point correlation function for the pure Ising model,
L = 50 and p = 1.0. The decay of the generated samples matches the original one. In Panel (b) we show χ(T,L) for the
pure Ising model as a function of the temperature for L = {12, 25, 50}. We use dots for the original data and the X’s for the
generated ones. The vertical dashed line is for the critical temperature Tc(p = 1.0) ≃ 2.27. In panel (c) we show the same plot
scaled using the values ν = 1 and γ = 7

4
of the 2D Ising universality class. For T > Tc the generated and original data points

collapse, while in the cold phase, they do not. This is due to the fact that the Gaussian reconstruction is not able to build
correctly the mean magnetization, which stays equal to zero in the generated samples.
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FIG. 8. Binary variables. The distribution of the magnetization P (m), L = 100 and p = 0.8. The orange and blue lines
correspond respectively to the original and to the generated samples, while in green the line of the generated samples after
applying the sign function. From left to right we display the results for the low T broken phase (a), for the critical point (b)
and for the paramagnetic phase (c). The samples generated by backward diffusion match the original distribution. There is no
substantial difference in the behavior of the distributions.
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FIG. 9. Binary variables. Panels a) and b): DIM spatial correlation function C(r) for the original and the reconstructed data,
with L = 100. (a) is for the pure Ising model p = 1.0 case. (b) is for p = 0.8, and here C(r) has been averaged over 10
disorder samples. In both cases the generated correlations show the same decay as the original one. Panels (c) and (d): DIM
Binder parameter B(T,L) as a function of the temperature T , with L = {12, 25, 50, 100} and p = 0.8 averaged over 10 disorder
samples. The vertical dashed line is for the critical temperature Tc(p = 0.8) [18]. In panel (d) we show that the values of the
Binder parameter rescaled using the critical exponents of the 2D Ising universality class collapse onto a single curve.
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