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Abstract

Can a network keep learning while its training cross-entropy stays nearly flat at a positive level?
We show that it can. On modular addition, a standard testbed for grokking, ReLU networks trained
with supported-Polar hidden updates, normalized output-layer updates and weight decay can keep 100%
training accuracy while their hidden features change and held-out accuracy rises from zero to above 90%,
at relatively flat training cross-entropy. Correct classification need not minimize cross-entropy, which
still depends on prediction confidence. We prove this coexistence for one-hidden-layer networks in two
finite-window theorems from constructed initializations: one gives a constant gain in the Fourier fraction
of the hidden features, and the other holds at arbitrarily low positive loss, where a readout refitted
on the training data generalizes before the network. Experiments from random initialization show the
same coexistence on a window fixed in advance, and in deeper networks held-out accuracy also rises over
post-hoc windows with a net increase in training cross-entropy. With a last-layer rate set per training
fraction and head decay scaled with the prime, deeper networks at p = 47 and 61 meet a criterion on
post-hoc windows, fixed in advance, in nearly all fresh runs. A one-block transformer trained with the same
updates and a slowly decaying output gain keeps every training pair correct at every logged checkpoint
while its training cross-entropy rises and its held-out accuracy approaches one; with two blocks this holds
through the held-out rise, after which training pairs begin to flip. A plateau in training loss need not be a
plateau in learning. Code: https://github.com/akashkumar-d/flat-loss-evolving-features.

1 Introduction

The training loss is the standard measure of a neural network’s progress, and a plateau in the loss is commonly
interpreted as a sign that learning has stalled. Grokking calls this interpretation into question. On small
algorithmic tasks such as modular addition, networks fit their training data long before they generalize [1].
Progress measures reveal the formation of a generalizing circuit while the training loss remains nearly flat [2],
and the learned features change gradually before held-out accuracy recovers [24]. Such hidden progress has
been proved for online sparse-parity learning [4] and for teacher-student regression during loss plateaus, under
orthogonalized updates [31] and for the population loss [21], and analyzed after fitting under the squared loss
with coupled weight decay [22].

Classification networks, however, are trained with the cross-entropy (CE) loss, for which fitting the training
set does not end training. A training pair is classified correctly as soon as its margin, the gap between the
logit of its true class and the largest other logit, is positive. The CE also measures confidence: a network
that classifies every training pair correctly can have any CE below log p, the loss of the uniform prediction
over p classes. Without regularization, the CE can keep decreasing as the logits grow [12]; with weight decay,
it can level off at a positive value. A level CE then fixes only the mean log-probability of the true class on
the training pairs. It does not determine whether the hidden features, or the predictions on held-out pairs,
are still changing. This leads to the following question.

Can a network that has fitted its training data continue to improve its hidden features, and recover
held-out accuracy, during a window of training on which its CE stays relatively flat at a positive
level?

We study this question on a window I of the actual training trajectory. Flatness is measured by the
relative variation v(I) = maxycy L/ mingey Ly — 1 of the raw training CE, checked at every update, and
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Figure 1: Coexistence on a fixed window (1HL ReLU network, p = 31, width 512, iid initialization, head decay
Av = 0.2). All 20 runs, each with a fresh initialization and training split (thin), and the median (thick). From the left:
training and held-out CE; the training CE on its own scale; training accuracy (dashed) and the held-out accuracy of
the network and of the train-only ridge refit; the Fourier fraction Ag. Gray: the locked window 4.5k—12k; dashed line:
median per-run loss peak. Loss curves show cycle means. On the window, every run keeps perfect training accuracy,
has raw per-update loss variation 6.33-7.81% and reaches 90% held-out accuracy. In every run, a few training pairs
are misclassified again for a while after the first fit, long before the window (Appendix B.2).

generalization by the held-out accuracy of the network’s own head. Two observables describe the features.
The Fourier fraction Ag, the share of the centered hidden-activation energy that lies in mean-zero functions
of a + b, measures their structure. A ridge readout fitted on the training pairs alone, and never installed in
the network, measures whether they already support held-out prediction (Section 3).

Figure 1 shows that the answer can be affirmative in practice. It follows a one-hidden-layer (1HL) ReLU
network at p = 31, trained from fresh iid initializations and training splits, on a window fixed before the runs
were drawn. On this window, every run keeps all training pairs correct, with raw training CE varying by less
than 8%, while held-out accuracy climbs from zero to above 90%, the train-only refit reaches 90% more than
3,000 updates before the network, and Ay rises from about 0.02 to 0.12 (Section 5.1).

Our Contributions. For 1HL ReLU networks started in constructed open sets of initializations, we prove
joint finite-window guarantees that place a relatively flat positive CE, a gain in Ay and held-out recovery on
the same training trajectory. The hidden weights take supported-Polar steps, an exact and momentum-free
form of the orthogonalized updates of Muon [27], and the head takes normalized gradient steps. Apart from
weight decay, both steps have a fixed length for every nonzero gradient, so a flat loss does not imply that the
weights have stopped moving.

« High-loss coexistence (Theorem 4.1). On a structured split of nearly half the grid, for every prime
p > 101 and sufficiently large width, the network keeps all training pairs correct with CE within 0.0201 of
log p, while Ay gains more than 0.0998 and held-out accuracy rises from zero to one.

o Low-loss, refit-first recovery (Theorem 4.2). For large primes and a random split, with probability
at least 1 —2/,/p, the CE stays within 5% of a prescribed positive level, which can be arbitrarily small,
and Apg increases at every update; the train-only refit is accurate from the first update, and the network
only at the end of the window.

« Experiments (Section 5). From iid initialization at practical widths, every fresh 1HL run shows this
coexistence on a window fixed in advance, and networks with three to five hidden layers at p = 31 meet a
pre-specified joint criterion in nearly every run. At p = 47 and 61, networks with three and four hidden
layers meet a criterion fixed before the runs, on post-hoc windows, in nearly every run, but the joint
criterion only rarely. A one-block transformer with the same updates and a slowly decaying output gain
meets an analogous criterion, with a Fourier-filtered refit, in every run at p = 89 and 113 while its training
CE rises; with two blocks, the CE also rises with held-out accuracy, but training pairs then begin to flip.
Entry into the constructed initial regions from iid initialization is not proved; the experiments probe the

behavior beyond these constructions. Section 2 reviews related work, Section 3 defines the setting, Section 4

states the theorems, Section 5 reports the experiments, and Section 6 discusses the limits of both. The

appendices give the experimental details (Appendices A-D), the notation (Appendix N) and the proofs

(Appendices E-G).



2 Related Work

Grokking and modular arithmetic. Proposed explanations of grokking include representation for-
mation [10], weight-norm dynamics [5], competition between memorizing and more efficient circuits [11],
transitions from lazy to rich training [6], and early and late implicit biases [7]. For shallow networks on
modular addition, prior work analyzes margin maximization [8], the sample complexity of kernel and rich
regimes [15] and, more recently, the training dynamics [16, 17, 18].

Initialization scale and weight decay. From a large initialization, a network fits its training set quickly,
and weight decay then shrinks the weights slowly until the network generalizes [5]; with initialization scale «
and a small decay A, the switch from a kernel predictor to a max-margin one comes after a time of order
A~ llog o [7]. With decoupled weight decay, the weights average the recent updates over about 1/(n)) steps,
a timescale that works best when held at a fixed number of epochs [34], so in practice the weights can keep
relaxing over much of training. Our networks share this ingredient: the one-hidden-layer experiments start
from a large first layer (¢ = 24) under weight decay, and the transformer’s output gain relaxes from twice its
equilibrium (Section 5.3). These works follow the weight norm and the test loss as the training loss becomes
small; we follow the training CE at a positive level together with the features, and bound both on finite
windows.

Fourier features and margin maximization. Nanda et al. [2] identify circuit formation while the
training loss remains flat, tracked by losses restricted to, and excluding, the key frequencies. Gromov [3]
gives explicit Fourier solutions for shallow networks, and mechanistic studies identify several algorithms
for arithmetic and group operations [13, 14]. Morwani et al. [8] prove that, on the full grid, sufficiently
wide bias-free one-hidden-layer networks with quadratic activation and maximum Lo 3-margin consist of
single-frequency neurons that together use every frequency; this describes the maximum-margin solution, not
when the structure forms. Mallinar et al. [24] measure the circulant deviation of learned feature matrices
in recursive feature machines and shallow networks. Our Apg is instead the fraction of hidden-activation
energy in a task-aligned subspace, measured along the trajectory at positive loss. Even the maximum-margin
network has Ay = 2/5, because squaring the sum of two single-frequency inputs of equal amplitude also
produces terms in a — b, 2a and 2b.

Hidden progress and plateaus. Barak et al. [4] prove hidden progress for online sparse-parity learning,
and plateaus that precede fitting have also been analyzed [19, 18, 20]. In teacher-student regression, the
leading eigenspace of the average gradient outer product aligns with the teacher subspace while the loss
plateaus: under full-batch matrix Muon near the edge of stability, where the loss cycles with period two
and its average stays flat or rises [31], and under population gradient descent from a small initialization,
where a refit on the learned subspace lowers the error before the loss falls [21]. Here the task is classification
with the CE, the plateau comes after the training set is fit, and its payoff is held-out accuracy. Related
mechanisms include feature evolution after fitting under the squared loss with coupled weight decay [22]
and late generalization with fixed features [23]. Recursive feature machines empirically grok at zero training
loss [24], and probes reveal delays between representations and readouts [25]. Our constructions separate
training confidence, the usefulness of the representation and the recovery of the readout. Their bounds are
joint: on one finite window of the actual run, under fixed updates, they control the relative CE variation, the
Fourier fraction and the predictions together, for every initialization in the constructed open sets. In these
constructions, recovery need not wait for a near-zero CE, and the random-split theorem certifies that the
refit recovers before the network without installing the refit as the head.

Orthogonalized updates. Our feature update rescales the supported Polar factor of the negative gradient
to unit Frobenius norm and uses no momentum. Before rescaling, this factor maximizes the first-order
decrease of the loss over the unit spectral-norm ball [28], which connects the update to spectral descent and
Muon [26, 27, 9]. Orthogonalized updates, and updates that balance the singular directions, can shorten
grokking delays [29, 30]. We study a different question: the change of the representation and the recovery of
held-out accuracy during a window of relatively flat loss, rather than acceleration.



3 Problem Setup

3.1 Task, model, and training objective

For an odd prime p, let F, = {0,...,p — 1} with arithmetic modulo p, and let Q = Fg. The task is modular
addition [1]: a pair (a,b) € Q is encoded as the concatenated one-hot vector zq, = (eq, €p) € R?P [3], where
e is a standard basis vector, and its label is y*(zqp) = yap = a + b (mod p). A set S C Q of n training pairs
is fixed, and D = Q\ S is the held-out set; we write € S for = x4, with (a,b) € S, and similarly for D.
Each theorem specifies how S is drawn.

The theory concerns a bias-free one-hidden-layer (1HL) ReLU network of width M, with hidden weights
W € RM*2P and output head V' € RP*M  trained on the mean cross-entropy (CE):

h(z) = ReLU(Wz), f(x) =Vh(zx),

CE(f(x),y) =log Y e — f,(x),
celF, (1)

LW, V) = = 3 CE(f(x), 4" ().

€S

The network predicts arg max, f.(x), with a fixed tie-breaking rule, and a subscript ¢ denotes a quantity
after ¢ updates. The hidden table H; € RP**M hag the row hi(x)T for each of the p? inputs; it serves only
to measure the features and does not enlarge the training set. A subscript B C € restricts its rows, as in
H,;s. We write Iy for the N x N identity matrix and 1, for the all-ones vector in RY™. A network with
D hidden layers computes h() = ReLU(W(z)h(efl) +b@) for £ =1,...,D, with h®) =z, and f = VAP);
layer £ has the table H ,(f). The baseline networks have no biases; the dotted medians in Figures 2 and 3
come from runs with trained hidden biases (Appendix C.6).

3.2 Fixed normalized updates

We train the hidden weights with a supported-Polar update and the head with normalized gradient descent.
Both use the negative gradients of the training CE at the same state, Fy = —Vyw L(W, V) and G; =
~VyL(W,,V,). For a nonzero matrix F with thin singular value decomposition FF = UXZ " over its
positive singular values, the supported Polar factor is pol(F) = U Z T and pol(0) = 0. The two normalizations
are

vz’ G
Npol(F) = \/ﬁ, NF(G) = m’ (2)

with Mpo1(0) = Np(0) = 0; for a nonzero argument, each returns a matrix of unit Frobenius norm. The Polar
normalization moves the weights equally along every singular direction of the gradient, whereas N preserves
the ratios of the singular values. With fixed rates ny,ny > 0 and decays Ay, Ay > 0, the updates are

Wit = (1 —nwiw) Wi+ nwNpol (Fr),

3
Viei =1 —nvAv)Vi+nvNp(Gy). ®)

Each update shrinks the weights by a fixed factor and adds a step of fixed length, with no momentum,
projection or loss-dependent control. For every nonzero gradient, however small, the step length is the same;
the weights can therefore keep moving while the loss is flat, although the fixed step by itself guarantees neither
a flat loss nor useful motion. The reported loss L is the CE alone, without decay penalties. The theorems
use Ay = 0, and each experiment states its head decay. In the experiments, the positive singular values are
selected with a numerical cutoff (Appendices B and C). Algorithm 1 states the training loop for D hidden
layers, each with its own rate and decay; with one hidden layer it reduces to (3), with (91, A1) = (nw, Aw)-
With trained biases, [W | b()] takes the feature step (Appendix C.6). In the transformer of Section 5.3,
every weight matrix except the unembedding takes the feature step, the unembedding takes the head step,
and a scalar output gain takes a sign step with decay. The Fourier fraction and the refit defined below are
computed from the weights and never enter the updates.



Algorithm 1 Training with supported-Polar feature steps and normalized head steps

Input: training pairs S, n = |S|; initial hidden matrices W(()l), ce W(()D) and head Vg

Parameters: rates n1,...,mp,ny > 0; decays A1,..., Ap, Ay > 0; number of updates T’

Zero gradients: N, 1(0) = Np(0) =0, as in (2), so a matrix whose gradient is zero only decays
1: fort=0,1,...,7—1do
2: Ly + % Y ozes CE(ft(:E)7 y*(a:)) > full batch: every training pair
3: Fgé) — —Vwolifor{=1,...,D,and G; <+ —VyL; > all at the same state
4: for /=1,...,D do
5 UXZ'" « thin SVD of FEZ) over its positive singular values

6: ng_)l — (1- m/\g)Wy) +n,UZ" /y/rank ng) > 7y ./\/'pol(Fge)), eq. (2)
o Vi I =nvA)Vi+nv G/ |Gl g > v Nr(Gt)

3.3 Fitting, plateaus, and delayed recovery

The margin of an input = at time ¢ is m;(z) = fi y+ (o) (2) — MaX oty (2) fr.c(x), and Accp(t) is the fraction
of inputs € B with argmax, f; .(z) = y*(z). The network has fitted the training set when every training
margin is positive. Fitting does not require a small loss: correct predictions with small positive margins can
have a loss arbitrarily close to logp, the loss of the uniform prediction, so a fitted network can have any
training CE in (0,logp). Flatness on an integer window I = {tg,...,¢1} is measured by the relative variation

of the raw training CE,
maXier Lt

o(l) =

evaluated at every update rather than on plotted or averaged losses. A 10% plateau is a window with
v(I) < 0.1; it allows small changes and oscillations and claims neither stationarity nor optimality. Some
experiments also use the cycle mean L= (Lt + Lty1)/2, the average over two consecutive updates. For an
observable A, AA(I) = A(t1) — A(tp) is its change over the window. Delayed recovery means that held-out
accuracy becomes high after a phase of fitted training with low held-out accuracy. Our coexistence claims
place the change of the features and the recovery on the same flat window and assert nothing after it.

-1 4
minges Ly ' “)

3.4 The Fourier fraction

Since the target depends only on a + b, we measure the features against the addition-Fourier subspace, the
real mean-zero functions on the grid that depend only on the sum:

Fadd = {g(a + b) : Zyele g(y) = 0}. (5)

It is spanned by the centered class indicators 1¢,44—c} — 1/p, and also by the real and imaginary parts of
the Fourier modes e>7*(¢+0)/P E -£ (; its dimension is p — 1 (Appendix A.1). Let P,qq be the orthogonal
projector onto Faqq, and let Cny =1y — 1n 1]\—,/N and Cgiq = Cp2. Then PygqaH averages each hidden
feature over the pairs with the same sum and subtracts its mean over the grid. The Fourier fraction of a
table H is the share of its centered energy that lies in Faqq:

 ||PaaaH| 3

Ag(H) =
W) =

€ [0,1], (6)

defined when CgriqH # 0. It equals one when the centered response of every neuron is a function of a + b,
and zero when no response has a component in F,qq. It is invariant to scaling H by a nonzero constant,
and it can rise because the energy in F,qq grows or because the remaining energy shrinks. Since it weights
neurons by their amplitude, it can also change without a change in the span of the features. A gain of 0.10 in
Ay mea(n)s ten percentage points, not a 10% relative increase. For deep networks, we compute it for each
table H'".



