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Abstract
We derive asymptotically precise expressions for
test and train errors of denoising score matching
(DSM) in generative diffusion models. The score
function is parameterized by random features neu-
ral networks, with the target distribution being
d-dimensional standard Gaussian. We operate in
a regime where the dimension d, number of data
samples n, and number of features p tend to infin-
ity while keeping the ratios ψn = n

d and ψp = p
d

fixed. By characterizing the test and train errors,
we identify regimes of generalization and mem-
orization in diffusion models. Furthermore, our
work sheds light on the conditions enhancing ei-
ther generalization or memorization. Consistent
with prior empirical observations, our findings in-
dicate that the model complexity (p) and the num-
ber of noise samples per data sample (m) used
during DSM significantly influence generalization
and memorization behaviors.

1. Introduction
Generative models are at the heart of the on-going revolution
in artificial intelligence. Formally, they aim to generate new
samples from an unknown probability distribution, given
n i.i.d. samples drawn from it. Commercial generative
models demonstrate remarkable capabilities across various
modalities, including text, speech, images, and videos, with
new advancements being reported regularly. The impressive
capabilities of these generative models are mainly driven by
two key architectures: transformers and diffusion models.
While transformers excel primarily on text data, diffusion
models show exceptional proficiency in generating natural-
looking images from text prompts. Despite their success,
the scientific community remains divided on whether these
models are truly creative or merely imitate based on the ex-
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amples that they have seen during training (Ukpaka, 2024;
Kamb & Ganguli, 2024). An even more pressing concern is
that of memorization, where the model’s response partially
or fully resembles training data. The memorization phe-
nomenon raises serious implications, particularly regarding
the privacy of data used to train these models (Carlini et al.,
2021; 2023). The limited theoretical understanding of these
models prevents addressing such questions effectively.

In this study, we focus on diffusion models and provide a
detailed characterization of their learning task. It involves
accurately estimating the score function associated with per-
turbed versions of the target distribution. Several studies
have focused on analyzing the learning process in diffusion
models (Chen et al., 2023b; Oko et al., 2023; Cui et al.,
2023; 2025; Shah et al., 2023). These efforts have largely
concentrated on the generalization properties of the learned
score. However, a theoretical study of memorization aspects
of diffusion models has been done only with the empirical
optimal score function (Biroli et al., 2024; Achilli et al.,
2024) (see Section 2.2). On the other hand, empirical results
have demonstrated the occurrence of memorization when
neural networks are employed, as is common in practice
(Somepalli et al., 2023; 2024; Carlini et al., 2023; Zhang
et al., 2024; Yoon et al., 2023; Gu et al., 2023; Ross et al.,
2024). This gap in theory and practice raises an important
question: can the phenomenon of memorization be theo-
retically shown when using a parametric class of functions
for the score function? This is precisely the context of our
study. By analyzing the learning process of a specific diffu-
sion model instance, we provide insights into generalization
and memorization in diffusion models.

1.1. Main Contributions

In this section, we provide a brief overview of the key con-
tributions and findings of our work. Our study focuses on
the learning aspect of diffusion models, which is to learn the
score function of perturbed versions of a target distribution
P0, given in (2). The score function is obtained by minimiz-
ing a loss function called denoising score matching objective
(see 5) over a parametric class of functions. The class of
functions that we consider is the random features neural
network, and the target distribution is the d-dimensional
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standard Gaussian distribution. Let n denote the number of
samples, d the data dimension and p the number of features
of random feature neural network. We operate in a regime
where d, n, p → ∞, while the ratios ψn = n

d and ψp = p
d

are kept fixed. The denoising score matching involves an ad-
ditional parameter m, which is the number of noise samples
per data sample used in forming the loss function, Eq. (5).
In this setting, we make the following contributions:

• We analytically compute the test and train errors of the
minimizer of denoising score matching loss.

• Using the obtained test and train errors, we study the
generalization and memorization behavior in diffusion
models.

• We show that a crossover transition between general-
ization and memorization behaviors occurs when the
number of features equals the number of samples.

• We demonstrate that increasing the value of m en-
hances generalization when p < n, while it intensifies
memorization when p > n.

Our observations and findings can be schematically summa-
rized in the phase diagram presented in Fig. 1.

p

m

Generalization Memorization

p = n

Figure 1. Phase diagram showing regimes of generalization and
memorization. The gradient in color with m indicates the change
in strength of the phenomenon.

We consider the simple isotropic Gaussian as the target dis-
tribution for two primary reasons. First, when studying
the memorization phenomenon, the exact form of the dis-
tribution is less critical, as the focus lies on the specific
samples used during training. Second, this choice provides
an analytically tractable setting, allowing for a more precise
theoretical analysis.

1.2. Related Works

Diffusion models Diffusion models (Sohl-Dickstein et al.,
2015; Song & Ermon, 2019; Ho et al., 2020; Song et al.,

2020) rely on the non-equilibrium dynamics of a diffusion
process for generative modeling. Since their introduction,
there were several improvements (Dhariwal & Nichol, 2021;
Rombach et al., 2022; Ho & Salimans, 2021; Nichol et al.,
2022) that led them to become the state-of-the-art in gen-
erative modeling of images. Further, the design aspects of
diffusion models was studied in (Karras et al., 2022).

Sampling accuracy, generalization, and memorization
Several works have investigated the theoretical aspects of
diffusion models. Sampling accuracy of the generative pro-
cess in terms of distance from the target distribution was
derived in (Chen et al., 2022; Benton et al., 2023; Chen
et al., 2023a; Bortoli, 2022) for various settings. These
works assume that the score function has been learned a
priori with a certain level of accuracy. The score learning
process was studied in (Cui et al., 2023; Shah et al., 2023;
Han et al., 2023). The works (Kadkhodaie et al., 2023; Chen
et al., 2023b; Wang et al., 2024) performed an end-to-end
study of diffusion models giving a better understanding of
their generalization properties. Further, the critical nature
of feature emergence in diffusion models was studied in
(Li & Chen, 2024; Sclocchi et al., 2025). More recently,
statistical physics tools were employed to study the mem-
orization phenomenon in the high-dimensional regime for
models using the empirical optimal score function (Biroli
et al., 2024; Raya & Ambrogioni, 2023; Ambrogioni, 2024;
Achilli et al., 2024).

1.3. Our Techniques

In the setting briefly described in Section 1.1 and to be de-
tailed in Section 3, we analytically compute the test and
train errors of the minimizer of the denoising score match-
ing loss. Our theoretical results are summarized in Theo-
rem 3.2 and Theorem 3.5. Two main ingredients allowing
the computation of exact asymptotic learning curves are the
Gaussian equivalence principle (Gerace et al., 2020; Goldt
et al., 2022; Hu & Lu, 2023) and the theory of linear pencils
(Far et al., 2006; Helton et al., 2018; Adlam & Pennington,
2020; Bodin, 2024). We briefly describe them here.

Gaussian Equivalence Principle Suppose W ∈ Rp×d,
and X ∈ Rd×n are random matrices with i.i.d. Gaussian en-
tries. Let ϱ be a non-linear function and let F = ϱ

(
W√
d
X
)

,
where ϱ acts element-wise on a matrix. Then the Gaussian
equivalence principle states that in the calculation of test
and train errors, it is asymptotically equivalent to substitute
F with the matrix F̂ = µ01p1T

n + µ1
W√
d
X + vΩ, where

Ω ∈ Rp×n is a random matrix with i.i.d. Gaussian entries,
independent of W,X . The coefficients are given by µ0 =
Eg[ϱ(g)], µ1 = Eg[ϱ(g)g], v

2 = Eg

[
ϱ(g)2

]
− µ2

0 − µ2
1,

where g ∼ N (0, 1) .
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Linear Pencils The theory of linear pencils is a power-
ful technique allowing to compute traces of rational func-
tions involving random matrices with Gaussian entries. It
amounts to constructing an appropriate block matrix called
linear pencil, whose inverse gives the desired rational func-
tions. For further details on the linear pencils method, we
refer the reader to Chapter 3 of (Bodin, 2024) .

In our context, the test and train errors can be expressed as
a sum of traces of rational functions of random matrices.
Some of these matrices have non-Gaussian entries due to the
presence of an activation function ϱ. We circumvent this by
using the Gaussian equivalence principle and, subsequently,
the linear pencils method to compute the traces.

1.4. Notations

We denote the d-dimensional Gaussian distribution with
mean µ and covariance Σ by N (µ,Σ). The d-dimensional
identity matrix is denoted by Id, and 1d denotes the d-
dimensional all ones vector. ∥·∥ denotes the l2 norm of
a vector, while ∥·∥F denotes the Frobenius norm of a matrix.
The operator ∇ represents the gradient of a scalar function.

2. Preliminaries
2.1. Diffusion Models

Consider a set of n i.i.d. samples S = {x1, x2, · · · , xn}
from an unknown distribution P0 on Rd. Generative mod-
eling aims to leverage the information in S to draw new
samples from P0. Diffusion models address the problem
by time reversing a diffusion process that transports P0 to
a known distribution such as the isotropic Gaussian. In
this work, we let the forward process to be an Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck (OU) process (Gardiner, 2009) governed by the
following stochastic differential equation (SDE):

dXt = −Xt dt+
√
2 dBt , X0 ∼ P0 . (1)

Here, Bt is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion.
The distribution of Xt given X0 can be computed in closed
form and is given by N (atX0, htId), where at = e−t, and
ht = 1 − e−2t (hence, a2t + ht = 1). As t → ∞, the
distribution of Xt converges to the d-dimensional standard
Gaussian, regardless of X0, since at → 0 and ht → 1.