3.5 The train-only refit

A high Fourier fraction does not by itself imply that the features support correct predictions. At each snapshot
H,, we therefore fit a separate ridge head on the training pairs alone:

5 . 2 2
B, =arg min {|H,sB~Ts|; +7[BlF}. (7)

where T has the rows T, = e,+(;) — 1,/p and 7 > 0; the features are raw, and there is no intercept. The

refitted logits are ﬁ(m) = EtT hi(x), computed from the last hidden table in deep networks. The refit is
evaluated on D but never installed in the network, and the training run is not modified. It measures what
ridge regression extracts from the features, which can differ from what the network’s own head predicts. In
the sum-loss units of (7), the penalty rule is fixed in advance: with R; = HHt,SHzpv

10~ 3n, canonical experiments,
Tt = § R:/(32n), Theorem 4.1, (8)
kR:/[4p(p — 1)], Theorem 4.2,

where & is the constant of Theorem 4.2. Appendix A.2 gives the Gram form and the experimental variants.
Theorem 4.2(iii) measures the refit by its normalized held-out squared error,

—~ 2
.0, 7]
F

Bl =1

(9)

which equals one for the zero predictor, since HTQ,HS =(p-1)/p.

4 Main Theoretical Results

The two theorems below prove that coexistence of the kind seen in Figure 1 can occur under the actual
CE training dynamics of a 1HL network, started from constructed initializations. In both, the two layers
follow the updates (3) with Ay = 0. Under each theorem’s conditions on the split, every trajectory from
a specified, possibly small, open set of initializations keeps perfect training accuracy and recovers held-out
accuracy during a CE plateau; entry into this set from iid initialization is not established. The first theorem
holds at a loss near log p on a structured split, and the second at a prescribed positive loss, which can be
made arbitrarily small, on a random split.

4.1 A constant Fourier gain on a structured half-grid

The first construction isolates coexistence at high training loss: the network classifies every training pair
correctly while its CE stays just below log p.

The split. The training set consists of the pairs whose difference is a nonzero quadratic residue, that is, a
value u? mod p with u # 0:
§= {(avb) tb—a€ QR(FP)}7 (10)

where QR(IF,) is the set of nonzero quadratic residues. It contains p(p — 1)/2 pairs, just under half the grid,
and each operand and each label occurs (p — 1)/2 times in it. This balance supports the Fourier analysis, but
the split selects whole difference classes rather than independent pairs, and it holds out every diagonal pair.
The theorem requires width at least My, (p) = p(p® + 3)/2.

Idea of the construction. We first analyze a reference run in which the head is frozen and the hidden
weights take Polar steps with decay. Its hidden units form three groups. An arithmetic core classifies every
training pair correctly by a small margin, and its responses and training logits stay fixed along the run. Helper
units have zero head weights, so they affect no prediction, and they have no component in Faqq. Query units



are active only on held-out inputs, where their logits are initially harmful. As the helper and query units
decay, the training logits do not move, so every training pair stays correct and the CE stays near logp. On
held-out inputs, the harmful query logits decay until the correctly signed contribution of the core dominates,
and held-out accuracy goes from zero to one. The decay of the helper units removes energy outside Foqq,
which, with bounds for the other two groups, yields a net gain in Ay. These bounds then carry over to the
actual run, in which both layers train.

Theorem 4.1 (Structured half-grid).
Parameters. Let p > 101 be prime, and let the width satisfy M > p(p? + 3)/2.

Split. The training set is S = {(a,b) : b — a is a nonzero quadratic residue modulo p}.

There exist fixed rates and decay (nw, Aw,nv), a horizon J, sets Zeariy; Ziate € {1,...,J} of size at least 16
with max Zearly < minZjate, and a nonempty open set of initializations in R3PM guch that every trajectory
of (3) with Ay = 0 started in this set satisfies all four conclusions below.

(i) Training fit and CE plateau. For every 0 < ¢ < J, training accuracy is one and
logp —0.0201 < Ly < logp.

Consequently, v([0, J]) < 0.0045.

(ii) Early held-out failure. For every ¢ € Zea,iy, the held-out accuracies of the network and of the refit
are zero.

(iii) Late network recovery and Fourier gain. For every ¢t € Zj,¢e, the actual trained network’s held-out
accuracy is one and
Ap(H:) — Ag(H,) > 0.0998.

(iv) Late refit margin. If moreover p > 1764, then for every t € T, the refit has margin greater than
11/50 against every rival class at every held-out pair whose difference is a nonsquare, so its held-out
accuracy is at least (p —1)/(p + 1).

Interpretation. Recovery and a net gain of more than 9.98 percentage points in Ay thus occur within one
plateau that is checked at every update. The theorem asserts neither monotone growth of Ay nor persistence
after J, and it does not order the recoveries of the refit and the network; clause (iv) says nothing about the
refit on the diagonal pairs.

Proof outline. The proof is in Appendix E and is assembled in Appendix E.4. In the reference run, every
training contrast m; () = fi () () — fi,c(x) stays in (0,0.0201), so the identity

CE(fi(z),y*(z)) =log| 1+ > e mee® (11)
c#y* ()

gives perfect training classification with CE near logp. Quantitative bounds on the three groups of units
control the switch of the held-out predictions and the net gain in Ay, and the refit is analyzed separately,
from the full ridge problem with the prescribed penalty. Strict signs of the training gates, a locally constant
rank of the supported gradient and a nonzero head gradient give continuity near the reference trajectory.
Over the finite horizon, the strict bounds therefore carry over to the actual run for a small enough positive
head step and an open set of initializations.

4.2 Random splitting and refit-first recovery

The second construction removes both restrictions of the first, the engineered split and the loss near log p.
Each pair enters the training set independently with probability 4/5, a value set by our proof estimates rather
than a known threshold, and the training CE stays near a prescribed positive level L, set by acont below,
which can be made arbitrarily small and is not the minimum of the CE. The refit becomes accurate early,
and the network recovers late.



Idea of the construction. The initialization pairs a fixed rectangular dictionary of hidden units, which
already spans every function on the grid, with a head calibrated on the training data. Along a reference
feature trajectory with fixed decay and a rule-directed update, the rates balance decay against the growth of
the useful component, which keeps the leading training confidence, and with it the CE, stable. On held-out
inputs, however, the competing logit contributions change their balance, and the network’s held-out accuracy
becomes high only at a prescribed time J. Ridge fitting on the training rows selects an accurate predictor
from the first update on. Since the initial features already span every function on the grid, the refit improves
because it selects a better predictor, not because the features gain new span.

Theorem 4.2 (Random split).
Parameters. Fix an integer J > 30, constants a, 8, acont > 0, 8 € [1/2,1), k € (0,1/8], and tolerances
€lag, €tests €obs € (07 1) Set p= 4/5 and L, = log(l + p2e_aconf>‘

Sampling and initialization. There is a threshold py such that the following holds for every odd prime
p > po. Use width M = p?(p — 1)? and the prescribed rates and decay (7w, Aw, v ), chosen before sampling.
Place each pair in S independently with probability p.

With probability at least 1 —2/,/p over the split, the split is proper and there is a nonempty open ball in
R3PM around a prescribed initialization built from the training data such that every trajectory of (3) with
Ay = 0 started in this ball satisfies all four conclusions below.

(i) Training fit and CE plateau. For every 0 < ¢t < J, training accuracy is one and

20 22
ZL.<L,< 2L,
91 S S g

Consequently, v([0, J]) < 0.1.

(ii) Delayed network recovery. The network’s held-out accuracy is 0 at ¢ = 0, below €5, for 0 < ¢ < J,
and above 1 — €t at t = J.

(iii) Refit accuracy and error. The refit’s held-out accuracy is 0 at ¢t = 0 and at least 1 — €,ps for
1 <t < J. Its normalized error satisfies

401

1
Ere *Ere t Z e t - 1, .
(0)~ Burlt) > o> 1 e {— 1)
(iv) Stepwise Fourier improvement. For every 0 <t < J,
Ap(Hypr) = Ap(H) > ——
A M 7 oaJBp+ 1)

Parameter choices. Here « scales the initial dictionary, § its offsets and 6 the head step. For each
sufficiently large prime, the width and the rates (119) are chosen before sampling, and the initial ball depends
on the realized training data. The probability is over the split only and says nothing about entry from iid
weights. Increasing acons makes L, arbitrarily small but may change the uncalibrated threshold pg, and
changing J changes the initialization and the rates rather than extending one fixed run.

Interpretation. Both predictors start with zero held-out accuracy. If eg + €obs < 1, clauses (ii) and (iii)
give
Acep(t) < €lag < 1 — €obs < Accrer,p(t), 1<t < J, (12)

where Accyer,p is the refit’s held-out accuracy: the refit is accurate from the first update, and the network
recovers only at J, within the same CE plateau. The error gain in (iii) compares the times J — 1 and J with
the initial error of the same trajectory; it is neither a per-step decrease of the error nor a 25-percentage-point
accuracy gain. Clause (iv) gives a Fourier gain at every update, although Ay remains O(1/p) in this
construction.
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Figure 2: One hidden layer across primes (width 512, 10 runs per prime; Aw = 0.01,0.015,0.02,0.02,0.02 at
p = 23,31,47,61, 101, chosen on development seeds, for p = 101 at p = 97). Rows: cycle-mean training CE divided by
log p; median training accuracy (dashed), held-out accuracy of the network (runs and median) and of the train-only
refit (median); Ag. Gray: from the median start to the median end of the runs’ post-hoc windows (Appendix A.3).
The primary endpoint of Section 5.2 is met by 9, 4, 0, 0 and 0 runs; at p > 47 some training pairs stay misclassified
inside the window. Runs stopped early by the stopping rule keep their last value. Dotted (p = 31): medians with a
hidden bias (Appendix C.6).

Proof outline. Appendix F constructs the reference feature trajectory. Its rates keep the leading training
confidence stable, signed-margin estimates on held-out inputs place the network’s recovery at the prescribed
time J, and an analysis of the complete feature kernel with the prescribed ridge penalty gives accurate refit
predictions from time 1. Uniform error bounds transfer these estimates to the actual updates for every
initialization in the prescribed ball (Appendix F.4). Both layers train, but the small head step makes the
recovery mainly feature-driven.

5 Experiments

In this section, we discuss our experimental verification of whether qualitative counterparts of the coexistence
proved in Section 4 appear outside the assumptions of its theorems. The theorems start from constructed
initializations, at widths that grow with p; the experiments start from iid initialization at practical widths, in
1HL networks (Section 5.1), in deeper ReLU networks (Section 5.2) and in transformers with one and two
blocks (Section 5.3). Appendix B.6 also runs the split and the updates of Theorem 4.1 from iid initialization
at width 512. Appendices A—C give the window definitions, protocols and further results, including stricter
evaluations that require the first training fit to persist (Appendices B.2 and C.2); Appendix D details the
transformer.

The runs of Figures 1-3 use head decay Ay = 0.2; the deeper networks across training fractions use
Ay = 0.2-31/p, and the transformers a value set per prime. The theory allows head decay only under the
construction-specific sufficient conditions of Remark G.4, which in both constructions keep the cumulative
decay Jny Ay below one; the cumulative decay on the window of Figure 1, 7500 - 0.03 - 0.2 = 45, lies outside
them.

Windows fixed in advance and post-hoc windows. Since a statement about a window is only as
reliable as the rule that chooses it, the primary counts use a window, or a band-selection rule, fixed before
evaluation: the locked interval of Figure 1 for one hidden layer, and for deeper networks a band that a
loss-only rule selects in each run (Section 5.2). Figures 2 and 3 instead shade looser post-hoc non-falling
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Figure 3: Two to five hidden layers at p = 31: every run (thin) and the median (thick). Width 256. Depth
2 uses a fixed rate set on development runs; depths 3-5 tune the last-layer rate on a preliminary run (Appendix C.1);
every depth shows the same 40 evaluation seeds. The primary endpoint is met by 34, 40, 39 and 38 runs; the six
depth-2 misses fail the share threshold, and one of them also ends with held-out accuracy below 0.99. Rows as in
Figure 2, with the last-hidden-layer Ag (solid) and the median first-hidden-layer Ap (dash-dot). Gray: from the
median start to the median end of the runs’ post-hoc windows (Appendix A.3), which contain the rise in loss after the
knee. One hidden layer at p = 31 is the second column of Figure 2. Dotted (depths 2, 4): medians with hidden biases.

windows. Such a window lies after the head norm has nearly reached the ceiling 1/\y set by its decay, and it
is the stretch over which the cycle-mean loss rises the most while never falling more than a factor 1.03 below
its running maximum (Appendix A.3). These windows make no flatness claim, enter only the secondary
analysis (Appendix C.5) and do not determine the primary counts. Figure 4 shades the same windows, which
there also enter a criterion fixed before its runs (Appendix C.4); the transformer has no locked window and is
scored on a post-hoc window of its own (Appendix D.2). Every plotted cohort shows all its runs, except in
the two appendix figures on the transformer’s mirror pairs and readouts, which show medians.

5.1 One-hidden-layer ReLU networks

Protocol. Figure 1 shows 20 runs at p = 31 and width M = 512, each with a fresh initialization and a fresh
uniform random 80% split (768 training and 193 held-out pairs). The weights are iid Gaussian, Wy; = cZ;;/\/p

and Vi, = ij /(cv/M), with ¢ = 24 and independent standard Gaussian arrays Z, Z. Training applies the
updates (3), full batch in float64, for 40,000 updates with fixed ny = ny = 0.03, Ay = 0.015 and \y = 0.2.
A second development search held ¢, both rates and the head decay fixed and swept the prime, the training
fraction and the feature decay. A predeclared rule that uses held-out accuracy selected this configuration
and the window I = [4500, 12000], and both were locked before the 20 initializations and splits were drawn
(Appendix B), so the evaluated runs played no part in choosing them.

Results. All 20 runs classify every training pair correctly at every update of I. The training loss first dips
to about 0.8 and rises to about 1.5; on I, it stays within the declared 10% plateau tolerance, with minimum
1.456-1.498 and v(I) = 6.33-7.81%. Over I, Ay rises from 0.018-0.020 to 0.115-0.116, and held-out accuracy
climbs from zero to 91.7-98.4%. The features support an accurate train-only readout before the network’s
own head is accurate: the refit first records 90% at update 6,500 in every run, whereas the network first
crosses 90% at updates 9,631-11,665. The window is not anchored at the first fit of the training set. In every
run, a few training pairs are misclassified again for a while after the first fit, long before the window, so the
stricter endpoint that requires the fit to persist from its first attainment fails (Appendix B.2). Pre-registered
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Figure 4: Depth 3 at p = 47 across training fractions: every run (thin) and the median (thick). Width
256, 10 fresh runs per fraction, last-layer multiplier » = 0.45, 0.30, 0.18 and 0.08 chosen per fraction on development
runs, head decay Ay = 0.2-31/p (Appendix C.4). Rows and gray bands as in Figure 3. The criterion of Appendix C.4,
fixed before the runs, is met by 10, 10, 10 and 8 runs; the two misses end at held-out accuracy 0.959 and 0.971 when
they reach the update budget. No training pair is misclassified at any log inside any window. Each column ends no
later than its shortest run.

tests of recovery without a decrease of the CE, at p = 23, are in Appendix B.3.

Other primes. Figure 2 shows separate 1HL cohorts of 10 runs at p = 23, 31, 47, 61 and 101. The feature
decay was chosen on one or two development seeds per prime (for p = 101, at p = 97), so these cohorts are
not a pre-specified evaluation. The primary endpoint of Section 5.2 is met by 9, 4, 0, 0 and 0 runs; at p > 47,
some training pairs stay misclassified inside the window.

5.2 Extension to deeper ReLU networks

Protocol. We train networks with D = 2 to 5 hidden layers of width 256 at p = 31, from iid Gaussian
initialization (Appendix C), with supported-Polar hidden updates and fixed decays 0.2 for the head, 0.015
for the first hidden layer and 0.07 for the later layers. For D = 3,4, 5, only the last-layer rate is tuned, by
a pre-specified rule applied to a preliminary run, after which training restarts from the same initialization
and split with that rate fixed (Appendix C.1). Depth 2 uses a fixed rate chosen on development runs. The
evaluation seeds are disjoint from development and shared across depths, depth 2 included, so the cohorts are
dependent.

The primary endpoint. Deeper networks have no locked window. Instead, a rule that uses no held-out
outcome selects a band I~ around the CE peak: after the knee, the first checkpoint at which the head norm
reaches 99% of its ceiling 1/\y, it takes the largest cycle-mean loss and the maximal interval around it on
which the cycle-mean loss stays at least that peak divided by 1.03 (Appendix A.3). The pre-specified primary
endpoint is a joint criterion with four parts: Io contains at least 75% of the rise of held-out accuracy from
10% to 90%; the final held-out accuracy is at least 0.99; the Fourier fraction of the last hidden layer gains at
least 0.02 across I¢; and every training margin is positive at every 20-update log in Io. A depth succeeds if
the lower end of the two-sided 95% Wilson interval for its pass rate is at least 0.80, that is, if at least 37 of
its 40 runs pass.
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Figure 5: Transformers with one and two blocks: every run (thin) and the median (thick). One block
at p = 89 (training fraction 0.25, \v = 0.33) and at p = 113 (0.2, Ay = 0.275), with the output gain decaying
as gr ~ 14 e /5999 and two blocks at p = 113 (0.2, Ay = 0.275, g: ~ 1 + e~ */19090): 10 runs per column (seeds
1 = 11-20). Rows as in Figure 2, with the training CE averaged over 201 updates (each column on its own scale) and
Ap of the normalized head input 7. The accuracy row adds the two medians used by the pass rule of Section 5.3:
held-out accuracy on the no-mirror pairs (dashed) and the Fourier-filtered refit, which replaces the refit of Figure 2.
The refit, not drawn, trails the network at its 50% crossing in all 30 runs, by a median of 0.7k, 1.2k and 0.5k updates
in the three columns. Gray: from the median start to the median end of the post-hoc windows on all held-out pairs
(Appendix D.2). Each column ends at its shortest run. One block passes in 10 of 10 runs at both primes; its runs stop
at 8.2k—10.2k updates (p = 89) and 9.3k—14k (p = 113). Two blocks pass in none. Through the held-out rise they
behave like one block: the CE rises and every training pair is correct at every 20-update log. The first training errors
are logged at 17.8k—22.0k updates, 1.4k to 5.7k updates after held-out accuracy first reaches 0.99; held-out accuracy
then falls back and jitters, and 6 of the 10 runs end below 0.99 (Appendix D.3, Figure 15).

Results at p = 31. The primary endpoint is met by 40/40, 39/40 and 38/40 runs at D = 3,4, 5, so these
depths succeed, and by 34/40 at depth 2, whose Wilson lower end, 0.71, is below 0.80 (Figure 3). The selected
bands of these cohorts have cycle-mean loss variation at most 3% (Appendix A.3). All 120 runs at depths
3-5 finish with perfect held-out accuracy, and 118 have raw-loss variation at most 10% across the first logged
10%-t0-90% transition.

The recipe does not transfer unchanged: with the same recipe, changing the prime to 23, the width to 512
or the feature update to a normalized gradient gives no joint successes. The normalized-gradient runs still
generalize, but their loss keeps falling during the recovery (Appendix C.2). Appendix C.3 reports further fixed
settings, selected on development runs, with depths 3—4 at p = 23,47,61,97,101 and depth 2 at p = 23,47,
and separates primary from secondary post-hoc outcomes.

Other primes and training fractions. A re-tuned recipe carries the post-hoc behavior to other primes
and smaller training sets. With the last-layer multiplier r set per training fraction on development runs
and the head decay scaled with the prime, Ay = 0.2 - 31/p, depths 3 and 4 at p = 47 and 61, with training
fractions 0.5 to 0.8, meet a criterion on the post-hoc non-falling window, fixed before the runs, in 155 of 160
fresh runs (Appendix C.4). A run passes if the window holds at least 75% of both the network’s and the
refit’s 10%-t0-90% held-out rises, the refit gains at least 0.2 and the last-layer Ay at least 0.02 inside it, and
held-out accuracy gains at least 0.2 from the start of the window to the end of the run and ends at 0.99 or
above; the training fit is not required. For depth 3 at p = 47 (Figure 4), no training pair is misclassified at
any log inside any window. The windows contain the CE’s climb after the knee, which at fraction 0.5 starts
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from near zero. From the refit’s 20% crossing to the network’s 90% crossing, an interval that at fraction 0.8
contains the network’s whole 10%-t0-90% held-out rise, the CE changes by —2.9% to +9.5% at that fraction
(setting medians); over the same interval, it rises at the smaller fractions. The primary endpoint holds in
only 9 of the 160 runs, so these runs extend the post-hoc picture rather than the primary endpoint; p = 23
was not rerun in this way.

5.3 Transformers

To test the behavior beyond fully connected networks, we train a one-block transformer at p = 113 in the
layout of Nanda et al. [2], with no LayerNorm and, here, no biases (Appendix D.1), on a random 20% of
the grid (2,553 pairs); it reads (a,b,=) and predicts at the last token. The logits are f = g V'#, where
7 = r/rms(r) is the final residual vector r at that token divided by its root mean square [33], the unembedding
V € RP*128 i5 the head and g is a trained scalar gain. The other weight matrices take the supported-Polar
step of (3) with gy = 0.1 and Ay = 0.01, and V takes the normalized step with ny = 0.03 and Ay = 0.275,
full batch in float64.

The output gain. Without the gain, the logit scale is set by V alone, whose norm settles within a few
hundred updates, and in all 10 runs the training CE falls by 7-10% during the held-out rise. The gain starts
at go = 2 and takes a sign step with decay, g < g — 1, sign(9L/9g) — nyAyg, with gy, =2-10"* and A\, = 1.
Once the training set is fitted, 0L/0g < 0, so g relaxes toward 1 with time constant 1/(nyA4) = 5,000 updates;
the logit scale then shrinks slowly, and the training CE can rise while every training pair stays correct.

Pass rule and results. A held-out pair whose mirror (b,a) is a training pair can be answered from
that pair, so we also score the no-mirror pairs, whose mirrors are held out too. Each run is scored on
a post-hoc window that starts at or after the first full fit, on which the averaged training CE never falls
more than 3% below its running maximum, with the start chosen to hold the largest share of the held-out
rise (Appendix D.2). A run passes if, on both sets of held-out pairs, the window holds at least 75% of the
10%-t0-90% held-out rise and, inside it, a train-only Fourier-filtered refit (below) gains at least 0.2, Ay of
7 at least 0.02, and no training pair is misclassified at any 20-update log, and if the final accuracy on all
held-out pairs is at least 0.99. All 10 runs pass (Figure 5, middle). After its minimum of about 0.1log p, the
averaged training CE rises by a median 33% (18-55%) across the no-mirror held-out rise; inside the window,
Ap of # gains 0.78-0.83, and the final held-out accuracy is at least 0.999. With the gain held fixed at 1.5, 2
or 3, the CE falls during the rise and no run passes (0/9), so the decay of the gain is what lifts the CE.

Readouts. Fitted to 7, the train-only ridge refit (7), which leads the network in Section 5.1, trails the
transformer in every run, by a median of 1.2k updates at 50% accuracy on all held-out pairs: it weights all 56
frequencies of the label equally, while 7 carries only 7 to 13 of them at the network’s 50% crossing. Restricted
to the 8 frequencies with the most training energy, a choice that uses training data only, the same readout
leads the network in all 10 runs, by a median of 0.7k updates on all held-out pairs; the network’s own logits,
restricted to the same 8 frequencies, lead it by about as much, so the restriction removes memorized terms
rather than adding signal (Appendix D.5).

Other primes and two blocks. With the head decay and the training fraction set per prime, the fraction
so that the held-out rise starts after the CE minimum, the recipe passes in 10/10 runs at p = 89 (Figure 5,
left), 7/10 at p = 149 (10/10 if up to 10 training pairs may be misclassified) and 5/10 at p = 61 (10/10 on
the no-mirror pairs, and 9/10 with a split that keeps every training pair with its mirror). With two blocks at
the main runs’ fraction (Figure 5, right), the CE still rises during the held-out rise and no training pair is
misclassified at any 20-update log, but the first training errors are logged 1.4k to 5.7k updates after held-out
accuracy first reaches 0.99, and held-out accuracy then falls back. No run at the four planned two-block
settings passes (0/10 at that fraction, Figure 15, and 0/15 at the other three); lowering the feature rate after
the held-out rise kept the fit in three exploratory runs (Table 6). These are development runs: the gain
and the rates were chosen on pilot runs, and the pass thresholds were fixed before the runs with the gain
(Appendix D).
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6 Discussion

Relatively flat training cross-entropy can coexist with evolving features and delayed generalization. Our
theorems establish this for 1HL networks from constructed initial regions, and the experiments show related
behavior from iid initialization and in deeper networks and a one-block transformer, outside these guarantees.
The loss itself explains why this is possible: once every training pair is correct, the CE measures confidence
rather than correctness. A flat training loss is therefore not by itself evidence that learning has stopped, and
diagnostics of the representation, such as the Fourier fraction or a train-only refit, can reveal progress that
the loss does not show.

The two diagnostics answer different questions. The Fourier fraction summarizes the structure of the
representation, while signed margins underlie our accuracy guarantees. Since the fraction ignores decoder signs
and class coverage, we pair it with the train-only refit, which tests predictive usefulness directly. Refit-first
recovery shows earlier decodability under the specified ridge rule; it does not show that the actual head
follows the refit, and it does not separate the direction of the features from their scale. In the transformer
runs of Appendix D.5, the same ridge rule trails the network in every run, while its restriction to the 8 Fourier
frequencies with the most training energy leads at the 50% crossing in nearly all of them. The rule weights
all frequencies equally, which suits the 1HL features, where every frequency carries held-out signal, but not
the transformer’s, where about 8 do.

The theory has clear limits. Theorem 4.1 gives its initialization basin, positive head step and small decay
allowance only qualitatively, and its width extension uses inactive padding. Neither theorem shows how
training from iid initialization reaches the constructed regions. Quantifying these possibly small neighborhoods
and rates, calibrating the prime threshold of Theorem 4.2 and allowing training-active memory copies are
natural next steps that require further trajectory estimates.

The deeper-network experiments show qualitative counterparts of our 1HL results, but their configurations
rely on hyperparameter search and tuning (Appendix C.1); at p = 47 and 61, a last-layer rate set per training
fraction, with head decay scaled with the prime, suffices for the post-hoc criterion of Appendix C.4 but
not for the primary endpoint. Understanding how these choices support relatively flat training loss, feature
evolution and delayed generalization is a step toward guarantees for deeper networks from iid initialization at
practical widths and learning rates.

In the one-block transformer, the behavior depends on a slowly decaying output gain, without which the
training CE falls during the held-out rise. A second block, at the main runs’ training fraction, keeps the
rising CE during the held-out rise but loses the training fit later, except in a few exploratory runs in which
the feature rate is lowered after the rise (Appendix D.3). We have no theory for these cases.

AT use statement

We used large language model assistants to support the development of the initial ideas of the work, in
formulating mathematical claims and hypotheses, and aspects of proof development and writing. These tools
also assisted with experimental design, implementation, and interpretation of results. Additionally, we used
generative Al tools to check literature and references, and to draft and edit parts of the paper. We have
reviewed all Al-assisted work. We take responsibility for the final content of this work, including text, claims
or artifacts produced with the aid of generative Al

References

[1] Alethea Power, Yuri Burda, Harri Edwards, Igor Babuschkin, and Vedant Misra. Grokking:
Generalization beyond overfitting on small algorithmic datasets. 2022. arXiv:2201.02177.

[2] Neel Nanda, Lawrence Chan, Tom Lieberum, Jess Smith, and Jacob Steinhardt. Progress measures for
grokking via mechanistic interpretability. ICLR, 2023. arXiv:2301.05217.

[3] Andrey Gromov. Grokking modular arithmetic. 2023. arXiv:2301.02679.

14


https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.02177
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.05217
https://arxiv.org/abs/2301.02679

[4] Boaz Barak, Benjamin L. Edelman, Surbhi Goel, Sham Kakade, Eran Malach, and Cyril Zhang. Hidden
progress in deep learning: SGD learns parities near the computational limit. NeurIPS, 2022.
arXiv:2207.08799.

[5] Ziming Liu, Eric J. Michaud, and Max Tegmark. Omnigrok: Grokking Beyond Algorithmic Data. ICLR,
2023. arXiv:2210.01117.

[6] Tanishq Kumar, Blake Bordelon, Samuel J. Gershman, and Cengiz Pehlevan. Grokking as the
Transition from Lazy to Rich Training Dynamics. ICLR, 2024. arXiv:2310.06110.

[7] Kaifeng Lyu, Jikai Jin, Zhiyuan Li, Simon S. Du, Jason D. Lee, and Wei Hu. Dichotomy of Early and
Late Phase Implicit Biases Can Provably Induce Grokking. ICLR, 2024. arXiv:2311.18817.

[8] Depen Morwani, Benjamin L. Edelman, Costin-Andrei Oncescu, Rosie Zhao, and Sham Kakade. Feature
emergence via margin maximization: case studies in algebraic tasks. ICLR, 2024. arXiv:2311.07568.

[9] Jeremy Bernstein and Laker Newhouse. Modular Duality in Deep Learning. 2024. arXiv:2410.21265.

[10] Ziming Liu, Ouail Kitouni, Niklas Nolte, Eric J. Michaud, Max Tegmark, and Mike Williams. Towards
understanding grokking: An effective theory of representation learning. NeurIPS, 2022.
arXiv:2205.10343.

[11] Vikrant Varma, Rohin Shah, Zachary Kenton, Jdnos Kramar, and Ramana Kumar. Explaining grokking
through circuit efficiency. 2023. arXiv:2309.02390.

[12] Lucas Prieto, Melih Barsbey, Pedro A. M. Mediano, and Tolga Birdal. Grokking at the edge of
numerical stability. ICLR, 2025. arXiv:2501.04697.

[13] Bilal Chughtai, Lawrence Chan, and Neel Nanda. A toy model of universality: Reverse engineering how
networks learn group operations. ICML, 2023. arXiv:2302.03025.

[14] Zigian Zhong, Ziming Liu, Max Tegmark, and Jacob Andreas. The clock and the pizza: Two stories in
mechanistic explanation of neural networks. NeurIPS, 2023. arXiv:2306.17844.

[15] Mohamad Amin Mohamadi, Zhiyuan Li, Lei Wu, and Danica J. Sutherland. Why do you grok? A
theoretical analysis of grokking modular addition. ICML, 2024. arXiv:2407.12332.

[16] Yuandong Tian. Provable scaling laws of feature emergence from learning dynamics of grokking. ICLR,
2026. arXiv:2509.21519.

[17] Jianliang He, Leda Wang, Siyu Chen, and Zhuoran Yang. On the mechanism and dynamics of modular
addition: Fourier features, lottery ticket, and grokking. 2026. arXiv:2602.16849.

[18] Daniel Kunin, Giovanni Luca Marchetti, Feng Chen, Dhruva Karkada, James B. Simon, Michael R.
DeWeese, Surya Ganguli, and Nina Miolane. Alternating gradient flows: A theory of feature learning in
two-layer neural networks. NeurIPS, 2025. arXiv:2506.06489.

[19] Emmanuel Abbe, Enric Boix-Adsera, and Theodor Misiakiewicz. SGD learning on neural networks:
Leap complexity and saddle-to-saddle dynamics. COLT, 2023. arXiv:2302.11055.

[20] Pulkit Gopalani and Wei Hu. What happens during the loss plateau? Understanding abrupt learning in
transformers. NeurIPS, 2025. arXiv:2506.13688.

[21] Akash Kumar. Awakening of the Buddha: Subspace Learning During Population-Loss Plateaus. 2026.
arXiv:2609.39408.

[22] Lenz Pracher, Pascal de Jong, Oskar Lieshaus, Alan Jeffares, and Steffen Rulands. A spectral theory of
grokking: Weight decay induces feature learning. 2026. arXiv:2609.26679.

[23] Taeyoung Kim. Grokking on the weight-decay clock: A rate hierarchy from softly broken symmetries.
2026. arXiv:2607.23967.

15


https://arxiv.org/abs/2207.08799
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.01117
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.06110
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.18817
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.07568
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.21265
https://arxiv.org/abs/2205.10343
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.02390
https://arxiv.org/abs/2501.04697
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.03025
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.17844
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.12332
https://arxiv.org/abs/2509.21519
https://arxiv.org/abs/2602.16849
https://arxiv.org/abs/2506.06489
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.11055
https://arxiv.org/abs/2506.13688
https://arxiv.org/abs/2609.39408
https://arxiv.org/abs/2609.26679
https://arxiv.org/abs/2607.23967

[24] Neil Mallinar, Daniel Beaglehole, Libin Zhu, Adityanarayanan Radhakrishnan, Parthe Pandit, and
Mikhail Belkin. Emergence in non-neural models: Grokking modular arithmetic via average gradient
outer product. ICML, 2025. arXiv:2407.20199.

[25] Chi-Ning Chou, Oscar Uzdelewicz, Neng-Chun Chiu, Yao-Yuan Yang, and SueYeon Chung. Two speeds
of learning: A representation-readout decomposition of grokking and double descent. 2026.
arXiv:2605.27078.

[26] David E. Carlson, Edo Collins, Ya-Ping Hsieh, Lawrence Carin, and Volkan Cevher. Preconditioned
spectral descent for deep learning. NeurIPS, 2015.

[27] Keller Jordan, Yuchen Jin, Vlado Boza, Jiacheng You, Franz Cesista, Laker Newhouse, and Jeremy
Bernstein. Muon: An optimizer for hidden layers in neural networks. Blog post, 2024.
https://kellerjordan.github.io/posts/muon/.