Let Pt denote the probability distribution of Xt:

Pt(x) = (2πht)
−d/2

∫
Rd

dP0(x0) e
− ∥x−atx0∥2

2ht . (2)

Then, for a fixed T > 0 and YT ∼ PT , we define the time
reversal of the forward process (1) as

−dYt = (Yt + 2∇ logPt(Yt)) dt+
√
2 dB̃t , (3)

where the SDE runs backward in time starting from YT , and
B̃t is a different instance of standard Brownian motion. The

term time reversal here means that the distributions of Yt
and Xt are identical for every t (Anderson, 1982; Hauss-
mann & Pardoux, 1986). If we initiate the backward process
with YT ∼ PT , the distribution of Y0 will be P0. However,
since PT is unknown due to the lack of knowledge of P0, we
instead start the reverse process with YT ∼ N (0, Id). This
approximation introduces minimal error, owing to the expo-
nentially fast convergence of the OU process to N (0, Id).

The main ingredient required to implement the backward
process in (3) is ∇ logPt, known as the score function of
Pt. In diffusion models, the learning task amounts to esti-
mating the function ∇ logPt using the dataset S of samples
drawn from P0. We consider minimizing the following
score matching (Hyvärinen, 2005) objective for this:

LSM(s) =

∫ T

0

dt Ext∼Pt

[
∥s(t, xt)−∇ logPt(xt)∥2

]
.

The above loss function is not practical, as ∇ logPt(x) is
unknown. However, it is possible to construct an equiva-
lent objective, the denoising score matching (DSM) loss
(Vincent, 2011):

LDSM(s) =

∫ T

0

dt w(t)E∥s(t, xt)−∇ logPt(xt|x0)∥2,

where w is a weighting function and the expectation is with
respect to x0 and xt. In Appendix A.1 we show that LDSM is
equal to LSM up to a time dependent scaling factor and offset.
Hence, the minimizer of LDSM is same as the minimizer of
LSM. Following (Song et al., 2020), we choose the weight-
ing function to be w(t) = (Ex0,xt

∥∇ logPt(xt|x0)∥2)−1.
For OU process, we can compute ∇ logPt(xt|x0) in closed
form. We can write xt ∼ Pt as xt = atx0 +

√
htz, where

x0 ∼ P0, z ∼ N (0, Id) are independent rvs and at =
e−t, ht = 1 − e−2t. Consequently, ∇ logPt(xt|x0) =

− (xt−atx0)
ht

= − z√
ht

. The weight function is given by

w(t) = ht

d . Substituting these, we can write the LDSM as

LDSM(s) =

∫ T

0

dt
1

d
E
∥∥∥√hts(t, atx0 +√htz) + z

∥∥∥2,
where the expectation is with respect to x0 and z. Since P0

is unknown and only samples from it are available, we use
an empirical estimate to approximate the expectation with
respect to x0. With yti(z) = atxi +

√
htz, we define

L∞
DSM(s) =

∫ T

0

dt
1

dn

n∑
i=1

Ez

∥∥∥√hts(t, yti(z)) + z
∥∥∥2.

(4)

When s is a complicated function such as a neural network,
it is difficult to compute even the expectation with respect to
z. If we use an empirical estimate for the expectation with
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respect to z as well, we get the following loss function,

Lm
DSM(s) =

∫ T

0

dt
1

dnm

n,m∑
i,j=1

∥∥∥√hts(t, ytij) + ztij

∥∥∥2 (5)

where ytij = atxi +
√
htz

t
ij .

2.2. Empirical Optimal Score and Memorization

Consider the loss function given in (4). It has an unique
minimizer:

se(t, x) = ∇ logP e
t (x) , (6)

where P e
t is given by

P e
t (x) =

1

n(2πht)d/2

n∑
i=1

e−
∥x−atxi∥2

2ht . (7)

The score se is often referred to as the empirical optimal
score. A backward process using this score converges in
distribution to the empirical distribution of the dataset S as
t→ 0. That is, the backward process collapses to one of the
data samples as t→ 0. This is intimately connected to the
memorization phenomenon in diffusion models as explored
in (Biroli et al., 2024), although their study focuses on the
regime where n = O

(
ed
)
.

Inspired by this connection, we define memorization as oc-
curring when the score function learned using denoising
score matching closely approximates the empirical optimal
score function instead of the exact score.

2.3. Random Features Model

In practice, the score function s is typically chosen from a
parametric class of functions, and the DSM objective (5)
is minimized within this class, with appropriate regulariza-
tion. In this work, we represent the score function using a
random features neural network (RFNN) (Rahimi & Recht,
2007). A RFNN is a two-layer neural network in which the
first layer weights are randomly chosen and fixed, while the
second layer weights are learned during training. It is a func-
tion from Rd to Rd of the form sA(x|W ) = A√

pϱ
(

W√
d
x
)
,

where W ∈ Rp×d is a random matrix with its elements cho-
sen i.i.d. from N (0, 1), ϱ is an activation function acting
element-wise and A ∈ Rd×p are the second layer weights
that need to be learned. The RFNN is a simple neural net-
work amenable to theoretical analysis and is able to capture
interesting characteristics observed in more complicated
neural network models, such as the double descent curve re-
lated to overparametrized regimes (Mei & Montanari, 2022;
Bodin & Macris, 2021).

3. Main Results
We study the denoising score matching loss Lm

DSM given in
(5) when the score function is modeled using a RFNN and

P0 ≡ N (0, Id). Our results characterize the asymptotic
learning curves (test and train errors) of the minimizer of
Lm

DSM (5) in this setting. We analytically compute the learn-
ing curves for two extreme values ofm: m = 1 andm = ∞.
These correspond to the extremes of the number of noise
samples per data sample used during score learning. Based
on the derived learning curves, we discuss the generalization
and memorization behaviors in diffusion models.

We assume that at each time instant t, a different instance
of RFNN is used to learn the score function specific to
that time. Although this is a simplification compared to
the methods employed in practice, it has been adopted in
prior theoretical studies, e.g., (Cui et al., 2023). When
using a different instance of RFNN at each t, note that
minimizing the DSM loss (5) is equivalent to minimizing
the integrand therein at each time instant. Henceforth, we
focus on minimizing the DSM loss for a fixed time instant
t. Introducing a regularization parameter λ > 0, the loss
function becomes:

Lm
t (At) =

1

dnm

n,m∑
i,j=1

∥∥∥∥√ht At√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
ytij

)
+ ztij

∥∥∥∥2
+
htλ

dp
∥At∥2F , (8)

where we recall that ytij = atxi +
√
htz

t
ij with ztij ∼

N (0, Id). We emphasize that Wt is a different and inde-
pendent random matrix for each time t, and At is learned
separately at each t. Denote Ât as the second layer weights
learned by some learning algorithm minimizing (8). The
respective performance is evaluated by the test and train
errors defined as follows:

Em
test(Ât) =

1

d
Ex∼Pt

∥∥∥∥∥ Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)
−∇ logPt(x)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

,

Em
train(Ât) =

1

dnm

n∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

∥∥∥∥∥√ht Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
ytij

)
+ ztij

∥∥∥∥∥
2

.

The quantities Em
test and Em

train are random, where the random-
ness comes from Wt, {xi}ni=1, and {ztij}

n,m
i,j=1. We expect

them to concentrate on their expectations as d→ ∞.

The rationale behind studying the test and training errors of
DSM to assess the performance of diffusion models stems
from their direct connection to the model’s generative accu-
racy. Specifically, as described in (Song et al., 2021), the
error in diffusion models can be upper bounded using the test
error. Suppose P̂t denotes the probability distribution of the
backward process when we use the learned score function in-
stead of the true score, and assume that P̂T = PT . Then, the
Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between P0 and P̂0 can
be upper bounded as DKL(P0||P̂0) ≤ d

2

∫ T

0
dt Em

test(Ât).

4
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3.1. Infinite Noise Samples per Data Sample: m = ∞

For m = ∞, the average over ztij in the DSM loss becomes
an expectation. Letting yti(z) = atxi +

√
htz, we write

L∞
t (At) =

1

dn

n∑
i=1

Ez

∥∥∥∥√ht At√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
yti(z)

)
+ z

∥∥∥∥2
+
htλ

dp
∥At∥2F . (9)

We characterize the minimizer of the above loss function
in the asymptotic regime where d, n, p → ∞, while keep-
ing the ratios ψn = n

d and ψp = p
d fixed. We make the

following assumption about the the activation function ϱ.

Assumption 3.1. The activation function ϱ has a Hermite
polynomial expansion given by ϱ(y) =

∑∞
l=0 µlHel(y),

where Hel is the lth Hermite polynomial. For ease of presen-
tation, assume that µ0 = 0. The L2 norm of ϱ with respect
to standard Gaussian measure is denoted by ∥ϱ∥, with P γ

denoting the bivariate standard Gaussian distribution with
correlation coefficient γ (see Eq. (12) in the Appendix B).
The function c is defined as c(γ) = Eu,v∼Pγ [ϱ(u)ϱ(v)].

With these notations and assumptions, the following theo-
rem characterizes the test and train errors of the denoising
score matching loss for m = ∞ case.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose P0 ≡ N (0, Id) and ϱ satisfies
Assumption 3.1. Let s2 = ∥ϱ∥2 − c(a2t ) − htµ

2
1, v20 =

c(a2t ) − a2tµ
2
1, and v2 = ∥ϱ∥2 − µ2

1. Let ψn = n
d , and

ψp = p
d . Let ζ1, ζ2, ζ3, ζ4 be the solution of the following

set of algebraic equations as a function of q and z.

ζ1(s
2 − z + a2tµ

2
1ζ2ζ4 + v20ζ2 + (htµ

2
1 + q)ζ4)− 1 = 0,

ζ2(ψn + v20ψpζ1 − atµ1ζ3)− ψn = 0,

atµ1ψpζ1(1 + atµ1ζ2ζ3) + (1 + (htµ
2
1 + q)ψpζ1)ζ3 = 0,

a2tµ
2
1ψpζ1ζ2ζ4 + (1 + (htµ

2
1 + q)ψpζ1)ζ4 − 1 = 0.

Define the function K(q, z) = − ζ3(q,z)
atµ1

. Let e1 =

K(0,−λ), e2 = −∂K
∂q (0,−λ), e3 = ∂K

∂z (0,−λ). Then,

for the minimizer of (9) Ât, as d, n, p→ ∞:

lim
d,n,p→∞

E
[
E∞

test(Ât)
]
= 1− 2µ2

1e1 + µ4
1e2 + µ2

1v
2e3 ,

lim
d,n,p→∞

E
[
E∞

train(Ât)
]
= 1− htµ

2
1e1 − λhtµ

2
1e3 .

We defer the proof to Appendix B.
Remark 3.3. We expect E∞

test(Ât) and E∞
train(Ât) to concen-

trate on their expectations as d→ ∞. However, a rigorous
proof of this result is beyond the scope of the current work.
Henceforth, we use the term test (train) error for both E∞

test
(E∞

train) and E[E∞
test] (E[E∞

train]), interchangeably.

Theorem 3.2 can be used to compute the test and train errors
for different values of t, ψn, ψp.
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Figure 2. Learning curves for m = ∞, with ψn = 20.0, λ =
0.001. The activation function is ReLU.

Fig. 2 shows the learning curves as a function of t for differ-
ent values of ψp and a fixed ψn. We can comprehend them
by decomposing E∞

train(Ât) into bias and variance compo-
nents through the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose Mt and Vt are given by

Mt =
1

dn

n∑
i=1

Ez

∥∥∥∥∥ Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
yi(t, z)

)
− se(t, yti(z))

∥∥∥∥∥
2

,

Vt =
1

dn

n∑
i=1

Ez

∥∥∥√htse(t, yti(z)) + z
∥∥∥2 ,

where se is the empirical optimal score function given in
(6). Then, E∞

train(Ât) = Vt + htMt.

Lemma 3.4 is proved in Appendix A.2.

We discuss the behavior of Mt and Vt for different values
of t, thereby explaining the learning curves in Fig. 2. The
parameter ψp is used to control the approximation power

5
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Figure 3. Learning curves for m = ∞, with t = 0.01, λ = 0.001,
ϱ ≡ReLU. The solid lines are for test error and dashed lines are
for train error. The dotted vertical lines are for ψp = ψn.

of RFNNs. A general observation is that, since Vt is inde-
pendent of Ât, any change in E∞

train(Ât) as ψp varies must
be attributed to the changes in Mt. A smaller value of Mt

indicates that the learned score function is closer to the em-
pirical optimal score function, as its definition suggests. A
score function close to the empirical optimal score function
can negatively affect the generalization performance of dif-
fusion models. This can be understood as follows: For small
t, ht ≈ 0, and hence, in the neighborhood of atxi, P e

t is
dominated by the ith term in the summation (7). Therefore,
in the vicinity of atxi, we have se(t, x) ≈ −x−atxi

ht
. In

the backward process, this translates to a component in the
drift that points towards atxi. Consequently, the trajecto-
ries will tend to move toward training samples, causing the
output of the backward process to resemble one of the train-
ing samples. This behavior is referred to as memorization,
which occurs when the learned score function closely ap-
proximates the empirical optimal score function. With this
understanding, we now qualitatively discuss the learning
curves in Fig. 2 for different values of t.

• t = ∞: At t = ∞, we have at = 0, ht = 1 and
se(t, y) = −y. Substituting these, we get E∞

train(Ât) =

Mt = Ez

∥∥∥ Ât√
pϱ
(

Wt√
d
z
)
+ z
∥∥∥2. Hence, the train and

test errors are equal, and depends only on how well
the RFNN can approximate a linear function. As ψp

increases, the approximation power of the RFNN in-
creases, and thus the train and test errors decrease.

• t ≫ 1: In this regime, we still have se(t, y) ≈ −y,
giving Vt ≈ a2t . Hence, E∞

train(Ât) ≈ htMt + a2t .
When ψp is large, Mt is small, and the train error is
dominated by the a2t term. Therefore, we see that train
error increases rapidly as t decreases. However, the
test error remains constant, since it is approximately
equal to Mt.

• t ≪ 1: At these times, the empirical optimal score
function satisfies se(t, atxi +

√
htz) ≈ − z√

ht
for any

data point xi. Consequently, Vt ≈ 0. This leads to
the result E∞

train(Ât) ≈ htMt. In this regime, the train
error depends on how well RFNN can approximate the
empirical optimal score function se. With an increase
in ψp, the approximation power increases and the train
error decreases. However, since the actual score func-
tion significantly deviates from the empirical score
function in this regime, the test error increases rapidly
with ψp. In the neighborhood of atxi, learning the
empirical optimal score function instead of the actual
score makes the drift in the backward process to pull
the trajectories towards atxi. Thus, if the backward
trajectory comes in the vicinity of atxi at time t, the
diffusion model tend to recover the sample xi.

The analysis of Fig. 2 hints that the RFNN starts to show
memorization behavior for t < 1 and large values of ψp. To
explore this further, we plot in Fig. 3 the learning curves as
a function of ψp for different values of ψn and keeping t
fixed and small. From the plot, we observe the following:
1) For ψp ≪ ψn, the train error remains constant and test
error is small, indicating generalization. 2) For ψp ≫ ψn,
the train error is small and test error is high indicating the
presence of memorization. 3) In the region ψp ≈ ψn, the
test error rises rapidly, signaling the onset of memorization.

Thus, ψp = ψn acts as a crossover point at which the be-
havior of the score transitions from generalization phase to
memorization phase. This transition is depicted in Fig. 1 as
a phase diagram. We note that this shift in behavior is not a
sharp transition but rather a gradual change.

More figures illustrating the effects of λ and the activation
function ϱ on test and train errors can be found in Appen-
dices D.2 and D.3.

3.2. Single Noise Sample per Data Sample: m = 1

For m = 1, the DSM loss (8) reduces to

L1(At) =
1

dn

n∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥√ht At√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
yti

)
+ zti

∥∥∥∥2
+
htλ

dp
∥At∥2F . (10)

The following theorem characterizes the test and train errors
of minimizer of the loss given in (10).

Theorem 3.5. Let P0 ≡ N (0, Id), and ϱ satisfies Assump-
tion 3.1. Let v2 = ∥ϱ∥2 − µ2

1, ψn = n
d , and ψp = p

d .
Let ζ1, ζ2, ζ3, ζ4, ζ5 be the solution of the following set of
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algebraic equations as a function of q and z.

ζ1(−z + qζ2 + v2ζ4 + µ2
1ζ2ζ4)− 1 = 0 ,

ζ2(1 + qψpζ1) + µ2
1ψpζ1ζ2ζ4 − 1 = 0 ,

ζ3(1 + qψpζ1) + µ1ψpζ1(1 + µ1ζ3ζ4) = 0 ,

ζ4(ψn + v2ψpζ1 − µ1ζ3)− ψn = 0 ,

ζ4(−htµ1ζ3ζ4 − 1) + ψnζ5 = 0 .

Define the function K(q, z) = 1 − ψnζ5(q, z). Let e1 =
−
√
htζ3(0,−λ)ζ4(0,−λ), e2 = −∂K

∂q (0,−λ), and e3 =
∂K
∂z (0,−λ). Then, for the minimizer of (10) Ât, as d, n, p→
∞:

lim
d,n,p→∞

E
[
E1

test(Ât)
]
= 1− 2µ1√

ht
e1 +

µ2
1

ht
e2 +

v2

ht
e3 ,

lim
d,n,p→∞

E
[
E1

train(Ât)
]
= 1−K(0,−λ)− λe3 .

The proof is presented in Appendix C. Using the Theo-
rem 3.5, we calculate the test and train errors as a function of
t, ψn and ψp, which is illustrated in Fig. 6 in Appendix D.1.