[28] Jeremy Bernstein and Laker Newhouse. Old optimizer, new norm: An anthology. NeurIPS Workshop on
Optimization for Machine Learning, 2024. arXiv:2409.20325.

[29] Amund Tveit, Bjgrn Remseth, and Arve Skogvold. Muon optimizer accelerates grokking. 2025.
arXiv:2504.16041.

[30] Ali Saheb Pasand and Elvis Dohmatob. Egalitarian gradient descent: A simple approach to accelerated
grokking. ICLR, 2026. arXiv:2510.04930.

[31] Akash Kumar. Can Representation Learning Decouple from Loss Minimization? Polar Updates Have an
Answer. 2026. arXiv:2609.36240.

[32] Kenneth Ireland and Michael Rosen. A Classical Introduction to Modern Number Theory. Second
edition. Graduate Texts in Mathematics 84. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1990.

[33] Biao Zhang and Rico Sennrich. Root mean square layer normalization. NeurIPS, 2019. arXiv:1910.07467.

[34] Xi Wang and Laurence Aitchison. How to set AdamW’s weight decay as you scale model and dataset
size. ICML, 2025. arXiv:2405.13698.

16


https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.20199
https://arxiv.org/abs/2605.27078
https://kellerjordan.github.io/posts/muon/
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.20325
https://arxiv.org/abs/2504.16041
https://arxiv.org/abs/2510.04930
https://arxiv.org/abs/2609.36240
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.07467
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.13698

Appendices

A Representation diagnostics, windows and endpoints
A.1 Fourier features, projection, and energy . . . . . . . . . . . ...
A.2 Actual prediction, train-only refitting, and signed rule margins . . . . .. ... ... .. ...
A.3 Windows and endpoints of the experiments . . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ..

B One-hidden-layer experiments
B.1 Protocol and selection . . . . . . . . ... e
B.2 The headline cohort . . . . . . . . . . e e e
B.3 Pre-registered tests of recovery without CE decrease . . . . . .. .. ... ... ... .....
B.4 Results across primes . . . . . . . . .. L e e
B.5 Replays and other one-hidden-layer studies . . . . . . . .. .. ... .. ...
B.6 Theorem-inspired split and update settings from iid initialization . . . . . . .. ... ... ..

C Deeper-network experiments
C.1 Network settings and learning-rate selection . . . . . . . . .. ... ... L.
C.2 Depths three to five . . . . . . . . e
C.3 Results across primes . . . . . . . . . . . .. e
C.4 Depths three and four across training fractions . . . . . . . . ... ... .o L.
C.5 Post-hoc window counts . . . . . . . . . Lo
C.6 Biases in the hidden layers . . . . . . . . . . . ..

D A one-block transformer
D.1 Model, updates and readouts . . . . . . . .. .
D.2 Window and pass criterion . . . . . . . ... oL L
D.3 The gain and therecipeat p=113 . . . . . . . .. ... . L
D.4 Other primes and mirror pairs . . . . . . . . . . ... Lol e
D.5 Readouts . . . . . . . . e

N Cross-appendix notation

E Structured half-grid theorem: construction and estimates
E.1 Statement and conventions . . . . . . .. . Lo
E.2 Claim I: construction and uniformly controlled reference dynamics . . . . .. ... ... ...
E.3 Claim II: useful-representation consequences on the same trajectory . . ... ... ... ...
E.4 Assembly: positive head step and an initial ball at every width . . . . . ... ... ... ...

F A random-split low-CE theorem with refit-first recovery
F.1 Statement and construction . . . . . . . . . . ..
F.2 Claim I: actual dynamics, plateau and delayed network recovery . . . . ... .. .. ... ..
F.3 Claim II: refit-first recovery and Fourier growth . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ....
F.4 Assembly: the prescribed ball and one common threshold . . . ... ... ... ... .....

G Small decoupled readout decay
G.1 The structured half-grid construction . . . . . . . . . . .. .. Lo
G.2 The random-split construction . . . . . . . . . . . ..

17



A Representation diagnostics, windows and endpoints

A.1 Fourier features, projection, and energy

The addition-Fourier features. For the Euclidean inner product on full-grid functions, the orthonormal
complex modes and the transform of hidden column m are

1 2mi b
o) = - Xp(m(mw), s
p

9 b (13)
Z Hqp) meXp< m(erS )> .
a,bel,
The addition modes are ¢, = 1y for k # 0. Each centered class indicator has the expansion

p 1
2rik(a +b—c¢
oL 18 () <14>

Thus these targets span Faqq of (5). For real features, let Q,qq € RP" (=1 have columns

V2 COS(Zwk(a + b)> 7 V2 Sin<27rk(a + b)>

p p p

(15)

for 1 <k < (p — 1)/2. Fourier orthogonality gives Q. 1qQuqq = I, dim Fagq = p — 1, Padd = QuqqQaqq and
P,4aCgria = Paqqa. Summing the nonzero addition modes gives the equivalent projector formula

(PaddH (a,b),: Z H(u a+b—u),: — Z H (u,v) (16)
uE]F u,v€EF,

Absolute energies and their fraction. We normalize energies per input pair, summing over all physical
hidden columns. Parseval’s identity gives

P, H
Eapaq(H) = IPata H - C;: e _ 1 ZZZ|H (k, k)|

m k#0
Cl‘ldH 75
Eo(H) = M: SY Y it (a7)
™ (r,)7(0,0)
2
[(Cgria — Paaa)H |

Eothcr(H) = Ectr(H) - Eadd (H) p2

2
. The uncentered energy is p~2 | H|% =
2

The zero-frequency energy is Epc(H) = Hp‘Q Za’b H(a,b),:‘
Ect; + Epc. These per-input units match the empirical observers; unnormalized Frobenius energies in the
proof appendices differ by the common factor p?>. The fraction and window change are those of (6), with
to = min [, t; = max I and FE.; > 0. These identities distinguish absolute addition-energy growth from a
fraction gain caused by decreasing other energy. The same calculation gives the difference-Fourier control
by projecting onto {g(a —b) : >_, g(y) = 0}, replacing (k, k) with (k, —k) and retaining the centered-energy
denominator. It applies separately at every hidden layer.

For the orthogonal projector Py onto col(Cgyriq H), hidden-span availability is Ay = ||PHQadd||; /(p—1).
It measures how much of the rule space the centered hidden span contains, without weighting feature
amplitudes; it can already be one while Ay and readout performance change. It is an oracle full-grid
diagnostic, not the train-only refit below. For an isotropic hidden-feature direction in the (p? — 1)-dimensional
centered grid space, the expected A is (p —1)/(p?> — 1) = 1/(p + 1). This is a geometric reference, not the
expectation under our nonlinear network initialization. Full-grid projections use the known arithmetic task
only for observation; held-out targets do not enter training-gradient or refit objectives.
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A.2 Actual prediction, train-only refitting, and signed rule margins

Section 3.5 defines the diagnostic train-only head. Its full score table is ?j =H jE j. The complete Gram
form of its held-out scores is

Y;p=H;pH] s(H;sH]s+71) 'Ts. (18)

These are the scores of the unique ridge solution of (7); all hidden columns enter the fit. In the canonical
experiments, o = 1072 is the penalty in mean-loss units. Equivalently, for the last hidden layer,

~

.1 (D 2 2
BtargmBm{nHHt’S)BTSHFJroz|B||F . (19)

The empirical MSE is

~ 2 1
MSE, ot (t) = |D| ! HHt7DBt _ TDHF - pTEref(t). (20)

For depth D, H; in this equation means H iD).

The saved empirical diagnostics use MSE, s with the empirical head; the theory uses Fyer with its separately
prescribed head. The normalization is the squared norm of a centered one-hot target. The theoretical penalties
in (8) scale with training-feature energy, unlike the fixed empirical «. Legacy deep-development refits instead
subtract the training-row feature mean and fit training-mean-centered one-hot targets. With H . the centered
training-feature matrix, their ridge penalty in sum-loss units is 10~3 tr(H | H.)/Mp + 10~'2. Held-out
features are centered by the same training mean before applying the fitted coefficients, without adding a
label-mean intercept. These refits remain separately labeled. The representation-first flags of Appendix A.3
use this legacy refit; the depth-two runs of Figure 3 log the same refit as depths three to five. A better
training refit objective alone does not imply better held-out accuracy, and fixed-« refits are not invariant to
feature scale.

Signed rule versus residual logits. The actual logit table and its class-centered rule/residual split are

F.=H"”V/] R, =P.uF.C,,

(21)
Nt == Fth — Rt.
For y = y*(x), define the signed rule and adverse residual contrasts
’)/t(x) = in(Rt,a:y - Rt,wc)y
cFy (22)
Bi(z) = I?ff(Nt*“ — Ny zy)-

Their names are local to this diagnostic; they are unrelated to the construction parameters v, 8 in the proofs.

The residual includes input-constant, class-dependent logits; centering hidden features in Ay does not
remove their effect on classification. Then my(z) > v(x) — B¢(z); Bi(x) may be negative when the residual
helps classification. This elementary bound explains which signed information a scalar energy discards. A
gain AAg > 0 alone does not guarantee a larger margin, a successful refit, or better test accuracy. The
theorems require their separate signed-prediction arguments, not a universal alignment threshold.

Observation cadence. In the headline study, refit observations every 500 updates do not resolve crossings
or dips between observations. Network accuracy is saved every update there and every 20 updates in the
deeper-network experiments. A first 90% crossing need not be permanent.

A.3 Windows and endpoints of the experiments

Plateau variation v(I), the cycle mean L; and window gains such as AAy (I) are those of Section 3.3.
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Locked windows. In the fresh one-hidden-layer cohorts (the pre rows of Table 1 and the cohorts of
Appendix B.3), the window I = [tg, t1] is fixed on development runs and locked, with the recipe, before the
evaluated pairs are drawn. On it we report v(I) against the declared 10% tolerance, training correctness at
every update, AAg(I), and the held-out accuracy of the network and of the train-only refit.

Loss-selected band and primary endpoint. The deeper-network evaluations, and the one-hidden-layer
runs of Figure 2, select a CE peak after a head-norm knee, without using held-out outcomes to locate the
band. The knee is the first logged head-norm checkpoint with ||V¢||z > 0.99/Ay. The band Ic = [a,b] is
the maximal interval containing the largest post-knee L on which L stays at least that peak divided by 1.03.
With clip(z) = min(0.9, max(0.1, z)), the captured share of the held-out rise is

q(Ic) = [clip(Accp (b)) — clip(Acep(a))] /0.8, (23)

using the nearest logged accuracies. A run meets the primary endpoint if ¢(Ic) > 0.75, its final held-out
accuracy is at least 0.99, AA%D)(IC) > 0.02 for the last hidden layer, and every logged minimum training
margin in I is positive. Accuracies and margins are logged every 20 updates, and margins between logs are
not certified; head-norm, Fourier and refit diagnostics are logged every 500 updates (1000 for the p = 97,101
across-prime runs). Fourier and refit values at band endpoints use the nearest observation. A depth succeeds
if the lower end of the two-sided 95% Wilson interval is at least 0.80, that is, at least 37 of 40 passes. Selection
guarantees a 3% cycle-mean range if the band’s maximum is the selected post-knee peak, as in the reported
primary and selected across-prime cohorts. The band can extend before the knee, so this bound is not
universal across development runs and is not an additional pass condition. A short flat band can occur away
from recovery, which is why the share condition is needed.

Strict first-fit-anchored endpoints. These stronger endpoints anchor at the first fit Tx¢: the first update
at which every training margin exceeds 1071° (one hidden layer) or the first positive logged minimum training
margin (deeper networks). For one hidden layer the strict joint endpoint requires Tg¢ < to; the 10% plateau
and AAg > 0.02 on [tg, t1]; strict fit from Tg through the window end and the recovery; held-out accuracy
at most 20% at to and during a delay of max(1000,0.02 x horizon) updates after Tx; and a first 90% crossing
inside the window. For deeper networks it uses I and requires, besides the fit, AA%?)(IC) > 0.02, raw band
variation of at most 10%, band-start held-out accuracy of at most 20%, a first 90% crossing inside the band, no
fit relapse through the band end, and held-out accuracy of at most 20% for max (1000, [0.027"]) updates after
the fit. Its persistent-fit variant starts the delay after the last nonpositive margin. Two representation-first
flags combine these joints with a useful legacy refit (Appendix A.2) on Io: from at most 0.70 at the start of
the band, it crosses 90% by its end, gains at least 0.20, and crosses before the network, whose accuracy is
then at most 0.20.

Post-hoc non-falling window. After every run had been seen, we also scored runs with a looser, loss-only
rule. With L; and the knee as above, call an interval [a, b] after the knee non-falling if L; > Max,<s<i L,/1.03
for every ¢ € [a,b]. The window is the maximal non-falling interval with the largest rise maxq, ) L — Ly ties
go to the longer. A run passes if its held-out accuracy, or that of the train-only refit, rises by at least 0.2
between the first and the last log inside the window; the captured share, final accuracy, training fit and AAg
are not required. For the one-hidden-layer studies of Table 1, Figures 6 and 7 and the fixed-recipe sweep of
Appendix B.4, the knee is instead the first logged update, rather than a 500- or 1000-update checkpoint, with
Vil = > 0.99/Ay. Of these, the fixed-recipe, replay and quadratic studies do not log the head norm and
start instead at the CE minimum before their largest relative CE climb; on the 80 headline and per-prime
runs, which log both, this start lies within 230 updates of the knee and gives the same verdicts. The gray
bands of Figures 2, 3, 4, 7 and 10-12 run from the median start to the median end of these windows, and
Appendix C.5 gives the counts, except for Figures 4 and 10-12, whose counts are in Appendix C.4.

B Omne-hidden-layer experiments

This appendix supports Section 5.1. Fresh pairs were drawn after a recipe and its window had been locked.
Farlier runs predate this protocol; they are reanalyzed from saved states or replayed, and are reported
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descriptively. Windows and endpoints are defined in Appendix A.3, and Table 1 summarizes the headline,
per-prime, replay and quadratic studies. The experiments are evidence for coexistence, not replications of
either initial-region theorem.

B.1 Protocol and selection

The headline configuration and initialization are those of Section 5.1. The supported Polar step keeps singular
values above 10719 times the largest. CE and accuracies are saved at all 40,001 states of every pair, Ay every
100 updates, and the refit every 500. No run is excluded; plotted loss uses two-update cycle means without
additional smoothing. The refit uses the raw-feature, fixed-a = 1073 rule (7). A uniform shrinkage of the
features strengthens its penalty, unlike the training-RMS-normalized rules of the theory.

A first search of 96 runs at p = 17 found no qualifying recipe. A second tested 48 runs across p € {23, 31},
training fractions 0.5 and 0.8 and Ay € {0.01,0.015,0.02}, with four initialization/split pairs per recipe,
c =24, nw = ny = 0.03, Ay = 0.2 and 40k updates. A rule fixed before that search scanned windows on
the 500-update grid, with start at least 1000 and length at least 2000. Its strict tier required, for every
development pair of a recipe, v < 8%, minimum CE at least 0.12, AAy > 0.07, perfect window training
accuracy, held-out accuracy at most 20% at the start, and a first 90% crossing in (¢, t; — 500]. Qualifying
recipes were ordered by worst-pair Fourier gain, with fixed tie-breaks. The rule selected the headline recipe and
[4500, 12000], and both were locked before 20 fresh pairs were drawn with NumPy’s default_rng(20260930).
Auxiliary selection and evaluation criteria, not all of which were met, are recorded with the code. Selection
used held-out accuracy, so the evaluation tests this locked choice, not an untuned optimizer family.

B.2 The headline cohort

Section 5.1 gives the window outcomes. The median of v([I) is 7.06%: these are positive-loss plateaus at
the predeclared 10% tolerance, not 3% plateaus. Over I, Ay gains 0.0955-0.0972 (median 0.0965). When
the refit first records 90%, at update 6,500, the previous checkpoint is below it in every run. This is earlier
availability under a fixed rule on a 500-update grid, not a proof that the head tracks the ridge solution.

Two phases. The CE peak separates two phases. While CE rises, Ag makes 25-39% of its window gain
and the refit exceeds 70% by update 6,000, whereas the network stays at most 5.7%. The network’s own rise
follows the peak, with cycle-mean CE L falling by 1.5-3.4% between its first 10% and 90% crossings. Even
so, L ends 2.7-11.4% higher at the network’s first 90% than at the update at which the refit starts rising, in
every run. Here and below, the refit’s rise starts at its last 500-update observation strictly before its first
observed 10% crossing.

Norms and energies. Before the window, CE falls to 0.792-0.854 at updates 1,801-1,926 and then rises to
1.456-1.498 at update 4,500. During the window, ||[V¢||, = 4.997-5.000, at the cap 1/Ay = 5, while |[W||

Table 1: One-hidden-layer studies (ReLU rows: width 512, 80% random split, nw = 0.03, Ay = 0.2). Window: pre =
fixed on development runs before the fresh pairs; per run = persistent held-out 10% — 90% crossings (descriptive).
Flat: v < 10%. Rec.: held-out 90% within the horizon. First-fit: the strict joint endpoint of Appendix A.3; in
particular, every training margin must stay above 107'° from Ts; through recovery and the window end. — not
computed. The fixed-recipe sweep is in Appendix B.4.