Fig. 6a shows the learning curves as a function of t for dif-
ferent values of ψp while keeping ψn fixed. The learning
curves reveal several notable trends. The test error increases
as t decreases; however, it shows a non-monotonic behav-
ior with ψp. The train error decreases monotonically with
increasing ψp for all t, indicating the model’s progressive
capacity to interpolate the training data.

Note that for small t, the test error remains at least two
orders of magnitude smaller than in the m = ∞ case. Fur-
ther, the test error decreases as ψp increases beyond ψn.
These observations suggest that the model does not display
memorization behavior when m equals 1. This contrasts the
m = ∞ case, where memorization significantly impacts the
test error. These findings indicate that larger values of m
increase the propensity of diffusion models to memorize the
initial dataset, justifying the illustration in Fig. 1.

The DSM loss (10) shares similarities with the loss function
used for RFNN in regression settings. Several works such
as (Mei & Montanari, 2022; Bodin & Macris, 2021; Hu
et al., 2024), have analyzed the learning curves of RFNN in
regression contexts. Notably, they predict the presence of a
double descent phenomenon, where the test error exhibits
a peak at ψp = ψn, followed by a decrease for ψp < ψn

or ψp > ψn. The point ψp = ψn is called interpolation
threshold. In our study, we also observe the double descent
phenomenon in the DSM setting with m = 1. This is
depicted in Fig. 6b.

4. Numerical Experiments
In this section, we validate the analytical predictions made
in the previous section through simulations. In addition, we

simulate the learning curves for intermediate values of m.
Lastly, we present numerical results indicating memoriza-
tion when the learned score function is used in the backward
diffusion.
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Figure 4. Simulation results (d = 100) for different values of m
and fixed ψp = 20; with ψn = 2 (upper plot) and ψn = 50 (lower
plot). Theoretical results for m = 1,∞ are depicted as solid lines.

Fig. 4 presents the test errors obtained numerically for vari-
ous values of m (corresponding train errors can be found in
Fig. 11 in Appendix E). The upper plot displays the learning
errors for the case ψp > ψn, while the lower plot corre-
sponds to ψp < ψn. Based on the previous discussions,
memorization is expected when ψp > ψn, and this behavior
is evident in Fig. 4 when t is small. Additionally, the extent
of memorization increases withm, indicating that largem is
detrimental to generalization (small test error) in this regime.
This is in contrast to the behavior of test and train errors in
the ψp < ψn regime, where the generalization improves as
m increases, evidenced by a decrease in the test error.

The solid lines in Fig. 4 plots the analytical predictions
derived in the previous section for m = 1 and m = ∞.
These predictions align closely with the numerical results
for m = 1 and m = 100 respectively, validating its consis-
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Figure 5. Results of experiment on memorization. We use N =
5000 and δ = 1/3. The dotted vertical lines are for ψn = ψp.

tency with the observed data. Minor mismatches between
theoretical and numerical curves in the small t and large t
regimes can be attributed to finite size effects.

Next, through experiments, we show the effect of memo-
rization when the score function learned using RFNN is
used in the backward diffusion. We demonstrate that, in the
memorization regime, once the backward diffusion process
enters the vicinity of a data sample, it exhibits a tendency to
remain within that neighborhood. Specifically, we simulate
N instances of the backward diffusion

−dYt =
(
Yt + 2sÂt

(Yt|Wt)
)

dt+
√
2 dB̃t ,

where sÂt
(y|Wt) = Ât√

pϱ
(

Wt√
d
y
)

with Ât being the min-
imizer of (8). We start the backward diffusion at time
t1 = 0.1 in the vicinity of one of the training samples
xl. More precisely, we start the backward diffusion at
Yt1 = at1xl +

√
ht1z, where l is selected uniformly at

random from the set {1, 2, · · · , n}, and z ∼ N (0, Id).
We stop the simulation at t0 = 10−5 and check whether
Yt0 is closer to one of the training samples compared to
others (Yoon et al., 2023). In particular, let NNi(x) de-
note the ith nearest neighbor of x in {x1, x2, · · · , xn}. We
say that the backward diffusion retrieves a data sample if
∥Yt0

−NN1(Yt0
)∥

∥Yt0
−NN2(Yt0

)∥ < δ, with δ > 0. We measure memoriza-

tion as the fraction of N backward diffusion instances that
retrieves one of the data samples. Fig. 5 shows the measure
of memorization thus obtained as a function of ψn for dif-
ferent values of ψp and m. We observe that the result of
this experiment is in line with the predictions made in the
previous sections. In particular, we note the following: 1)
Form = 50 and ψn < ψp, the memorization is high. 2) The
memorization decreases as m decreases. 3) Memorization
is zero when ψn > ψp.

5. Discussion and Future Work
In this work, we provided theoretical insights into the mech-
anisms underlying generalization and memorization in dif-
fusion models. We studied generalization and memorization
by analyzing the test and train errors of denoising score
matching (DSM) with random features and unstructured
data. To the best of our knowledge, this work is the first to
provide a theoretical study of memorization when a para-
metric score is used. Memorization is typically observed in
practice when the diffusion models are trained long enough
using highly over parameterized neural networks. In line
with these empirical observations, our findings indicate that
the complexity of the model (p) and the number of noise
samples per data sample (m) used during DSM play a sig-
nificant role in memorization. In practical implementations,
m increases as the number of training epochs increases.

As the complexity of the model increases, it can approximate
more complex functions, leading to a better approximation
of the empirical optimal score. Furthermore, as m increases,
an optimizer of DSM loss (5) tends to be close to the empir-
ical optimal score. These effects that lead to memorization
are captured in our results and are illustrated as a phase
diagram in Fig. 1. As expected, generalization occurs when
the complexity of the model is limited, i.e., p < n.

Our theoretical analysis was facilitated by several simplifica-
tions, which can also be viewed as limitations of this work.
First, we employ RFNNs to represent the score function and
study the minimizer of the corresponding DSM loss. This
is a significant departure from practical implementations,
where complex neural architectures are employed to param-
eterize the score function and gradient-based optimization
methods are applied to find the minimizer. Furthermore,
practical score parameterizations typically incorporate time
t as an explicit argument, whereas we assume a separate in-
stance of RFNN for each t, optimized independently. Lastly,
our analysis focuses on unstructured data, while real-world
datasets often posses various forms of structure.

Our work represents a preliminary step in understanding
generalization and memorization in diffusion models. Fu-
ture directions could focus on addressing some of the sim-
plifications inherent in our analysis. Specifically, can we
use a time-parameterized model for the score and derive its
learning errors? Another direction is to analyze the entire
backward diffusion using the learned score and demonstrate
the generalization and memorization behaviors. These ad-
vancements could further improve our understanding on
diffusion models.
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A. Score matching
A.1. Proof that minimizers of LDSM and LSM are the same

From the L2 minimization property of conditional expectation, the minimizer of LDSM is given by ŝ(t, x) =
E[∇ logPt(xt|x0) | xt = x ]. We have

E[∇ logPt(xt|x0) | xt = x ] =

∫
dx0

∇Pt(xt = x|x0)
Pt(xt = x|x0)

Pt(x0|xt = x)

=

∫
dx0∇Pt(xt = x|x0)

P0(x0)

Pt(x)

=
1

Pt(x)
∇
∫

dx0Pt(xt = x|x0)P0(x0)

=∇ logPt(x) .

Hence, we have shown that the minimizer of LDSM is same as the minimizer of LSM.

A.2. Proof of Lemma 3.4

Let P e
t denote the joint probability distribution of (yt, z), where yt = atx +

√
htz, x ∼ 1

n

∑n
i=1 δxi

and z ∼ N (0, Id).
We have

E∞
train(Ât) =

1

dn

n∑
i=1

Ez

∥∥∥∥∥√ht Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
(atxi +

√
htz)

)
+ z

∥∥∥∥∥
2

=
1

d
EP e

t

∥∥∥∥∥√ht Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
yt

)
+ z

∥∥∥∥∥
2


(a)
=

1

d
EP e

t

∥∥∥∥∥√ht Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
yt

)
−
√
hts

e(t, yt)

∥∥∥∥∥
2

+
∥∥∥√htse(t, yt) + z

∥∥∥2


= htMt + Vt .

The equality (a) follows from the following:

EP e
t

[〈
Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
y

)
− se(t, y),

√
hts

e(t, y) + z

〉]

= EP e
t

[
E

[〈
Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
y

)
− se(t, y),

√
hts

e(t, y) + z

〉 ∣∣∣∣∣ y
]]

= EP e
t

[〈
Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
y

)
− se(t, y),

√
hts

e(t, y) + E[ z | y ]

〉]

= EP e
t

[〈
Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
y

)
− se(t, y),

√
hts

e(t, y)−
√
ht∇ logP e

t (y)

〉]
= 0 ,

since we have E[ z | y ] = −
√
ht∇ logP e

t (y).

12
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B. Proof of Theorem 3.2
When m = ∞, the denoising score matching loss is given by

L∞
t (At) =

1

dn

n∑
i=1

Ez

[∥∥∥∥√ht At√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
p
(atxi +

√
htz)

)
+ z

∥∥∥∥2
]
+
htλ

dp
∥At∥2F

=
ht
d

tr

{
At√
p

T At√
p
U

}
+

2
√
ht
d

tr

{
At√
p
V

}
+ 1 +

htλ

d
tr

{
AT

t√
p

At√
p

}
,

where

U =
1

n

n∑
i=1

Ez

[
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
(atxi +

√
htz)

)
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
(atxi +

√
htz)

)T
]
,

and

V =
1

n

n∑
i=1

Ez

[
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
(atxi +

√
htz)

)
zT
]
.

Thus we get the optimal At as
Ât√
p
= − 1√

ht
V T (U + λIp)

−1 . (11)

Now, we compute test error (generalization error) and train error when P0 ≡ N (0, Id). We note that in this case, Pt remains
N (0, 1) for all t.

Test Error:

E∞
test(Ât) =

1

d
Ex∼Pt

∥∥∥∥∥ Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)
−∇ logPt(x)

∥∥∥∥∥
2


=
1

d
Ex∼Pt

∥∥∥∥∥ Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)
+ x

∥∥∥∥∥
2


= 1− 2

d
tr


1√
ht
V T (U + λIp)

−1 Ex

[
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)
xT
]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Ṽ


+

1

d
tr


1

ht
(U + λIp)

−1V V T (U + λIp)
−1 Ex

[
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)T
]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Ũ

 .

Since we focus on a single time instant, we drop the subscript t in the above expressions. However, it is important to note
that a and h depend on t, and we have the relation a2 + h = 1.

We need to compute V,U, Ṽ , Ũ in order to get an expression for E∞
test. We will first consider Ṽ :

Ṽ = Ex

[
ϱ

(
W√
d
x

)
xT
]
.

Let P γ denote the bivariate standard Gaussian distribution with correlation coefficient γ. Explicitly,

P γ(x, y) =
1

2π
√
1− γ2

e
− x2+y2−2γxy

2(1−γ2) . (12)

13
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Let wi denote the ith row of W . For large d, ∥wi∥2

d concentrates to 1. Then:

Ṽij = Ex

[
ϱ

(
wT

i x√
d

)
xj

]
= E

(u,v)∼P

wij√
d

[ϱ (u) v]

(a)
=

∞∑
k=0

(
wij√

d
)k

k!
Eu[ϱ (u)Hek(u)]Ev[vHek(v)]

= µ1
wij√
d
,

where in (a) we used the Mehler Kernel formula (Kibble, 1945). Hence, we have Ṽ = µ1
W√
d

. Now, we consider Ũ :

Ũij = Ex

[
ϱ

(
wT

i x√
d

)
ϱ

(
wT

j x√
d

)]
= E

(u,v)∼P
wT

i
wj

d

[ϱ(u)ϱ(v)]

=

∞∑
k=0

(
wT

i wj

d )k

k!
Eu[ϱ(u)Hek(u)]Eu[ϱ(v)Hek(v)]

=

∞∑
k=0

(
wT

i wj

d )k

k!
Eu[ϱ(u)Hek(u)]

2
.

Let µ0 = Eg[ϱ(g)], µ1 = Eg[ϱ(g)g], ∥ϱ∥2 = Eg

[
ϱ(g)2

]
, where g ∼ N (0, 1). Then, we have

Ũij =

{
µ2
0 + µ2

1
wT

i wj

d +O(1/d) if i ̸= j ,

∥ϱ∥2 if i = j .

Let v2 = ∥ρ∥2 − µ2
0 − µ2

1. The O(1/d) term cannot give rise to a O(1) change in the asymptotic spectrum. Hence, we
neglect it. We have

Ũ = µ2
01p1T

p + µ2
1

W√
d

WT

√
d

+ v2Ip .

Now we will consider V . Let

V l = Ez

[
ϱ

(
W√
d
(axl +

√
hz)

)
zT
]
.

We have

V l
ij = Ez

[
ϱ

(
wT

i (axl +
√
hz)√

d

)
zj

]

= E
(u,v)∼P

wij√
d

[
ϱ

(
awT

i xl√
d

+
√
hu

)
v

]
=

∞∑
k=0

(
wij√

d
)k

k!
Eu

[
ϱ

(
awT

i xl√
d

+
√
hu

)
Hek(u)

]
Ev[vHek(v)]

=
wij√
d
Eu

[
ϱ

(
awT

i xl√
d

+
√
hu

)
u

]
=
wij√
d
ϱ1

(
awT

i xl√
d

)
,

14
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where ϱ1(y) = Eu

[
ϱ(y +

√
hu)u

]
. Summing over the n data samples:

Vij =
1

n

n∑
l=1

V l
ij

=
wij√
d

1

n

n∑
l=1

ϱ1

(
awT

i xl√
d

)
=
wij√
d
Ex

[
ϱ1

(
awT

i x√
d

)]
+O(1/d)

=
wij√
d
Eg[ϱ1(ag)] +O(1/d)

=
wij√
d
Eg,u

[
ϱ(ag +

√
hu)u

]
+O(1/d)

=
√
hµ1

wij√
d
+O(1/d) .

Neglecting O(1/d) terms, we have V =
√
hµ1

W√
d

. Now, let’s consider U . Let

U l = Ez

[
ϱ

(
W√
d
(axl +

√
hz)

)
ϱ

(
W√
d
(axl +

√
hz)

)T
]
.

For i ̸= j we have,

U l
ij = Ez

[
ϱ

(
wT

i (axl +
√
hz)√

d

)
ϱ

(
wT

j (axl +
√
hz)

√
d

)]

= E
(u,v)∼P

wT
i

wj
d

[
ϱ

(
a
wT

i xl√
d

+
√
hu

)
ϱ

(
a
wT

j xl√
d

+
√
hv

)]

=

∞∑
k=0

(
wT

i wj

d )k

k!
Eu

[
ϱ

(
a
wT

i xl√
d

+
√
hu

)
Hek(u)

]
Ev

[
ϱ

(
a
wT

j xl√
d

+
√
hv

)
Hek(v)

]

= ϱ0

(
a
wT

i xl√
d

)
ϱ0

(
a
wT

j xl√
d

)
+
wT

i wj

d
ϱ1

(
a
wT

i xl√
d

)
ϱ1

(
a
wT

j xl√
d

)
+O(1/d) ,

where ϱ0(y) = Eu

[
ϱ(y +

√
hu)
]

and ϱ1(y) = Eu

[
ϱ(y +

√
hu)u

]
. Summing over the n data samples:

Uij =
1

n

n∑
l=1

U l
ij

=
1

n

n∑
l=1

ϱ0

(
a
wT

i xl√
d

)
ϱ0

(
a
wT

j xl√
d

)
+
wT

i wj

d

1

n

n∑
l=1

ϱ1

(
a
wT

i xl√
d

)
ϱ1

(
a
wT

j xl√
d

)
+O(1/d)

=
1

n

n∑
l=1

ϱ0

(
a
wT

i xl√
d

)
ϱ0

(
a
wT

j xl√
d

)
+
wT

i wj

d
Ex

[
ϱ1

(
a
wT

i x√
d

)
ϱ1

(
a
wT

j x√
d

)]
+O(1/d)

=
1

n

n∑
l=1

ϱ0

(
a
wT

i xl√
d

)
ϱ0

(
a
wT

j xl√
d

)
+
wT

i wj

d
Eg[ϱ1(ag)]

2
+O(1/d)

=
1

n

n∑
l=1

ϱ0

(
a
wT

i xl√
d

)
ϱ0

(
a
wT

j xl√
d

)
+ hµ2

1

wT
i wj

d
+O(1/d) .
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For i = j, we have:

U l
ii = Ez

(ϱ(wT
i (axl +

√
hz)√

d

))2
 ,

and

Uii =
1

n

n∑
l=1

Ez

(ϱ(wT
i (axl +

√
hz)√

d

))2


= Ez,x

(ϱ(wT
i (axl +

√
hz)√

d

))2
+O(1/

√
d)

= ∥ϱ∥2 +O(1/
√
d) .

The O
(
1/

√
d
)

term in the above equation can be neglected, since there are only O(d) terms on the diagonal. Let

X = [x1, x2, · · · , xn] ∈ Rd×n. We can write U as:

U =
ϱ0

(
a W√

d
X
)

√
n

ϱ0

(
a W√

d
X
)T

√
n

+ hµ2
1

W√
d

WT

√
d

+ s2Ip ,

where

s2 = ∥ϱ∥2 − Eg

[
ϱ0(ag)

2
]
− hµ2

1

= ∥ϱ∥2 − Eg

[
Eu

[
ϱ(ag +

√
hu)
]2]

− hµ2
1

= ∥ϱ∥2 − c(a2)− hµ2
1 ,

with c(γ) = Eu,v∼Pγ [ϱ(u)ϱ(v)].

We can use Gaussian equivalence principle to replace the nonlinear term in U . A Gaussian equivalent for ϱ0(a W√
d
X) is

given by

G = Eg[ϱ0(ag)]1p1Tn + Eg[ϱ0(ag)g]
W√
d
X +

(
Eg

[
ϱ0(ag)

2
]
− Eg[ϱ0(ag)]

2 − Eg[ϱ0(ag)g]
2
)1/2

Ω

= µ01p1Tn + aµ1
W√
d
X +

c(a2)− µ2
0 − a2µ2

1︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=v2

0


1/2

Ω ,

where Ω ∈ Rp×n is a random matrix with standard Gaussian entries. Hence we have

U =
G√
n

GT

√
n
+ hµ2

1

W√
d

WT

√
d

+ s2Ip ,

with
G = µ01p1Tn + aµ1

W√
d
X + v0Ω .