Study c/nv/Aw  Window p Runs Flat Rec. First-fit Med. v Med. AAy Med. min CE
Headline (fresh) 24/.03/.015 pre [4.5,12]k 31 20 20 20 0 7.06% 0965 1.48
Per-prime (fresh) 24/.01/.005 pre [13,21]k 17 20 16 20 15 6.3% .039 1.8-1074
48/.03/.005 pre [15,21]k 23 20 20 20 0 5.4% 041 51-1073
96/.03/.005 pre [18,24]k 29 20 20 20 0 65% 043 3.9.1072
Replays 24/.03/.01 per run 23 5 5 5 - 24% .038 0.26
24/.03/.015 per run 31 5 5 5 - 27% .049 1.5
Quadratic T - per run 13 40 0 40 - 23.6% .108 -

TWidth 64, 135 training pairs, row-sphere features, steps 5 - 1074 and 0.5, head decay 1073, loss logged every 500 updates.
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falls from 128.9-130.5 to 57.4-57.7 and the centered training-logit RMS from 0.720-0.740 to 0.464-0.480. For
Av > 0and ¢ =1—nyAy € [0,1], the normalized head update (3) gives the envelope

IVillp <" IVollp + (1= q")/Av, (24)

an upper bound, not a proof that norm saturation causes recovery. Over I, E., falls to 0.204-0.209 of its
initial value while E,qq grows by a factor 1.22-1.31, so the fraction gain is mostly suppression of energy
outside the addition subspace. With fixed ridge regularization on raw features, the refit-first observation does
not separate directional change from scale.

Retrospective suffix windows. Let ¢, be the earliest update after which CE stays within a factor 1 + €
of its minimum until update 40,000. The rule uses training CE only but needs the whole future trace, so it is
retrospective, not a stopping rule. At e = 10%, t. is 4,170-4,311, and at 5% it is 4,653-6,421, both with zero
held-out accuracy. At 3% it is 4,946-8,376, after improvement has begun in some runs. Training stays fitted
on every suffix, held-out accuracy at 40k is 94.30-99.48%, and Ap ends in [0.1194,0.1203].

The strict first-fit-anchored endpoint. No headline run meets the strict endpoint of Appendix A.3. The
first strict fit, at updates 203-796, is followed by intermittent misclassification of a few training pairs until a
permanent fit at updates 239-1,085, so fit is not persistent from its first attainment. Held-out accuracy stays
zero through the delay. Reanchoring at the persistent fit would change the definition post hoc.

B.3 Pre-registered tests of recovery without CE decrease

In the headline cohort, L decreases by 1.5-3.4% between the network’s first 10% and 90% held-out crossings.
After this evaluation we screened the 12 recipes of the second development search for recovery without such
a decrease. Only one passed the screen in all four of its pairs: p = 23 with the headline hyperparameters.
A window rule applied to these four pairs, relaxed once after its first version admitted no window, chose
I = [6500, 16500].

Before any new run we locked the recipe, the window, 20 fresh pairs, a 20,000-update horizon, the code
and a decision rule. The joint endpoint requires v(I) < 10%, perfect training accuracy on I, held-out accuracy
at most 20% at tg, AAg > 0.04, and no CE decrease during recovery: the first 90% held-out crossing Ty
occurs by t; — 500, L never falls more than 0.5% below its running maximum on [to, Too], and L(Too) > L(to).
At least 18 of the 20 runs had to pass. It holds in 10 of the 20 runs, so this test fails (Figure 6, top). Every
run meets the other four clauses; the failures concern the end of the recovery, a late or missing 90% crossing
or a small loss decrease before it.

In these runs L stays within 0.001% of its running maximum up to the first 50% crossing. This pattern
motivated a second lock, written before 20 new pairs were launched, that keeps the joint endpoint with Ty
replaced by the first 50% crossing. The joint endpoint then holds in 20 of 20 runs (95% Wilson interval
[0.84,1.00]; Figure 6, bottom, and Figure 7a). Held-out accuracy rises from at most 1.9% to 50% at updates
8,278-9,191, while L never falls more than 0.05% below its running maximum and ends 3.8-5.9% above E(to).
As secondary endpoints, the joint criterion with the registered 0.5% drawdown tolerance holds up to the first
70% crossing in 20 runs and up to the first 90% crossing in 9, and 17 runs reach 90% within 20,000 updates.
The confirmed statement covers recovery to 50%, not to 90%.

B.4 Results across primes

One hidden layer across primes. The runs of Figure 2 have one hidden layer of width 512 and use
the deeper-network implementation of the updates (Appendix C.1). At each prime, Ay is the best of a
development sweep on one or two seeds. It was fixed before any new run and then run on 8 or 9 fresh
initialization/split seeds, for 10 runs per prime; at p = 101 the setting chosen at p = 97 was run unchanged
on 10 fresh seeds. Runs stopped early by the stated rule (held-out accuracy of at least 0.99, maintained) keep
their last value. The figure’s caption gives the primary-endpoint counts. These are development settings on a
few seeds each, not a pre-specified evaluation.
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Figure 6: Pre-registered p = 23 cohorts (20 fresh pairs each; window I = [6500, 16500] chosen on four development
pairs and locked before these runs). (a) Cycle-mean training CE relative to its value at to; dots mark each run’s first
90% (top) or 50% (bottom) held-out crossing on I. (b) Median training accuracy (dashed) and held-out accuracy of
the network and of the train-only refit (500-update grid). (c) Ag. Thin curves are runs and thick curves medians.
The joint endpoint, which limits cycle-mean drawdown to 0.5% before the dot and requires the loss at the dot to be
no smaller than the loss at to, holds in 10 of 20 runs (top) and 20 of 20 (bottom); 18 were required.
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Figure 7: Locked and pre-registered one-hidden-layer cohorts (20 fresh pairs per column). (a) p = 23 with the
headline hyperparameters: the second pre-registered cohort, window [6500, 16500]. (b)—(d) The per-prime recipes at
p = 17,23,29, with windows [13000, 21000], [15000,21000] and [18000, 24000]. Rows: cycle-mean training CE divided
by log p (each column on its own scale); median training accuracy (dashed), held-out accuracy of the network (runs
and median) and median train-only refit; Ag. Gray: from the median start to the median end of the runs’ post-hoc

windows. The headline runs at p = 31 are in Figure 1.
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Per-prime recipes. Three recipes at p = 17,23, 29 were fixed, each with its own window, after 54 develop-
ment runs and before 20 fresh pairs per prime were drawn (Figure 7b—d). Each run lasts 50k updates, with
width 512, training fraction 0.8, ny = 0.03, Ay = 0.005, Ay = 0.2 and (¢, ny) = (24,0.01), (48,0.03), (96, 0.03).
The 10%-plateau counts are 16/20, 20/20 and 20/20, with median AAg of 0.039, 0.041 and 0.043, and all
60 runs reach 90% held-out accuracy. The median minimum CE is 1.8 - 1074, 5.1 - 1072 and 3.9 - 1072, far
below the headline study, and the strict joint endpoint holds in 15/20, 0/20 and 0/20 runs, so the plateau
and recovery counts are not joint successes. From the refit-start checkpoint defined above to the network’s
first 90%, L ends above its starting value in 20, 13 and 15 runs (medians +36%, +37% and +33%).

One fixed recipe across primes. Earlier runs hold one recipe fixed across p = 11, 13,17, 19, 23, 29, with
20 pairs each: ¢ = 24, nyw = ny = 0.03, A = 0.005, Ay = 0.2, width 512 and 40k updates. Observers and
the refit were recomputed from saved states every 1,000 updates. On the common window [15000, 20000] the
10% plateau holds in most runs only at p = 17: in 0, 0, 17, 2, 0 and 0 of the 20 runs at p = 11,13,17, 19, 23, 29.
Success of a retuned family is thus no evidence that one practical recipe works across moduli.

B.5 Replays and other one-hidden-layer studies

Replayed trajectories. We replay five earlier pairs at each of p = 23 (A = 0.01) and p = 31 (the
headline hyperparameters) for 30k updates, with a Gram-eigendecomposition Polar factor (relative cutoff
10~7). Relative raw-CE differences from the originals stay below 2 - 10~* through 15k updates, first exceed
1079 at updates 17,470-28,134, and are at most 0.069% at the 30k horizon; every scored window ends by
13.5k. The windows come from each run’s persistent 10% —90% held-out transition, snapped to the observer
grid, so they are descriptive. All ten runs have 10% plateaus, with median v of 2.4% and 2.7%, and recover,
with median AAg of 0.038 and 0.049. These trajectories also belong to the deeper study’s development
inventory and are not counted twice.

Quadratic-activation contrast. A separate study uses 40 earlier pairs at p = 13, width 64, with a square
activation, row-sphere feature updates and their own head dynamics (feature step 5-10~%, head step 0.5,
head decay 1073). All reach 90% at least once and gain at least 0.02 in Fourier fraction, but none has a 10%
CE plateau (median variation 23.6%, with loss logged every 500 updates). Activation and optimizer both
differ, so this is not an activation-only ablation.

Other settings. The second search’s recipes with a 50% training fraction did not recover within 40k
updates, and a later search at p = 31 with no head decay or a quadratic-residue split met the selection rule
in no arm. These are limits of the tested recipes and horizons, not counterexamples to the theorems.

B.6 Theorem-inspired split and update settings from iid initialization

We trained a bias-free IHL ReLU network at p = 101 using Theorem 4.1’s split (10) (n = 5,050 training and
5,151 held-out pairs), the clock (60) with A\yy = A =1 and gy = s = 1 — (9/10)"/32, \yy = 0, and the refit
penalty 7 = R:/(32n) of (8). This is not a theorem replication: the width is M = 512 instead of at least
Min(101) = 515,302, and the initialization is iid as in Section 5.1 (¢ = 24) instead of the engineered ball.
The head steps are not checked against the theorem’s existential cap, and the observed windows are not its
certified windows. In a plan fixed after one development run and before these runs, we chose four head steps
nv, with 1072 as the primary one, and four per-run criteria for 7' = 40,000 updates: (a) v([1000,7T]) < 0.01;
(b) Ap rises by at least 0.02 over [1000,T7]; (c) the refit’s held-out accuracy is at most 0.1 at update 1,000
and reaches 0.9; (d) the refit reaches 0.5 at least 1,000 updates before the network, or the network does not
reach 0.5 by T. Network accuracy is logged every 50 updates; the refit and Fourier fraction are observed
every 250. Crossings refer to these checkpoints.

With 7y = 3 - 10~ all four criteria hold in 10/10 runs (Figure 8, top; the plan’s 6 runs and 4 more
seeds run for this version). With the primary 7y = 1072, (b)—(d) hold in every run but (a) in none, with
v([1000,T)) = 1.34-1.37% (bottom); the larger steps 3 - 1073 and 1072 give v of about 4% and 15% (0/6
each). In the two displayed arms, the training loss varies by at most 0.05% and 0.17% over each run’s own
interval from refit accuracy 0.1 to 0.9. Over these intervals Ay rises from about 0.009 to 0.025, and the
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Figure 8: Theorem-inspired settings at p = 101 from iid initialization (width 512; all runs in the two displayed
arms). Rows: head steps nv = 3- 1074 (10 runs; all criteria of Appendix B.6 hold in each) and the primary nv = 1073
(10 runs; the training loss varies by 1.34-1.37% over [1000,40000], above the 1% criterion). Columns: training
cross-entropy loss divided by logp (the axis spans 2% of log p); median training accuracy (dashed), held-out accuracy
of the network (runs and median) and median held-out accuracy of the theorem’s train-only refit; Ag. Gray: from
the median first observed checkpoint at which the refit’s held-out accuracy reaches 0.1 to the median first at which it
reaches 0.9; these medians need not define any individual run’s interval.

network’s held-out accuracy stays zero at recorded checkpoints. By update 40,000 the refit is at one in every
run and the network at 0.25-0.47.

The displayed runs do not reproduce Theorem 4.1’s clauses (i) and (iii): training accuracy is 0.76-0.84
when the refit reaches 0.1, 2-14 training pairs are still misclassified at update 40,000, the network has not
recovered by then, and the loss stays within about 1.5% of log p, a plateau near uniform prediction rather
than a fitted one.

The plan also fixed two controls with two runs each. With a nearly frozen head, ny = 1079, the runs
stall: at update 40,000 training accuracy is 0.42-0.46, the refit’s held-out accuracy is below 0.01, and Ay
has risen by 0.002. With 7y = 1072 and the experiments’ slower clock, ny = 0.03 and Ay = 0.02, criteria
(b)—(d) hold but v([1000,T]) is 105-106%.
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C Deeper-network experiments

This appendix supports Section 5.2: networks with three to five hidden layers at p = 31 and width 256,
changes of the modulus, width and feature optimizer, settings across primes, and hidden biases. The 164
evaluated runs use 64 seed indices, separate from the 199 development runs that chose the settings using
held-out accuracy and windows maximizing the captured accuracy rise under a flat cycle-mean-loss condition.
The development runs, which include the ten replays of Appendix B.5, are not counted in the evaluation
rates. Seed indices recur across depths and settings, so these observations are not independent. Windows and
endpoints are defined in Appendix A.3.

C.1 Network settings and learning-rate selection

The task, bias-free ReLU architecture, random 80% split and full-batch float64 CE are as in Sections 3 and 5.
The primary configuration uses p = 31 and width 256 in every hidden layer. With independent standard
Gaussian arrays Zy, Z, the initial weights are
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Every layer trains throughout the main run. Feature updates use a Gram-eigendecomposition implementation
of supported Polar normalization. It keeps eigenvalues of F'F (or FF for a wide F) above 1071 times
the largest, a relative singular-value cutoff of 10~7, and divides by the square root of the retained rank. This
differs numerically from the headline SVD implementation, and near-threshold rank sensitivity remains a
robustness limitation.

The head uses ny = 0.03 and Ay = 0.2. The first layer has step 0.03 and decay 0.015, so K1 = m A =
4.5-10~*. For £ > 2, Ay = 0.07 and 1, = r;K;/0.07, where the shrink-rate multiplier r, is 1 for intermediate
layers and r for the last. To select r, we first train at multiplier 7o and record #, the first logged update
with 10% held-out accuracy. We then solve

rEK1t5% exp{0.9(r — 70)} = z., (26)

then round r to a multiple of 0.005 and clip it to [0.10,1.20]. For D = 3,4,5, o = 0.50,0.35,0.35 and
. = 3.85. We restart from the same initialization on the same split and hold the selected r fixed throughout
training, so there is no within-run loss controller.

C.2 Depths three to five

The evaluation criteria, rate-selection rule and seeds were fixed before training, and all 164 evaluated runs
completed. Table 2 lists the settings and results. Initialization and split seeds are 1000 + ¢ and 2000 + :
indices 1-40 recur at each primary depth, the normalized-gradient arm reuses depth-3 indices 1-20, the p = 23
arm uses 41-60 and the width-512 arm 61-64.

Primary endpoint. The 40/40, 39/40 and 38/40 passes at depths 3, 4 and 5 have per-depth (not
simultaneous) Wilson intervals [0.91, 1.00], [0.87,1.00] and [0.83,0.99], whose lower ends are at least 0.80,
so each depth meets the criterion (Figure 9). The three misses fail only the share threshold. The median
band-peak CE is about 0.50, 0.54 and 0.58 log p.

Fixed versus selected learning rates. On 20 paired seeds per depth, runs at the fixed multiplier r pass
19/20, 5/20 and 19/20, against 20/20 for the recipe (exact McNemar p = 1, 6.1 - 1075 and 1). The recipe’s
benefit is thus clear at depth 4, not at every depth.

Changing the modulus, width or optimizer. None of the three changed settings meets the primary
endpoint (Table 2): p = 23 at depth 4 (0/20), width 512 at depth 4 (0/4; final held-out accuracy 0.92-0.95 at
100k updates), and Frobenius-normalized gradient (NGD) feature updates at depth 3 (0/20, against 20,/20
for the paired Polar recipe; exact McNemar p = 1.9 - 107°%). The NGD runs generalize, but their CE keeps
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Figure 9: Results for all 164 evaluated deep-network runs. Dots are runs and bars medians. Left of each
divider: the primary cohorts (p = 31, width 256, D = 3,4,5); right: D = 4 with p = 23, D = 4 with width 512,
and D = 3 with Frobenius-normalized hidden updates (NGD). (a) Share of the 10%-t0-90% held-out rise inside the
loss-only band I¢, with primary-endpoint pass counts above; (b) last-hidden-layer Fourier-fraction gain AAx on I¢;
(c) held-out accuracy at the saved horizon. Dashed lines mark the primary thresholds in (a)—(c); the fourth primary
criterion, positive logged training margins in I, holds in all 164 runs. Rates were selected by rule (26).
Table 2: Deep-network settings and outcomes, retaining all evaluated runs. Rate-selection runs stop at 55, except
those also used for fixed-rate comparisons, which continue to the full horizon. Each evaluated run restarts from the
same initialization and split used to select its rate. Primary: the per-run primary endpoint. Ji/Jpers: first-fit and
persistent-fit strict joints; Pio/Ps: raw-CE range at most 10% or 3% from the first 10% to the first 90% held-out
accuracy; RF: legacy-refit representation-first flag. These secondary tests do not alter the primary verdict.