We now have expressions for all terms in the generalization error.

E∞
test(Ât) = 1− 2

d
tr

{
1√
h
V T (U + λIp)

−1Ṽ

}
+

1

d
tr

{
1

h
(U + λIp)

−1V V T (U + λIp)
−1Ũ

}
= 1− 2µ2

1

d
tr

{
WT

√
d
(U + λIp)

−1 W√
d

}
+
µ2
1

d
tr

{
(U + λIp)

−1 W√
d

WT

√
d
(U + λIp)

−1

(
µ2
01p1Tp + µ2

1

W√
d

WT

√
d

+ v2Ip

)}
.

16
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For simplicity in presentation, assume that µ0 = 0 and write

E∞
test(Ât) = 1− 2µ2

1E1 + µ4
1E2 + µ2

1v
2E3 ,

with

E1 =
1

d
tr

{
WT

√
d
(U + λIp)

−1 W√
d

}
,

E2 =
1

d
tr

{
WT

√
d
(U + λIp)

−1 W√
d

WT

√
d
(U + λIp)

−1 W√
d

}
,

E3 =
1

d
tr

{
WT

√
d
(U + λIp)

−2 W√
d

}
.

Now define the following matrix

U(q) :=
G√
n

GT

√
n
+ (hµ2

1 + q)
W√
d

WT

√
d

+ s2Ip ,

and the resolvent of U(q) as
R(q, z) = (U(q)− zIp)

−1 .

Let

K(q, z) =
1

d
tr

{
WT

√
d
R(q, z)

W√
d

}
.

Using the identities ∂R
∂q = −R(q, z)dUdq R(q, z) and ∂R

∂z = R(q, z)2, we observe that

E1 = K(0,−λ) ,

E2 = −∂K
∂q

(0,−λ) ,

E3 =
∂K

∂z
(0,−λ) .

Therefore, assuming we can take limit of the expectation inside the derivative, it suffices to have the function K(q, z) :=

limd→∞ E[K(q, z)] to have an expression for limd→∞ E
[
E∞

test(Ât)
]
. We have

lim
d→∞

E
[
E∞

test(Ât)
]
= 1− 2µ2

1 lim
d→∞

E[E1] + µ4
1 lim
d→∞

E[E2] + µ2
1v

2 lim
d→∞

E[E3] ,

= 1− 2µ2
1K(0,−λ) + µ4

1

∂K
∂q

(0,−λ) + µ2
1v

2 ∂K
∂z

(0,−λ) ,

= 1− 2µ2
1e1 + µ4

1e2 + µ2
1v

2e3 , (13)

where we define e1 = K(0,−λ), e2 = −∂K
∂q (0,−λ), e3 = ∂K

∂z (0,−λ). The above computations can also be performed
avoiding the change in order of derivatives and expectation, by first differentiating K(q, z) (instead of K(q, z)), and then
constructing a linear pencil matrix that is almost twice the size of the current one. This is more tedious, and we opt for the
smaller linear pencil matrix here.

We derive an expression for K using the Linear Pencils method. We start by constructing the following 4× 4 block matrix:

L =


(s2 − z)Ip aµ1

W√
d

v0
Ω√
n

(hµ2
1 + q) W√

d

0 Id − X√
n

0

−v0 ΩT
√
n

0 In −aµ1
XT
√
n

−WT
√
d

0 0 Id

 =

[
L11 L12

L21 L22

]
.

First, we can invert L and verify that K is trace of one of the blocks in L−1. Let L̄22 = L11 −L12L
−1
22 L21. Using the block

matrix inversion formula, we have:

L−1 =

[
L̄−1
22 −L̄−1

22 L12L
−1
22

−L−1
22 L21L̄

−1
22 L−1

22 + L−1
22 L21L̄

−1
22 L12L

−1
22

]
,

17
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L−1
22 =

 Id
X√
n

aµ1
X√
n

XT
√
n

0 In aµ1
XT
√
n

0 0 Id

 ,

L̄22 = (s2 − z)Ip + v0
G√
n

ΩT

√
n
+ aµ1

G√
n

XT

√
n

WT

√
d

+ (hµ2
1 + q)

W√
d

WT

√
d

= (s2 − z)Ip +
G√
n

GT

√
n
+ (hµ2

1 + q)
W√
d

WT

√
d

= R−1(q, z) .

Hence,

L−1 =


R(q, z) −aµ1R(q, z)

W√
d

−R(q, z) G√
n

X√
n

GT
√
n
R(q, z) Id − aµ1

X√
n

GT
√
n
R(q, z) W√

d
X√
n
− X√

n
GT
√
n
R(q, z) G√

n
GT
√
n
R(q, z) −aµ1

GT
√
n
R(q, z) W√

d
In − GT

√
n
R(q, z) G√

n
WT
√
d

−aµ1
WT
√
d
R(q, z) W√

d
−WT

√
d
R(q, z) G√

n

−R(q, z)(aµ1
G√
n

XT
√
n
+ (hµ2

1 + q) W√
d
)

aµ1
X√
n

XT
√
n
− X√

n
GT
√
n
R(q, z)(aµ1

G√
n

XT
√
n
+ (hµ2

1 + q) W√
d
)

aµ1
XT
√
n
− GT

√
n
R(q, z)(aµ1

G√
n

XT
√
n
+ (hµ2

1 + q) W√
d
)

Id − WT
√
d
R(q, z)(aµ1

G√
n

XT
√
n
+ (hµ2

1 + q) W√
d
)

 .

We see that (L−1)4,2 gives the desired term. We use the linear pencil formalism to derive the traces of the square blocks in
L−1. Let g be the matrix of traces of square blocks in L−1 divided by the block size. For example, if Li,j is a square matrix
of dimension N , then gij = 1

N tr
{
(L−1)i,j

}
. We assign gij = 0 if Li,j is not a square matrix. We have

g =


g11 0 0 0
0 g22 0 g24
0 0 g33 0
0 g42 0 g44

 .
Notice that the constant matrices in L are all multiples of identity. Let B be the matrix that contains the coefficients of these
constant matrices, given by

B =


s2 − z 0 0 0

0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 .
If Lil and Ljk are square matrices, let σkl

ij be the covariance between an element of Lij and Lkl multiplied by the block size
of Ljk. Let Lij be of dimension Ni ×Nj and M denote the non constant part of L. Then,

σkl
ij = NjE

[
M ij

uvM
kl
vu

]
.

Let S = {(i, j) : Ni = Nj} be the set of indices of square blocks in L. Then, a mapping ηL is defined such that

ηL(G)il =
∑

(jk)∈S

σkl
ij gjk ,

for (il) in S. We get

ηL(g) =


σ41
12g24 + σ31

13g33 + σ41
14g44 0 0 0

0 0 0 σ34
23g33

0 0 σ13
31g11 + σ23

34g42 0
0 σ12

41g11 0 σ14
41g11

 .
18
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We have N1 = p,N2 = d,N3 = n,N4 = d :

σ41
12 = −aµ1 , σ12

41 = −aµ1ψp , (14)

σ31
13 = −v20 , σ13

31 = −v20ψp/ψn , (15)

σ41
14 = −(hµ2

1 + q) , σ14
41 = −(hµ2

1 + q)ψp , (16)

σ34
23 = aµ1 , σ23

34 = aµ1/ψn . (17)

We have that g satisfies the following fixed point equation

(B − ηL(g))g = I .

Hence:


s2 − z + aµ1g24 + v20g33 + (hµ2

1 + q)g44 0 0 0
0 1 0 −aµ1g33
0 0 1 + v20ψp/ψng11 − aµ1/ψng42 0
0 aµ1ψpg11 0 1 + (hµ2

1 + q)ψpg11



×


g11 0 0 0
0 g22 0 g24
0 0 g33 0
0 g42 0 g44

 = I .

This gives the following set of equations:

g11(s
2 − z + aµ1g24 + v20g33 + (hµ2

1 + q)g44) = 1 ,

g22 − aµ1g33g42 = 1 ,

g24 − aµ1g33g44 = 0 ,

g33(1 + v20ψp/ψng11 − aµ1/ψng42) = 1 ,

aµ1ψpg11g22 + (1 + (hµ2
1 + q)ψpg11)g42 = 0 ,

aµ1ψpg11g24 + (1 + (hµ2
1 + q)ψpg11)g44 = 1 ,

The above set of 6 equations can be reduced to the following set of 4 equations:

ζ1(s
2 − z + a2tµ

2
1ζ2ζ4 + v20ζ2 + (htµ

2
1 + q)ζ4)− 1 = 0 ,

ζ2(ψn + v20ψpζ1 − atµ1ζ3)− ψn = 0 ,

atµ1ψpζ1(1 + atµ1ζ2ζ3) + (1 + (htµ
2
1 + q)ψpζ1)ζ3 = 0 ,

a2tµ
2
1ψpζ1ζ2ζ4 + (1 + (htµ

2
1 + q)ψpζ1)ζ4 − 1 = 0 ,

where ζ1 = g11, ζ2 = g33, ζ3 = g42, ζ4 = g44. We solve the above set of equations numerically to obtain ζ1, ζ2, ζ3,
and ζ4. We compute K = limd→∞ E[K] by using the expression K(q, z) = − ζ3(q,z)

aµ1
. Finally, we use (13) to compute

limd→∞ E
[
E∞

test(Ât)
]
.

Next, we look at the train error.
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Train error:

E∞
train(Ât) = L(Â)− htλ

pd

∥∥∥Â∥∥∥2
F

=
h

d
tr

{
Ât√
p

T
Ât√
p
(U + λIp)

}
+

2
√
h

d
tr

{
Ât√
p
V

}
+ 1− hλ

d
tr

{
Ât√
p

T
Ât√
p

}

=
1

d
tr
{
(U + λIp)

−1V V T
}
− 2

d
tr
{
V T (U + λIp)

−1V
}
+ 1− λ

d
tr
{
V T (U + λIp)

−2V
}

= −hµ
2
1

d
tr

{
(U + λIp)

−1 W√
d

WT

√
d

}
+ 1− hµ2

1λ

d
tr

{
(U + λIp)

−2 W√
d

WT

√
d

}
= −hµ2

1K(0,−λ)− hλµ2
1

∂K

∂z
(0,−λ) + 1 .

Thus,

lim
d→∞

E
[
E∞

train(Ât)
]
= −hµ2

1K(0,−λ)− λhµ2
1

∂K
∂z

(0,−λ) + 1 ,

= 1− hµ2
1e1 − hλµ2

1e3 , (18)

where e1 = K(0,−λ), e3 = ∂K
∂z (0,−λ). This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.2.

C. Proof of Theorem 3.5
When m = 1, the loss function reduces to:

L1
t (At) =

1

dn

n∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥√ht At√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
p
(atxi +

√
htzi)

)
+ zi

∥∥∥∥2 + htλ

dp
∥At∥2F . (19)

Let X = [x1, x2, · · · , xn], Z = [z1, z2, · · · , zn], and let Y be a matrix with its ith column given as yi = atxi +
√
htzi.

Also let F = ϱ( W√
d
Y ). We then write:

L1
t (At) =

1

dn

n∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥√ht At√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
p
(atxi +

√
htzi)

)
+ zi

∥∥∥∥2 + htλ

dp
∥At∥2F

=
ht
d

tr

{
At√
p

T At√
p
U

}
+

2
√
ht
d

tr

{
At√
p
V

}
+ 1 +

htλ

d
tr

{
AT

t√
p

At√
p

}
,

where

U =
1

n
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
Y

)
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
Y

)T

=
F√
n

FT

√
n
,

and

V =
1

n
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
Y

)
ZT =

F√
n

ZT

√
n
.

Thus we get the optimal At as

Ât√
p
= − 1√

ht
V T (U + λIp)

−1 = − 1√
ht

Z√
n

FT

√
n

(
F√
n

FT

√
n
+ λIp

)−1

. (20)
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Test error:

E1
test(Ât) =

1

d
Ex∼Pt

∥∥∥∥∥ Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)
−∇ logPt(x)

∥∥∥∥∥
2


=
1

d
Ex∼Pt

∥∥∥∥∥ Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)
+ x

∥∥∥∥∥
2


= 1 +
2

d
tr


Ât√
p
Ex

[
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)
xT
]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Ṽ

+
1

d
tr


ÂT

t√
p

Ât√
p
Ex

[
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)T
]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
:=Ũ

 .

We have already derived expressions for Ṽ and Ũ in Section B. We have Ṽ = µ1
W√
d

, Ũ = µ2
011T + µ2

1
W√
d
WT
√
d
+ v2Ip. For

simplicity, we assume µ0 = 0. Thus:

E1
test(Ât) =

1

d
Ex∼Pt

∥∥∥∥∥ Ât√
p
ϱ

(
Wt√
d
x

)
+ x

∥∥∥∥∥
2


= 1− 2µ1√
htd

tr

{
Z√
n

FT

√
n

(
F√
n

FT

√
n
+ λIp

)−1
W√
d

}

+
µ2
1

htd
tr

{(
F√
n

FT

√
n
+ λIp

)−1
F√
n

ZT

√
n

Z√
n

FT

√
n

(
F√
n

FT

√
n
+ λIp

)−1
W√
d

WT

√
d

}

+
v2

htd
tr

{(
F√
n

FT

√
n
+ λIp

)−1
F√
n

ZT

√
n

Z√
n

FT

√
n

(
F√
n

FT

√
n
+ λIp

)−1
}
.

Since we focus on a single time instant, we have dropped the subscript t in the above expressions. However, it is important
to keep the time-dependence of a and h, and the relation a2 + h = 1. Also, we use Gaussian equivalence principle to handle
the non-linearity in F . In particular, we use the following expression for F :

F = µ1
W√
d
Y + vΩ .

Let

R(q, z) =

(
F√
n

FT

√
n
+ q

W√
d

WT

√
d

− zIp

)−1

, (21)

and

E1 =
1

d
tr

{
Z√
n

FT

√
n
R(0,−λ)W√

d

}
,

E2 =
1

d
tr

{
R(0,−λ) F√

n

ZT

√
n

Z√
n

FT

√
n
R(0,−λ)W√

d

WT

√
d

}
,

E3 =
1

d
tr

{
F√
n

ZT

√
n

Z√
n

FT

√
n
R(0,−λ)2

}
.

With above definitions, we can write E1
test as

E1
test(Ât) = 1− 2µ1√

h
E1 +

µ2
1

h
E2 +

v2

h
E3 .
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Letting

K(q, z) =
1

d
tr

{
R(q, z)

F√
n

ZT

√
n

Z√
n

FT

√
n

}
,

we have

E2 = −dK

dq
(0,−λ) ,

E3 =
dK

dz
(0,−λ) .

Therefore, assuming we can interchange limit, derivatives and expectations, it suffices to have e1 = limd→∞ E[E1] and the
function K(q, z) := limd→∞ E[K(q, z)] to have an expression for limd→∞ E

[
E1

test(Ât)
]
. We have

lim
d→∞

E
[
E1

test(Ât)
]
= 1− 2µ1√

h
lim
d→∞

E[E1] +
µ2
1

h
lim
d→∞

E[E2] +
v2

h
lim
d→∞

E[E3] ,

= 1− 2µ1√
h
e1 +

µ2
1

h
e2 +

v2

h
e3 , (22)

where we define e2 = −∂K
∂q (0,−λ), e3 = ∂K

∂z (0,−λ). As in the previous theorem one could avoid the interchange of limit
of expectation and derivatives by differentiating first K(q, z) and using a larger linear pencil.

As in the proof of Theorem 3.2 given in Appendix B, we use linear pencils to obtain the desired terms. Explicitly, the
following 6× 6 linear pencil matrix:

L =



−zIp q W√
d

v0
Ω√
n

µ1
W√
d

0 0

−WT
√
d

Id 0 0 0 0

−vΩT
√
n

−µY T
√
n

In 0 0 0

0 0 − Y√
n

Id 0 0

0 0 − Z√
n

0 Id 0

0 0 0 0 −ZT
√
n

In


=

[
L11 L12

L21 L22

]
.

By computing L−1, we obtain:

(L−1)5,4(q, z) = −µ1
Z√
n

FT

√
n
R(q, z)

W√
d
, (23)

(L−1)6,3(q, z) = −Z
T

√
n

Z√
n

FT

√
n
R(q, z)

F√
n
+
ZT

√
n

Z√
n
. (24)

Hence,

E1 =
1

d
tr

{
Z√
n

FT

√
n
R(0,−λ)W√

d

}
= − 1

µ1d
tr
{
(L−1)5,4(0,−λ)

}
, (25)

K(q, z) =
1

d
tr

{
R(q, z)

F√
n

ZT

√
n

Z√
n

FT

√
n

}
= 1− 1

d
tr
{
(L−1)6,3(q, z)

}
. (26)

We compute the traces of blocks in L−1 as in the proof of Theorem 3.2 given in Appendix B. We have

g =


g11 0 0 0 0 0
0 g22 0 g24 0 0
0 0 g33 0 0 0
0 g42 0 g44 0 0
0 g52 0 g54 1 0
0 0 g63 0 0 1

 , B =


−z 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 1

 ,
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ηL(g) =


σ21
12g22 + σ31

13g33 + σ21
14g42 0 0 0 0 0

0 σ12
21g11 0 σ14

21g11 0 0
0 0 σ13

31g11 + σ43
32g24 0 0 0

0 σ32
43g33 0 0 0 0

0 σ32
53g33 0 0 0 0

0 0 σ43
65g54 + σ53

65 0 0 0

 ,
and

σ21
12 = −q , σ12

21 = −qψp , σ14
21 = −µ1ψp , (27)

σ31
13 = −v2 , σ13

31 = −v2ψp/ψn , σ43
32 = µ1/ψn , σ32

43 = µ1 , (28)

σ21
14 = −µ1 , σ32

53 = µ1

√
h , (29)

σ43
65 =

√
h/ψn , σ53

65 = 1/ψn . (30)

We have that g satisfies the following fixed point equation

(B − ηL(g))g = I .