Setting (D, M, p) Indices ¢ 7o x+ Horizon Primary Ji/Jpers Pio/P3 RF
Primary (3,256,31) 21-40 / 1-20 .50 3.85 80k 40/40 0/17 40/2 0
Primary (4,256,31) 21-40 /1-20 .35 3.85 100k  39/40  0/13  39/0 0
Primary (5,256,31) 21-40 / 1-20 .35 3.85 80k  38/40  0/19  39/0 0
Modulus (4, 256, 23) 41-60 .35 3.85 120k  0/20 0/0  0/0 0
Width (4,512,31) 61-64 .40 4.50 100k 0/4 0/1 4/1 0
NGD  (3,256,31) 1-20 .50 3.85 80k 0/20 0/0  0/0 0

falling during recovery. They reuse the Polar-calibrated recipe, so they are not a separately tuned baseline.
Other primes are not ruled out by these counts: at p = 47 and 61, with r set per training fraction and
Av = 0.2 - 31/p, a post-hoc-window criterion holds in 155 of 160 fresh runs, though the primary endpoint
holds in only 9 (Appendix C.4); p = 23 was not rerun that way.

Secondary endpoints. Of the 120 primary runs, the pre-specified strict first-fit joint of Appendix A.3
passes in none, its pre-specified persistent-fit variant in 49, and the two representation-first flags in none.
These checks do not alter the primary verdict, and no multiplicity correction is applied. The experiments do
not establish a uniform refit-before-head chronology or a causal role for scalar Fourier growth.

C.3 Results across primes

Depths 3 and 4 were also run at p = 23,47,61,101, with width 256 and last-layer multiplier » = 0.45 (depth
4 at p = 23: 0.32). Each setting is the best of a development sweep on one or two seeds, with a tuned
last-layer multiplier r and all other layers at 7, = 1. It was fixed before any new run and then run on 8
or 9 fresh initialization/split seeds, for 10 runs per setting; at p = 101 the settings chosen at p = 97 were
run unchanged on 10 fresh seeds. Depth 2 was run at p = 23, 31,47 with its development configurations; at
p = 31 (5 development and 5 fresh seeds) it passes the primary endpoint in 9 of 10 runs. Rerun with the same
fixed rate on the 40 seed indices of the primary depths, as the first column of Figure 3, it passes in 34/40
(Wilson interval [0.71,0.93], whose lower end is below the 0.80 of the criterion that depths 3-5 meet); the
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six misses fail the share threshold, and one also ends at held-out accuracy 0.984. Off p = 31, among depths
2 to 4 only depth 3 at p = 47 passes (2/10); the other depth-3 and depth-4 settings at p = 23,47,61, 101
pass in none of their 10 runs, and at p > 47 some training pairs are misclassified inside the post-hoc window.
The four settings chosen at p = 97 (one hidden layer of width 512 or 2048, and depths 3 and 4) were also
run at p = 97, 10 runs each, and none passes. These are development settings on a few seeds each, not a
pre-specified evaluation like the depth-three-to-five experiment. Under the looser post-hoc rule every run of
these settings passes (Appendix C.5). Appendix C.4 reruns depths 3 and 4 at p = 47 and 61 with r chosen
per training fraction, on fresh seeds and with a criterion fixed in advance.

C.4 Depths three and four across training fractions

This experiment asks whether a re-tuned recipe carries the deeper-network behavior to other primes and
smaller training sets. It runs depths 3 and 4 at p = 47 and 61 with training fractions 0.8, 0.7, 0.6 and 0.5, in
the configuration of Appendix C.1 (width 256, the same initialization scales, rates and decays), with two
changes. The head decay scales with the prime, A\yy = 0.2 -31/p (0.132 at p = 47 and 0.102 at p = 61),
and the last-layer multiplier r is fixed for each depth and fraction, without the per-run rule (26) (Table 3).
Each r was chosen on 6 development runs per candidate value (3 seeds at each prime) by a fixed order: the
most passes of the criterion below, then the most passes with training accuracy at least 0.97 throughout the
window, then the larger median share, then the earlier median 90% held-out crossing. The criterion, the
values of r and the analysis were fixed before ten fresh initialization/split seeds per setting were run, 160 runs
in all; their seed indices were not used in any development run. One split seed per index nests the training
sets across fractions, so each seed is a paired ladder. Runs stop at 100k, 150k, 200k and 250k updates at
fractions 0.8, 0.7, 0.6 and 0.5, or once held-out accuracy has been at least 0.99 at every log for max(0.5¢, 10%)
updates since the start ¢ of that unbroken stretch.

Table 3: Depths 3 and 4 at p = 47,61 across training fractions (10 fresh runs per setting; Ay = 0.2 - 31/p). Pass: the
criterion of Appendix C.4. L/logp: training CE (cycle mean) when held-out accuracy crosses 0.5. AL: its relative
change from the refit’s 0.2 crossing to the held-out 0.9 crossing, with the number of runs in which it rose. AAx(W):
last hidden layer. Lead: held-out minus refit 0.5 crossing. tgo: held-out 0.9 crossing. Mis.: the most training pairs
misclassified at any log inside W, over all 10 runs. Medians over the 10 runs unless stated; updates in thousands.

D p Fraction r Pass L/logp L (rose) AAp(W) Lead tgp Mis.
3 47 0.8 .45 10/10 0.52 +9.5% (10) 51 2.4 19.5 0
3 47 0.7 .30 10/10 0.35 +49% (10) .54 2.8 24.2 0
3 47 0.6 .18 10/10 0.15  +233% (10) A48 3.7 34.1 0
3 47 0.5 .08 8/10 0.007 +1117% (10) 48 4.7 48.1 0
3 61 0.8 .45 10/10 0.58 +0.7% (8) .53 1.2 17.6 18
3 61 0.7 .30 10/10 0.43 +13% (10) .63 1.3 22.0 1
3 61 0.6 .18 10/10 0.21 +51% (10) .64 1.5 28.3 0
3 61 0.5 .08 10/10 0.014 +136% (10) .69 1.8 40.7 0
4 47 0.8 .45 9/10 0.63  —0.5% (5) 40 27 264 2
4 47 0.7 .28 10/10 0.52 +29% (10) .56 4.9 36.4 0
4 47 0.6 .13 10/10 0.17  +303% (10) .62 4.8 475 0
4 47 0.5 .06 9/10 0.044 +1312% (10) .59 9.5 88.3 0
4 61 0.8 .45 9/10 0.67 —2.9% (0) .38 1.5 23.3 14
4 61 0.7 .28 10/10 0.56 +11% (10) .61 2.1 31.0 4
4 61 0.6 .13 10/10 0.23 +69% (10) .68 2.0 41.0 0
4 61 0.5 .06 10/10 0.045  +238% (10) .69 3.3 67.8 0

Criterion. The criterion uses the post-hoc non-falling window W of Appendix A.3. A run passes if the
train-only refit gains at least 0.2 inside W; held-out accuracy gains at least 0.2 from the start of W to the
end of the run and ends at least 0.99; W holds at least 75% of both the held-out and the refit 10%-t0-90%
rises; and Ap of the last hidden layer gains at least 0.02 across W. A setting works if at least 8 of its 10 runs
pass. Training fit is not required, but adding training accuracy at least 0.97 at every logged update of W
changes no count.
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Results. All 16 settings work, and 155 of the 160 runs pass (Table 3, Figures 4 and 10-12). The runs are
not independent: each seed index fixes the split and the initialization in all 16 settings, so at a given prime
the training sets are nested across fractions and the same at both depths, and at a given depth and prime
the initialization is the same across fractions. We therefore give counts per setting, not an interval for the
pooled rate. Three of the five failures are at fraction 0.5 and p = 47: the whole held-out rise lies inside W,
but the runs reach their 250k-update budget with held-out accuracy 0.959, 0.971 and 0.988. The other two
are at fraction 0.8 and depth 4: the CE peaks and turns down during the held-out rise, so W closes early and
holds 0.749 and 0.736 of it. In every setting the refit crosses 50% held-out accuracy before the network, by a
median of 1.2k to 9.5k updates. The last hidden layer’s Ay gains 0.38 to 0.69 across W (setting medians),
while the first hidden layer’s rises only to about 0.1.

The training loss. The training fraction sets the CE level at which the held-out rise happens; the values
below are setting medians. At fraction 0.8 the training CE climbs after the fit to 0.52-0.67log p and stays
near that level: from the refit’s 20% crossing to the network’s 90% crossing it changes by —2.9% to +9.5%.
In every run at this fraction the refit’s 20% crossing comes before the network’s 10% crossing, so the interval
contains the network’s whole 10%-t0-90% held-out rise. Training accuracy stays at or near one; at p = 61, 3
to 18 of the 2,976 training pairs are misclassified at some log inside W, and at p = 47 at most 2 of 1,767. At
smaller fractions the rise comes earlier on the CE’s climb: at fraction 0.5 the CE is 0.007-0.045 log p when
held-out accuracy crosses 50%, and from the refit’s 20% crossing to the network’s 90% crossing it grows by
136% to 1312%, large relative changes at a small level.

Primary endpoint. On the same runs the primary endpoint of Section 5.2, which asks for the rise inside a
flat band at the CE peak, holds in only 9 of 160 (4 of 10 for each depth at p = 47 and fraction 0.8, and 1 of
10 for depth 4 at p = 61 and fraction 0.7). At fractions 0.5 to 0.7 the CE peaks after the held-out rise, so the
band holds too little of it; at fraction 0.8 and p = 61 the band holds the rise, but some training pairs are
misclassified inside it. These runs thus extend the post-hoc picture of Appendix C.5 to other primes and
training fractions, under a criterion fixed in advance; they do not show the fitted, flat band of the primary
endpoint at these primes.
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Figure 10: Depth 3 at p = 61 across training fractions: every run (thin) and the median (thick), in the
format of Figure 4 (depth 3 at p = 47); 10 fresh runs per fraction. Rows as in Figure 3; gray: from the median
start to the median end of the post-hoc windows W. Table 3 gives r, the passes and the misclassified training pairs.
Each column ends at its shortest run, so every run contributes at every plotted point; in this setting and in those of
Figures 11 and 12, the shortest run ends after the last run’s 90% held-out crossing.
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Figure 10.
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C.5 Post-hoc window counts

After every run had been seen, we also scored the runs with the post-hoc non-falling window of Appendix A.3.

The following pass:

e with one hidden layer, all 20 headline runs and the 20 runs of the second p = 23 cohort; all 20 per-prime
runs at each of p = 17,23, 29; 20, 20, 20, 9, 0 and 0 fixed-recipe runs at p = 11,13,17,19, 23, 29; all five
replayed trajectories at each of p = 23,31; and none of the 40 quadratic-activation runs;

e all 170 runs of the 17 development-selected settings with one to four hidden layers, all 30 runs at p = 101
and all 120 primary runs;

o the fixed-rate arms (60/60), D =4 at p = 23 (20/20) and width 512 (4/4), but none of the 20 normalized-
gradient runs, whose CE keeps falling.

On the 127-run development sweep that chose 14 of the 17 settings, 115 runs pass. Outside that sweep and

the one-hidden-layer cohorts of Appendix B, moving the threshold anywhere from 0.1 to 0.5 changes no count.

A pass requires only a rise of 0.2 in held-out or refit accuracy, not recovery to 90%. Because the window is

chosen to contain the largest CE rise, raw CE varies by orders of magnitude inside it at depths 3 to 5, and

at p > 47 nearly every run misclassifies some training pairs inside it. The rule thus shows held-out or refit
accuracy rising while the training CE does not fall, not the fitted, flat window of the primary endpoint.

C.6 Biases in the hidden layers

The baseline networks are bias-free. The dotted curves of Figures 2 and 3 come from a small first experiment
with trained hidden biases. We reran the p = 31 runs of Figure 2 (one hidden layer, 10 runs) and Figure 3
(depth 2, 40 runs; depth 4, 40 runs, each with its preliminary run that selects r) with a bias in every hidden
layer, h(Y) = ReLU(W([)h“—l) + b9). The bias starts at zero and is one more column of W®: the matrix
(W | 5D] receives the supported Polar step and the decay of (3). The head stays bias-free. Each run starts
from the same network as its bias-free counterpart and keeps its split, fixed hyperparameters, rate-selection
rule and stopping rule. At depth 4 the preliminary run, which now has biases, reselects r, and the selected
value differs from the bias-free one in 37 of the 40 runs. Depths 3 and 5 were not rerun. With one-hot inputs
a first-layer bias adds no functions, because it can be folded into the first p columns of W(l); it changes only
the update. In Figures 2 and 3 the dotted medians stay close to the bias-free ones; the most visible difference
is a lower training loss during and after the held-out rise. For one hidden layer, the relative decrease of L in
Figure 13 (left) has median 5.3% with the bias and 2.6% without, and is larger in all 10 pairs. With the
bias, the captured share ¢(I¢) has median 0.62 (range 0.40-0.74), below the 0.75 that the primary endpoint
requires; without it, the median is 1. At depth 2 the primary endpoint holds in 18 of the 40 runs with biases
and in 34 without: 16 seeds lose it with the biases and none gains it (exact McNemar p = 3.1 -107°), and 20
of the 22 misses with biases fail the share threshold.

With one hidden layer we also tried three other ways of updating the bias, on the same 10 initializations
and splits (Figure 13): (i) the joint step until the knee, then the bias frozen (no step and no decay); (ii) the
joint step until the knee, then the bias only decays, which is the bias-free optimizer from the knee on, applied
to the network with the bias folded into W (iii) from the start, W takes the bias-free step of (3) and the
bias a step of its own, b1 = (1 — nw Aw )b + nwge/(||gel| vVrank Fy) with g, = =V, L, of about the length
of the bias part of the joint step. In these runs the training loss falls about as much as without a bias in (i)
and (ii), and about as much as with the joint step in (iii). These experiments are preliminary: they use one
prime and one width per depth, and we do not yet draw conclusions from them.
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Figure 13: Updating a hidden bias in different ways (one hidden layer, p = 31, 10 initializations and splits; gray
lines join the same run, bars are medians). Left: the relative decrease of L from its largest post-knee value to the first
update after which held-out accuracy stays at least 0.9. Right: the captured share g(I¢) of the primary endpoint,
which requires at least 0.75 (dashed). Columns: no bias; the bias with the joint [W | b] step; the joint step until the
knee, then the bias frozen or only decaying; the bias updated by its own step throughout.
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D A one-block transformer

This appendix supports Section 5.3. It reports every run of the settings below. The settings were chosen on
earlier development runs with other seeds, the gain on five pilot runs of one seed. Initialization and split
seeds are 7100 + ¢ and 8100 + ¢, with ¢ = 11-20 for the main runs at p = 113, the runs without the gain,
the settings of Figures 14-17 and two blocks at ¢ = 0.2, ¢ = 11-13 for the recipe sweep and the two-block
tests (Table 6 and the fractions 0.175 and 0.225), and 4 = 11-15 elsewhere, so settings at the same prime
and with the same number of blocks share their initial weights, whatever their gain, rates or split (one- and
two-block runs share only the embeddings and the first block), and settings at the same prime share their
splits when the training fraction agrees. These runs test settings found on earlier runs. The pass thresholds
were fixed before all of them except the Polar runs without the gain, which had finished before and were
scored afterwards (Appendix D.2). Seeds i = 16-20 of the settings across primes and of two blocks were run
last, after the settings had been chosen on seeds i = 11-15.

D.1 Model, updates and readouts

Model. Token and position embeddings W i € R@+D*d and Wes € R3%d ¢ =128, feed one block: causal
attention with four heads (W g, W, Wy, W € R¥4) and a ReLU MLP (W3, € R%12X4 W, € RI*512)
each added to the residual stream, with no LayerNorm and no biases. The token p stands for “=". Only
the last position is computed, since the others cannot reach its logits. Its final residual r € R? gives
F=r/(33,r?4+10712)1/2 and the logits f = g V'#, with the unembedding V' € RP*4 (W, in [2]). Initial
entries are independent Gaussians with standard deviation 1/ Vd for Wi, W 5os, the attention matrices and
Vv, \/2/7d for W, and 1/\/5@ for Wy; the gain starts at go.

Updates. Training uses the full-batch training CE in float64. Every matrix except V takes the W step
of (3), with the supported Polar factor computed by an SVD that keeps singular values above 10~7 times
the largest; V' takes the V' step. The gain takes g <— g + 1,(—sign(0L/0dg) — A\gg). Once the training set is
fitted, OL/dg < 0, so with A\; = 1 the gain relaxes toward 1 with time constant 7 = 1/(ny\,) (7, =2-107*
and 7 = 5,000 unless stated). Runs stop after 30k updates, or once held-out accuracy on all held-out pairs
has been at least 0.99 at every log from the start ¢ of an unbroken stretch to max(1.5¢,¢ + 5000).