Then:

−z + qg22 + v2g33 + µ1g42 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 + qψpg11 0 µ1ψpg11 0 0
0 0 1 + v2ψp/ψng11 − µ1/ψng24 0 0 0
0 −µ1g33 0 1 0 0

0 −µ1

√
hg33 0 0 1 0

0 0 −
√
h/ψng54 − 1/ψn 0 0 1



×


g11 0 0 0 0 0
0 g22 0 g24 0 0
0 0 g33 0 0 0
0 g42 0 g44 0 0
0 g52 0 g54 1 0
0 0 g63 0 0 1

 = I .

This gives the following set of equations:

g11(−z + qg22 + v2g33 + µ1g42) = 1 ,

g22(1 + qψpg11) + µ1ψpg11g42 = 1 ,

g24(1 + qψpg11) + µ1ψpg11g44 = 0 ,

g33(1 + v2ψp/ψng11 − µ1/ψng24) = 1 ,

−µ1g22g33 + g42 = 0 ,

−µ1g24g33 + g44 = 1 ,

−µ1

√
hg33g22 + g52 = 0 ,

−µ1

√
hg33g24 + g54 = 0 ,

g33(−
√
h/ψng54 − 1/ψn) + g63 = 0 .

The above set of 9 equations can be reduced to 6 equations:

ζ1(−z + qζ2 + v2ζ4 + µ2
1ζ2ζ4)− 1 = 0 ,

ζ2(1 + qψpζ1) + µ2
1ψpζ1ζ2ζ4 − 1 = 0 ,

ζ3(1 + qψpζ1) + µ1ψpζ1(1 + µ1ζ3ζ4) = 0 ,

ζ4(ψn + v2ψpζ1 − µ1ζ3)− ψn = 0 ,

ζ4(−htµ1ζ3ζ4 − 1) + ψnζ5 = 0 ,
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where ζ1 = g11, ζ2 = g22, ζ3 = g24, ζ4 = g33, ζ5 = g63. As earlier, we solve the above set of equations
numerically to obtain ζ1, ζ2, ζ3, ζ4, and ζ5. We obtain e1,K by using the expressions e1 = −

√
htζ3(0,−λ)ζ4(0,−λ),

K(q, z) = −
√
htζ3(q, z)ζ4(q, z). Finally, we use (22) to compute limd→∞ E

[
E1

test(Ât)
]
.

Train error: To compute train error, we proceed as follows:

E1
train(Ât) =

h

d
tr

{
Ât√
p

T
Ât√
p
(U + λIp)

}
+

2
√
h

d
tr

{
Ât√
p
V

}
+ 1− hλ

d
tr

{
Ât√
p

T
Ât√
p

}

=
1

d
tr
{
(U + λIp)

−1V V T
}
− 2

d
tr
{
V T (U + λIp)

−1V
}
+ 1− λ

d
tr
{
(U + λIp)

−2V V T
}

= −1

d
tr

{
(U + λIp)

−1 F√
n

ZT

√
n

Z√
n

FT

√
n

}
+ 1− λ

d
tr

{
(U + λIp)

−2 F√
n

ZT

√
n

Z√
n

FT

√
n

}
= −K(0,−λ)− λ

∂K

∂z
(0,−λ) + 1 .

Thus,

lim
d→∞

E
[
E1

train(Ât)
]
= 1−K(0,−λ)− λ

∂K
∂z

(0,−λ) ,

= 1−K(0,−λ)− λe3 , (31)

where e3 = ∂K
∂z (0,−λ). This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.5.

D. Illustrations of Analytically Computed Test and Train Errors
In this section, we provide additional plots to further illustrate the analytical predictions of test and train errors derived from
Theorems 3.2 and 3.5. First, we present the learning curves for the case of m = 1, which were omitted from the main text
due to space constraints. Next, we include a plot demonstrating the impact of the regularization strength λ on the learning
curves. Finally, we provide learning curves for cases where different activation functions are employed, highlighting their
influence on the model’s performance.

D.1. Test and train errors for m = 1

Fig. 6 shows test and train errors for m = 1 case. Fig. 6a presents the learning curves as a function of t for different values
of ψp and while keeping ψn fixed. In Fig. 6b we plot the learning curves as a function of ψp for different values of ψn and
keeping t fixed and small.

As already discussed in the main text, the learning curves reveal several trends. The train error decreases monotonically
with increasing ψp for all t, reflecting the model’s capacity to interpolate the training data. However, the test error shows a
non-monotonic behavior with ψp. The dependence of test error on t is also evident. The test error increases as t decreases,
but for small t, it remains at least two orders of magnitude lower than in the m = ∞ case. Furthermore, the test error
decreases as ψp increases beyond ψn. This suggests that the model does not display memorization behavior under these
conditions. This is in contrast to the m = ∞ case, where memorization significantly impacts the test error. These findings
indicate that larger values of m increases the tendency of diffusion models to memorize the initial dataset.

Lastly, as observed in the earlier works such as (Mei & Montanari, 2022; Bodin & Macris, 2021; Hu et al., 2024), we also
observe the double descent phenomenon which is characterized by peak in test error at ψp = ψn. This is depicted in Fig. 6b.

D.2. Plots for different values of λ

In this section, we illustrate the behavior of the test and train errors for different values of λ. Fig. 7 shows the learning
errors for m = ∞. We see that, as λ increases, the train error increases and the test error decreases for small t. This can
be explained as follows: In this regime, we have se(t, atxi +

√
htz) ≈ − z√

ht
. However, as regularization increases, Ât

cannot take very large values. So, Mt scales as 1
ht

. This makes E∞
train(Ât) ≈ 1 for very small values of t. This leads to lower

memorization as well, as evidenced by the small test error.

24



DSM with Random Features: Insights on Diffusion Models from Precise Learning Curves

10 3 10 2 10 1 100

t

10 4

10 3

10 2

10 1

100

101

102

103

Te
st

 e
rro

r

p=4.0
p=8.0
p=16.0
p=32.0
p=64.0

p=128.0
p=256.0
p=512.0
p=1024.0
p=2048.0

10 3 10 2 10 1 100

t

10 14

10 12

10 10

10 8

10 6

10 4

10 2

100

Tr
ai

n 
er

ro
r

p=4.0
p=8.0
p=16.0
p=32.0
p=64.0

p=128.0
p=256.0
p=512.0
p=1024.0
p=2048.0

(a) Test and train error as a function of t for different values of ψp and a fixed ψn = 20.0.
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(b) Test and train error as a function of ψp for different values of ψn and a fixed t = 0.01. The dashed vertical lines indicate ψp = ψn.

Figure 6. Learning curves for m = 1.We used λ = 0.001 and the activation function used is ReLU.
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(a) Test and train error as a function of t for different values of λ for a fixed ψn = 20.0 and ψp = 1024.0.
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(b) Test and train error as a function of ψp for different values of λ for a fixed ψn = 64.0 and t = 0.01. The dashed vertical line indicates
ψp = ψn.

Figure 7. Learning curves for different values of λ for m = ∞. The activation function used is ReLU.
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(a) Test and train error as a function of t for different values of λ for a fixed ψn = 20.0 and ψp = 1024.0.
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(b) Test and train error as a function of ψp for different values of λ for a fixed ψn = 64.0 and t = 0.01. The dashed vertical line indicates
ψp = ψn.

Figure 8. Learning curves for different values of λ for m = 1. The activation function used is ReLU.
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Fig. 8 shows the learning errors for m = 1. In this case, larger values of λ decreases the peak at ψp = ψn due to double
descent. This is expected since the regularization will help in reducing overfitting.

D.3. Plots for different activation functions

In this section, we illustrate the behavior of the learning curves for different activation functions: ReLU, tanh, and sigmoid.
To make them have the same L2 norm and µ0 = 0, we introduce proper shiftings and rescalings. Concretely:

ReLU(x) = x1{x ≥ 0} − 1√
2π

,

tanh(x) = 0.93

(
ex − e−x

ex + e−x

)
,

sigmoid(x) =
2.8

1 + e−x
− 1.4 .

Fig. 9 displays the results for m = ∞. The activation function enters the analysis through the coefficients µ1, v, v0, and s.

Fig. 10 presents the case m = 1.

E. Comparison with Numerically Obtained Learning Curves
Here, we show the learning curves obtained numerically for different values of m. The test error was illustrated in Fig. 4. In
Fig. 11 we exhibit the corresponding train errors as well.
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(a) Test and train error as a function of t for different activation functions for a fixed ψn = 20.0 and ψp = 1024.0.
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(b) Test and train error as a function of ψp for different activation functions for a fixed ψn = 64.0 and t = 0.01. The dashed vertical line
indicates ψp = ψn.

Figure 9. Learning curves for different activation functions for m = ∞. We used λ = 0.001.
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(a) Test and train error as a function of t for different activation functions for a fixed ψn = 20.0 and ψp = 1024.0.
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(b) Test and train error as a function of ψp for different activation functions for a fixed ψn = 64.0 and t = 0.01. The dashed vertical line
indicates ψp = ψn.

Figure 10. Learning curves for different activation functions for m = 1. We used λ = 0.001.
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Figure 11. Simulation results (d = 100) for different values of m and fixed ψp = 20; with ψn = 2 (upper plots) and ψn = 50 (lower
plots). Theoretical results for m = 1 and m = ∞ are depicted as continuous lines.
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