Splits and held-out sets. A random split keeps |¢p?]| of the p? pairs for training, with ¢ the training
fraction (2,553 at p = 113 and ¢ = 0.2). About a fraction ¢ of the held-out pairs have their mirror (b, a) in
the training set. They can be answered by memorizing the mirror, which the shared token embedding makes
easy: at the first full fit at p = 113 they are 28% correct (median over runs), against 0.06% for the other
held-out pairs. We therefore report every quantity on all held-out pairs and on the no-mirror pairs, whose
mirror is also held out (8,133-8,193 of the 10,216 held-out pairs at p = 113). A mirror-free split instead adds
unordered pairs {a,b} in a random order, each with both orders, until it holds |¢p?| ordered pairs, so no
held-out pair has its mirror in the training set.

Observers. Accuracies, margins and misclassified training pairs are logged every 20 updates, Ay and
the refits every 100, and the probe of Appendix D.5 every 200. Ay is (6) on the full-grid table of 7, taken
before the gain. This table is the residual stream after the MLP’s output map W, one linear map after its
neurons, so it corresponds to the logits of the networks of Section 5.1 rather than to their hidden layer; the
transformer’s MLP neurons end the main runs with Ag of only 0.03-0.04. The refit is (7) on the same table,
with 7, = 107 3n.

Fourier-filtered refit. With wy = 27k/p and K = (p — 1)/2, the target T, = e, — 1,/p, y = y*(z), has
entries % Zle[cos(wky) cos(wgc) + sin(wgy) sin(wyc)] for ¢ € Fp. The ridge solution is linear in the targets,
so the refit’s logits are

K
fc(x) = % Z [Ck(:c) cos(wgc) + Sk(x) sin(wkc)], (27)

k=1
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Table 4: One block at p =113, ¢ = 0.2: the gain (seeds ¢ = 11-20; the 3-run rows use ¢ = 11-13). Fit: first full fit
(median; updates). AL: relative change of the averaged training CE from the no-mirror held-out 0.1 crossing to the
0.9 crossing (median and range). ¢: share of the all-pairs rise inside the all-pairs window. Final: held-out accuracy on
all pairs.

Setting Runs Pass Fit AL q Final Failing condition
Polar, gain 2 — 1 10 10 200 +33% (+18, +55) 0.93-1.00 0.999-1.000 —

Polar, no gain 10 0 1,190 —8% (—10, —7) 0.35-0.51 0.999-1.000 share (10), refit (9)
Polar, fixed g = 1.5 3 0 240 —17% (—18, —16) 0.20-0.26 0.999-1.000 share, refit (3)
Polar, fixed g = 2 3 0 200 —27% (—29, —24) 0.13-0.17 1.000 share, refit (3)
Polar, fixed g = 3 3 0 160 —44% (—49, —42) 0.07-0.10 1.000 share, refit (3)

where C}, and Sy, are the ridge predictions, from the same table and penalty, of cos(wxy) and sin(wgy). The
refit thus weights every frequency equally. The Fourier-filtered refit keeps in (27) only the 8 frequencies with
the largest training energy Ej, = ||2 > s(F(z) — 7s) e~ iwry” (@) ||;, where 7g is the training mean of #, so it
uses training data only; with all K frequencies kept it is the refit itself. The number 8 was fixed at p = 113
on development runs, before the runs reported here.

D.2 Window and pass criterion

Let L; be the training CE averaged over the 201 updates centered at ¢ (the series is padded with its first
and last values), and T the first log at which every training pair is correctly classified. For each start
a € {Thxs, Tt + 20, ...}, let b(a) be the last update before L, first falls below 0.97 MaXg<s<t L,, or the end of
the run. The window is the [a, b(a)] with the largest captured share ¢ of the held-out 10%-t0-90% rise, with
q as in Appendix A.3 and the earliest start on ties. Unlike the post-hoc window of Appendix A.3, it has
candidate starts at or after the first fit rather than after a head-norm knee, uses a 201-update average and is
placed using held-out accuracy, so it is post hoc. It is computed separately for each held-out definition. A
run passes on a definition if inside its window ¢ > 0.75, the Fourier-filtered refit’s held-out accuracy gains
at least 0.2, AAgy > 0.02 for #, and no training pair is misclassified at any log (strict; loose allows up to
10). A run passes if it passes on both definitions and its final accuracy on all held-out pairs is at least 0.99;
unless stated, counts are strict. These thresholds were fixed before the runs at p = 113 with the gain, on the
no-mirror definition; the requirement on both definitions was added after those runs and before every other
run reported here, except the Polar runs without the gain, which predate both and were scored afterwards.

D.3 The gain and the recipe at p =113

Table 4 compares the runs with and without the gain. Without the gain, the runs fit the training set later
(median 1,190 updates) and their CE falls during the held-out rise, so the window holds only 0.35 to 0.51 of
it on all held-out pairs (0.43 to 0.61 on the no-mirror pairs). A gain held fixed behaves like no gain. The
relaxing gain lifts the CE during the rise: in the 10 main runs, the averaged training CE never falls more
than 0.05% below its running maximum across the no-mirror held-out rise.

The recipe. On seeds i = 11-13 we varied the initial gain gy and the time constant 7 (Table 5). Every run
with go € {2,3} and 7 from 2,500 to 10,000 passes (18/18), with a median CE rise of 24% to 104% per setting
across the held-out rise; with 7 = 20,000 the CE is about flat and 6 of 9 runs pass. Changing one setting at a
time around the main runs (go = 2, 7 = 5,000): head decay Ay = 0.25 or 0.3, and feature rate ny = 0.05 or
0.2, pass in 3/3 each (nw = 0.2 with a CE rise of only 10%); feature decay Ay = 0.005 passes in 1/3 (two
runs end below 0.99) and Ay = 0.02 in 2/3; training fraction 0.3 in 0/3, because the held-out rise then comes
before the CE minimum. The recipe is thus a gain of 2 to 3 that relaxes to 1 on about the time scale of the
held-out rise, supported-Polar feature steps, and a training fraction that puts the rise after the CE minimum.

Two blocks. Two blocks pass in none of 25 runs at four settings. At ¢ = 0.2 (Ay = 0.275, 7 = 10,000;

seeds ¢ = 11-20, Figures 5 and 15) they behave like one block during the held-out rise: the no-mirror held-out
accuracy goes from 10% at 4.5k—6.1k updates to 90% at 8.1k—10.8k, the CE rises by 9% to 29% across
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Table 5: The gain at p = 113, ¢ = 0.2 (seeds 7 = 11-13): passes of 3 and the median change of the averaged training
CE across the no-mirror held-out rise. The go = 2, 7 = 5,000 entry uses the first three main runs. With go = 1.5 and
7 = 2,500, all three runs pass the loose criterion.

T = 2,500 5,000 10,000 20,000 fixed

go=15 1/3,+10%  3/3, +13%  2/3, +6% 2/3, —4% 0/3, —17%
go=2  3/3,+28%  3/3,+38% 3/3,+24% 2/3, —1% 0/3, —27%
go=3  3/3,+84% 3/3, +104% 3/3, +58% 2/3, +9%  0/3, —44%

Table 6: Two blocks at ¢ = 0.2 (Ay = 0.275, 7 = 10,000): one rate changed at update 12k (seeds ¢ = 11-13; no change:
¢ = 11-20). Window ends: end of the all-pairs window, in updates. First flip: first log after 12k with a misclassified
training pair; Most: the most misclassified training pairs at a log after 12k. Final: held-out accuracy on all pairs.

Change at 12k Pass Window ends First flip Most Final
None 0/10 30k (end) 17.8k-22.0k 45-438 0.941-0.994
Gain frozen (ng =0, g =1.30) 2/3 13.5k-13.7k 18.8k—19.7k 57-217 0.983-0.997
Head step ny: 0.03 — 0.01 0/3 30k (end) 21.6k-23.0k 59-395 0.950-0.970
Feature step ny: 0.1 — 0.03 2/3 12.0k none 0 0.986-0.997

that rise, no training pair is misclassified at any log, the window holds the whole no-mirror rise, and the
Fourier-filtered refit gains 0.64-0.98 inside it. Held-out accuracy on all pairs reaches 0.99 at 14.9k—18.2k
updates. At 17.8k—22.0k updates, 1.4k to 5.7k updates later, training pairs begin to flip: 45 to 438 are
misclassified at some log inside the window, which runs to the end of the run, held-out accuracy falls back,
and 6 of the 10 runs end below 0.99. At ¢ = 0.25 (\y = 0.4, 7 = 10,000) and 0.3 (A\y = 0.275 or 0.5,
7 = 5,000; seeds i = 11-15) the rise comes before the CE minimum: the window holds at most 0.45 of the
no-mirror rise in 14 of the 15 runs, and the fifteenth has no window.

On seeds i = 11-13 at ¢ = 0.2 we then changed one rate at update 12k, after the held-out rise and
before the late flips (Table 6). The three changed runs of a seed share their first 12k updates; through
floating-point differences between thread counts they part from the runs of the same seed above after 2k—3k
updates. Freezing the gain at 1.30 ends the CE’s rise: the CE falls slowly from 12k on, so the window closes
at 13.5k-13.7k updates, and pairs still flip, after the window, so the two runs that pass lose their fit as well.
A smaller head step delays the flips to 21.6k—23.0k. A smaller feature step keeps every training pair correct
at every log to the end in all three runs; its CE dips by about 8% just after the change and then rises again,
so the window closes at the change, and held-out accuracy on all pairs reaches 0.99 later (20.1k and 23.8k
updates; the third run ends at 0.986). Training fractions 0.175 and 0.225 (3 runs each, base rates) pass in
none: at 0.175 the no-mirror rise ends only at 14.3k—16.2k, pairs begin to flip at 17.7k-22.4k and held-out
accuracy ends at 0.82-0.91; at 0.225 the rise starts (2.6k-3.3k) before the CE minimum (4.9k-5.2k) and the
CE falls by 13% to 17% across it. Lowering the feature rate after the held-out rise is thus the one change
that kept the fit; it has been tried on three seeds only.

D.4 Other primes and mirror pairs

At other primes we keep the recipe (go = 2, 7 = 5,000 and the rates of the main runs) and choose the head
decay Ay and the training fraction ¢ (Table 7). In a first set of runs (¢ = 0.3 at p = 61 and 0.2 at p = 89 and
149), the held-out rise was too slow at p = 61 and 89 (most runs end below 0.99 after 30k updates) and came
before the CE minimum at p = 149. A second set of runs set ¢ for each prime by a rule, fixed before those
runs, for when the rise starts as a function of n/(plnp); it predicted the median start of each new setting
within a factor 0.63-1.34. The random-split settings chosen on seeds 7 = 11-15, the most strict passes at each
prime with ties broken by loose passes and then by the smaller fraction, pass in 3/5, 5/5 and 3/5 runs at
p =61, 89 and 149, and in 2/5, 5/5 and 4/5 on the five further seeds, so in 5/10, 10/10 and 7/10 (10/10 at
p=113). At p = 149 all ten pass the loose criterion (at most 7 of the 3,552 training pairs are misclassified
inside the window). At p = 61 all ten pass on the no-mirror pairs, and the five failures come from the mirror
pairs; with the mirror-free split below, which Figure 14 shows at p = 61, 9 of 10 pass.
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Table 7: One block across primes (gain 2 — 1, 7 = 5,000; seeds ¢ = 11-15, and ¢ = 11-20 in the rows with 10 runs).
Pass: strict, on both definitions; Loose: at most 10 misclassified training pairs; No-mirror: strict on the no-mirror
definition alone, with the final all-pairs accuracy at least 0.99. AL: median change of the averaged training CE across
the no-mirror rise, over the runs with a full rise. Final: held-out accuracy on all pairs. TMirror-free split.

p ) Ay Training pairs  Pass Loose No-mirror AL Final
61 030 045 1,116 1/5 1/5 1/5 +87%  0.979-0.994
61 0.30 0.60 1,116 1/5 1/5 1/5 +458%  0.964-0.991
61 0.33 045 1,227 5/10 5/10 10/10 +106%  0.994-0.999
61 035 045 1,302 0/5 0/5 5/5  +87%  0.998-0.999
61 0557  0.45 2,046  9/10 9/10 9/10 +161% 0.9899-0.997
89 0.20 0.33 1,584 1/5 1/5 1/5  +33% 0.39-0.996
89 0.20 0.40 1,584 0/5 0/5 0/5 +22% 0.55-0.98
89 0.25 0.33 1,980 10/10 10/10 10/10  +35% 1.000
89 0.275 0.33 2,178 2/5 2/5 5/5 +4% 1.000

113 0.20 0.275 2,553 10/10 10/10 10/10  +33%  0.999-1.000
149 0.15 0.23 3,330 0/5 4/5 0/5 +28% 0.12-0.999
149 0.16 0.23 3,552  7/10 10/10 7/10  +19%  0.992-1.000
149 0.20 0.23 4,440 0/5 0/5 0/5 —23%  0.999-1.000
149 0.20 0.275 4,440 0/5 0/5 0/5 —18%  0.996-1.000

Mirror pairs. A window that opens when the all-pairs held-out accuracy is ap can hold at most (0.9 —
max(ag,0.1))/0.8 of the all-pairs rise, so the share falls below 0.75 whenever ag > 0.3. At p = 61 the training
fraction that lets the rise finish within 30k updates also puts the mirrors of about a third of the held-out
pairs in the training set. These held-out pairs are learned early: at ¢ = 0.33, 90% of them are correct by
update 240-520 in 8 of the 10 runs (by 711 and 1,615 in the other two), and the all-pairs window opens at
560-700. At ¢ = 0.33 the window therefore opens at ag = 0.27-0.34, and the all-pairs share sits near the
threshold: 0.751-0.787 in the five passing runs, 0.694-0.744 in the five failing ones (Figure 16). A mirror-free
split at ¢ = 0.55 has about as many distinct unordered training pairs (1,038-1,043) as the random split at
0.33 (1,021-1,039). With it, ag is 0.007-0.036, the share is 1.00, and 9 of 10 runs pass; the tenth ends at
held-out accuracy 0.9899. The CE minimum (median update 724, against 741 with the random split) and the
10% crossing of the no-mirror held-out accuracy (1.9k, against 1.8k) are close to those of the random split,
but the rise is slower: the 50% and 90% crossings come at 4.3k and 7.6k, against 3.5k and 5.4k. At ¢ = 0.33
a mirror-free split, with 622 distinct pairs, did not generalize within 15k updates (one development run).
The number of distinct unordered training pairs, rather than of ordered ones, thus appears to set when the
held-out rise starts, and in a random split the held-out pairs whose mirror is a training pair behave almost
like training pairs.

D.5 Readouts

Table 8 and Figure 17 compare the readouts of # with the network on the no-mirror pairs. The refit trails the
network in all 50 runs of the appendix settings, at the 50% and at the 90% crossing. The Fourier-filtered refit
leads at the 50% crossing in 49 of 50 runs and at the 90% crossing in all 30 runs at p > 89, but at p = 61 it
levels off near 0.96 (median final 0.957 with the random split and 0.962 with the mirror-free split) and crosses
90% after the network. At the network’s 90% crossing, 11 to 19 of the 30 frequencies at p = 61 carry held-out
signal (held-out R? of (Cy, Si) above 0.05, a diagnostic that uses held-out labels), against 9 to 15 of 44 to 74
at the larger primes. The top 8 keep 7 or 8 of them; the top 16 keep 11 to 16 at p = 61 and all of them in 29
of the 30 runs at the larger primes, and the top-16 refit leads at both crossings in 49 of the 50 runs. The
choice K = 16 was made after seeing p = 61, so this readout is post hoc. A train-only multinomial logistic
probe of 7 tracks the network (median leads of 0.02k to 0.19k updates). Its logits are B7# with B € RP*,
without bias or feature standardization; every 200 updates it is refitted from B = 0 to minimize the mean
training CE plus 5 - 1075 ||B||§, by at most 100 L-BFGS iterations (strong-Wolfe line search, float64), and it
is scored like the network, by the held-out accuracy of its argmax, with crossings interpolated between these
logs. Whether a train-only readout leads the network thus depends on which frequencies it sums: the refit
weights all frequencies equally, while at the network’s 50% crossing only 6 to 13 of them carry held-out signal
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Table 8: Readout leads over the network on the no-mirror pairs: the network’s crossing minus the readout’s, in
thousands of updates (positive: the readout crosses first), at the network’s 0.5 and 0.9 crossings; medians, with
the number of leading runs in parentheses. Settings of Figure 14, and p = 61 with the random split at ¢ = 0.33;
Tmirror-free split, ¢ = 0.55. Network’s logits, top 8: the network’s own centred logits projected, in class space, onto
the 8 frequencies of the Fourier refit, without fitting.

Readout Crossing p =61t p =61 p=289 p=113 p =149
Refit, all frequencies 0.5 —0.70 (0) —0.68 (0) —0.78 (0) —1.31(0) —1.51(0)
0.9 —0.68 (0) —0.72(0) —1.26(0) —2.15(0) —1.86 (0)
Fourier refit, top 8 0.5 10.78 (9) +0.80 (10) +0.56 (10) +0.86 (10) +1.18 (10)
0.9 —2.46 (0) —1.16 (0) +0.45 (10) -+0.90 (10) +1.21 (10)
Network’s logits, top 8 0.5 40.79 (9) +0.76 (10) +0.52 (10) +0.81 (10) +1.06 (10)
0.9 —3.99 (0) —1.70 (0) +0.34 (10) +0.74 (10) +1.04 (10)
Fourier refit, top 16 0.5 +1.16 (10) +0.73 (10) +0.41 (10) +0.50 (10) +0.65 (10)
0.9 10.87 (9) +0.61 (10) +0.34 (10) +0.47 (10) +0.73 (10)
Logistic probe 0.5 +0.05 (8) +0.02 (8) +40.02 (9) +40.03 (7) +0.06 (9)
0.9 10.18 (9) +0.08 (9) +0.04 (9) +0.04 (10) +0.19 (10)
Runs 10 10 10 10 10

in any run.

Why the same refit leads with one hidden layer and trails here. By (27) the refit’s logits are an
equal-weight sum over all K frequencies, so it tests whether the features reproduce the one-hot label at every
frequency. In replays of three runs of Figure 2 (p = 31, 61 and 101, one seed each, with the parameters
saved every 200 updates), every frequency of the hidden layer carries held-out signal by update 6.4k, 5.2k
and 5.6k, while the network’s held-out accuracy is still below 0.05; the network crosses 50% at 8.2k, 6.6k
and 6.3k. There the full sum is the right readout: keeping only the top 8 frequencies delays it (leads at the
network’s 50% crossing of 2.4k, 1.3k and 0.7k updates, against 2.8k, 1.9k and 1.4k with all frequencies). In
the transformer, 7 carries 6 to 13 frequencies at the network’s 50% crossing (medians 7 to 9 per setting of
Table 8), and the frequencies outside the top 8 have negative held-out R? (medians of —0.27 to —0.79 per
setting). The ridge fits them on the training pairs, where the features encode the labels: in replays of one
run of Figure 5 and one of Figure 15, at the network’s 50% crossing, their training R? is 0.38 and 0.53 and
their held-out R? is —0.42 and —0.49. The network’s own logits, restricted to the same top 8 frequencies
without any fitting, lead its held-out accuracy by about as much as the Fourier-filtered refit (Table 8), so the
restriction removes memorized terms rather than adding signal that the network lacks. This matches what is
known of the two kinds of solution: the sufficiently wide bias-free one-hidden-layer network with quadratic
activation and maximum Lg 3-margin on the full grid uses every frequency [8], and the one-layer transformer
of [2] uses five.
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p = 61, mirror-free, fraction 0.55 p = 89, fraction 0.25
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Figure 14: One block across primes: every run (thin) and the median (thick) (gain 2 — 1, 7 = 5,000;
Av = 0.45, 0.33, 0.275 and 0.23; 10 runs per prime, seeds ¢ = 11-20). At p = 61 the training set is the mirror-free split
of Appendix D.4 (fraction 0.55), so no held-out pair has its mirror in it and the two held-out accuracies coincide. At
each p the training fraction puts the start of the held-out rise after the CE minimum. Rows as in Figure 5, plus the
misclassified training pairs (symmetric log scale): the pass rule requires none inside the window, and the accuracy row
cannot show a few pairs out of thousands. Gray: from the median start to the median end of the windows on all
held-out pairs. Each column ends at its shortest run. Strict passes: 9/10, 10/10, 10/10 and 7/10; the run that fails at
p = 61 ends at held-out accuracy 0.9899, and at p = 149 all 10 runs pass the loose criterion. With a random split at
fraction 0.33, p = 61 passes in 5/10, and all five failures come from the mirror pairs (Figure 16).

Training CE / log p Accuracy Misclassified training pairs Fourier Ay
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Figure 15: Two blocks: every run (thin) and the median (thick) (training fraction 0.2, Ay = 0.275, gain
2 — 1 with 7 = 10,000; 10 runs, seeds ¢ = 11-20: the two-block runs of Figure 5). Panels: the rows of Figure 14. No
run passes: the CE rises during the held-out rise and no training pair is misclassified at any 20-update log inside
the window until 17.8k—22.0k updates, when pairs begin to flip and held-out accuracy falls back. The three other
two-block settings (5 runs each) and the runs of Table 6 are not shown.
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Figure 16: Mirror pairs at p = 61: the random split at ¢ = 0.33 (left; 798 to 827 of the 2,494 held-out pairs
have their mirror in the training set) and a mirror-free split at ¢ = 0.55 (right; none), 10 runs each from the same
initializations. Rows: training CE; held-out accuracy on all pairs (solid), the no-mirror pairs (dashed) and the mirror
pairs (dotted), the refit and the Fourier-filtered refit on all held-out pairs, and training accuracy, medians (dot: median
all-pairs accuracy when the window opens); where each accuracy rises (bar from the median 0.1 to the median 0.9
crossing, dot at the median 0.5 crossing, ticks at each run’s 0.5 crossing); Ay of 7. Gray: the all-pairs window
(median). Bottom: the all-pairs share of the held-out rise inside the window against ao, the all-pairs accuracy when
the window opens, one point per run. Every run lies on the bound (0.9 — max(ao, 0.1))/0.8; open symbols fail (the
mirror-free run that fails, on its final accuracy, is hidden among the others at ag = 0.02).
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Figure 17: Readouts against the network, on the no-mirror pairs. Top: p = 61 with the random split (¢ = 0.33)
and the mirror-free split (¢ = 0.55): held-out accuracy of the network, of the refit (all frequencies) and of the
Fourier-filtered refit with the top 8 and the top 16 frequencies, medians over 10 runs; below, where each rises (bars and
dots as in Figure 16). Bottom: each readout’s lead over the network at the network’s 0.5 and 0.9 crossings (median
over runs; bar from the smallest to the largest run) at the settings of Figure 14 and at p = 61 with the random split;
above zero the readout crosses first. The top-16 readout is post hoc.
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N Cross-appendix notation

Beyond Section 3, the following notation is shared across appendices; other notation is defined locally. We use
j or t for update indices, with H; = H(W ), L; = L(W;,V ;) and F;, G, the departing negative gradients
of Section 3.2. For an indexed pair i = (a;,b;), ; = Zap, and y; = Ya,p,; Y [B] restricts rows and Y (z,:)
selects one row. For matrices indexed on the grid in both coordinates, subscripts such as Y pg restrict rows
to D and columns to S. Matrix inner products are (U, V) = tr(U*V'), where * is conjugate transpose (T
for real matrices); 1p is the indicator of B. ||-[|,,, ®, Var (Z) and S¢ denote the operator norm, entrywise
product, E [|Z — E[Z] |*] and the complement in the stated ambient set. A positive semidefinite matrix’s
supported inverse square root, written STY2 or (S+)1/ 2. acts on its positive-eigenvalue support and is zero
on its kernel. For complete ridge comparison, let U be a full feature table, S, D the training and query rows,
T the matrix of targets on S (not the full-grid target table), and v > 0; put qu =y ||USH§:' and, when qy > 0,
Yy =UpUsUs + qul)tUST. For a same-sized comparison table V', define ¢y, Y’y analogously and set
es =|Vs=Uslp, ep = Vo =Ubpllp, t = |Tllgp, N = |Tllp and L = [Up(U5Us + qul)~'/2[| . All
columns enter these formulas unless stated otherwise; ¢, N, L here are not time, dictionary size or training CE.
The shared comparison is proved in Appendix E, Lemma FE.38, and instantiated in Appendix F, Lemma F.34.

The two assembly results are the entry points for the decay proofs in Appendix G. In the half-grid
construction, By is the full-dimensional initial ball at width M (Definition E.53); Proposition E.54 selects
this ball, the positive head-step cap ng with 1y = 19/2, and the decay cap dy € (0,1/2]. Appendices E and G,
Corollary G.1, use the same ball and head step. The positive-decay corollary uses part (a) of that proposition,
which preserves Theorem 4.1(i)—(iii); the late-refit part (b) assumes zero decay.

For the random split, h = 2a(1 — 3) > 0 is the fixed dictionary height, &g the initial-data event
(Definition F.10), and V¢(S), rnew(S) the train-only center head and prescribed joint-ball radius ((135)
and (141)). Appendix F constructs these objects; Appendix G, Definition G.2 and Corollary G.3, use them
in the pre-sampling decay budget. Here Proposition F.36 transfers all trajectory conclusions whenever each
head increment has norm at most 1. The decay proof checks this hypothesis with data step 1/2, keeping n
in the prescribed radius and error budgets. Identical letters in the two constructions need not denote the
same parameter. Terminating decimals are exact rationals; existence, positivity and bounds are proved where
claimed, not inferred from defining formulas.

E Structured half-grid theorem: construction and estimates

E.1 Statement and conventions

The half-grid data and common diagnostics are defined in the main paper; Section N lists the interface reused
in Appendix G; the construction and proof quantities are defined as they enter below. The default range is
prime p > 97; Theorem 4.1 uses p > 101, and the late-refit module uses p > 1764. The split contains whole
difference classes; all diagonal pairs are held out. It is not an iid split or a guarantee for arbitrary balanced
half-grids. Here P. = C), is class centering and T}, = e, — 1, /p is its centered class-y target.

Public statement and appendix supplement. This appendix proves Theorem 4.1. It also proves the
following additional bound, which is not part of that public statement: for p > 1764, the actual late complete
train-only refit has Fyet(j) < 121/400 at every j € Zjate. The common theorem range is p > 101, although
some construction estimates below hold for p > 97; the public late-refit margin and accuracy guarantee is on
nonsquare differences, not diagonal inputs. The scales are fixed in Definition E.3 and the clock and windows
in (60)—(61); the positive head step and full-dimensional initialization-ball radius are existential, supplied by
Proposition E.54.

E.2 Claim I: construction and uniformly controlled reference dynamics

The construction has two stages. We first bound the uniform source and its Polar rows, using the mask
counts and Fourier covariance blocks. Those bounds then identify the static initializer and verify the exact
frozen-head trajectory in Lemma E.30.
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E.2.1 The static construction

E.2.1.1 Design, visible space and conventions

For the split (10), let @ be the nonzero squares in F,, and d = (p — 1)/2 their number. The visible input
space has dimension 7 = 2p — 1, and the arithmetic dictionary has size N = p?(p — 1) and uniform mass
w=1/N.

Definition E.1 (Visible input space). Set F = (1jefs, —1right)L and let Pg be its orthogonal projector.
The design identities needed below are:

Lemma E.2 (Training design). Every x € Q lies in E. Every a € F, is the left operand of exactly d training
inputs and the right operand of exactly d, and every label occurs exactly d times in S.

Proof. Each x,, has one unit entry in each half. The training inputs with left operand a are (a,a+ q), ¢ € Q,
and similarly on the right. For a difference ¢ € @ and a label y the unique pair is ((y — ¢q)/2, (y + ¢)/2), so
each label occurs once per gq. O

E.2.1.2 The arithmetic core

Fixed construction scales. Write s = ny and A = Ay for the parameters of (3). The half-grid learner
has Ay = 0 except in Appendix G; its positive head step is selected in Proposition E.54.

Definition E.3 (Construction scales). Fix a prime p > 101, A > 0, and then choose € > 0 sufficiently small.
The construction scales are

R=(0\/r)™',  wv=¢/R, Ly = Re 3. (28)
Definition E.4 (Arithmetic masks and reflection pairs). Let | = {0,1,...,d — 1} C F,,. The core dictionary
is A={(l,s,k): L €F), s,k €F,}, of size N. For | = ({,s, k) define

Ars={a:la+sel}, Besk=k— A, Di(a,b) =14, (a)lp, . (b), k= k. (29)

Write A;, By; the mask shift s is unrelated to the step size s. Every core row has mass m = 1/N. Let A,
consist of the pairs {(¢,s,k),(—¢,d — 1 — s,k)} in A. Each pair B € A, has the same mask and class; put
Pp = 2/N and denote these shared objects by D, kp (Lemma E.6). Let C¢ € RA*Ae have entry 1/\@ on
the two rows of each pair and zero elsewhere. Thus CLC¢ = I.

Definition E.5 (Inactive indicators and core heads). For | = (£,s,k) € A, let j, € {0,1}?7 indicate the
inactive left and right operand coordinates, and define the analytic head matrix by

Vi =—oym Ty, (30)

Write (¢, s,k) = (—¢,d — 1 — s, k) for the reflection defining the pairs in A.. Thus the physical heads satisfy
chc =VcCo, with VC,c,B = —uvvPp Thp-

Lemma E.6 (The rectangles). For everyl € A:

(i) |Ai] =d and |B;| = (p+1)/2; ji has ezactly p ones, and for x € Q, j x =0 if Di(x) = 1 while j] z > 1
otherwise.

(i) (Label exclusion) Dj(x) = 1 implies y*(x) # k.
(iii) (Coverage) For x € Q and k # y*(x), exactly d(p + 1)/2 rows 1 with k; = k have Di(x) = 1.
() (Class mass and head frame) >, _, m = 1/p for every class k, and Vc‘_/g = (v?/p)P..

(v) (Reflection pairs) v is a fived-point-free involution of A with A,y = Ay, B,qy = By, k,q) = ki and
Juwy = Ji- Thus A is the disjoint union of N/2 reflection pairs of rows with identical masks, classes,
inactive indicators and masses.

44



Proof. (i) z — £z + s is a bijection of Fy, so |A;| = |l| = d and |B;| = |Af| = p—d; j; has (p — d) +d = p ones,
and j vy = 1{a ¢ A1} +1{b ¢ Bi}.

(ii) If a € A; and a + b = ky, then b € k; — A;, which is disjoint from B.

(iii) Let © = (a,b); then a # k — b. By the definition (29) of the masks, D;(x) = 1 with k; = k means
la+s € land £(k—b)+s ¢l An affine bijection z — £z + s is determined by the images of the two distinct
points a, k — b, and every pair of distinct images arises, so there are exactly |I||I°| = d(p + 1)/2 such rows.

(iv) Each class has p(p — 1) rows of mass 1/N. Hence

_ T
VeVe=v° ZﬂlTlele = (v*/p) ZTka,T = (v*/p)P..
] e

(v) zelifand only if d —1—z € 1, since z +— d — 1 — z maps {0,...,d — 1} onto itself and {d,...,p — 1}

onto {d—p,...,—1}={d,...,p—1}. As —la+d—-1—s=d—1— (a—+ s), the rows [ and ¢(I) have the
same A, hence the same B and j. Clearly ¢ o is the identity, and ¢(I) = | would require £ = —¢, impossible
for odd p. O

Definition E.7 (Uniform source and mask tables). Let X s and X giq have rows z ' on the indicated input

sets. Write g; = D; € R and let Dgyiq € {0, 1} have columns g;; Dy is its training-row restriction. The
uniform source and its fixed physical compression are

1
b = np Z Dy(z)z, Foe RV, Foy=ymb|, %o=F;Fy, Fo.=CcFo. (31)
€S

By (31), put Fuu := Fo = (\/E/(np))D:ngs and Qqr = pOol(Funif). The positive-pair source has the
same nonzero singular values as F.

Definition E.8 (Uniform anchor). With Qg just defined, let H = H® = Dyiq © (X gr1aQr)-

By (64), at uniform probabilities the physical core source is vFy . and its analytic lift is vFy. The table
HOR will supply the Fourier anchor in Section E.3.1.

E.2.1.3 Counts, covariance blocks and inverse roots

For the interval calculations, write b = d and ¢ = (p + 1)/2 for the left- and right-operand mask sizes,
so the rectangle size is u = bc = (p? — 1)/4. The base interval is I = | and its reflected complement is
I'=-I°={1,...,¢c}.

Definition E.9 (Character operators and Fourier modes). Let x2 be the quadratic character, with x2(0) = 0.
Let (C_)a. = x2(2—a) and C; = C". Put e(y) = e2™¥/? and f(t) = > o fla)e(—ta). Define the Hermitian
multiplier H,, to have eigenvalue x2(t) on the Fourier vector (p~'/2e(ta))qcr,, and put T = Y, x2(a)e(—a).
Write ef = ((p~1/2e(ta)),,0) and eff = (0, (p~/2e(ta)),) in C*, and e. = (1,1)//2p. Put T=[27].
Lemma E.10 (Character operators). For every odd prime p, |7|> = p and T = x2(—1)7 (see also [32]).
Moreover C_ =7H,, C, =TH,, Hi =P.,Ci1=0,C; =x2(-1)C_ andC_CL =C,.C_ =pP,.
In particular x2(y) = (7/p) 3_,, 20 X2(m)e(my) for all y.

Proof. Write e;(a) = p~'/2¢(ta) for the normalized Fourier vector. For t # 0, substitution y = z — a gives
C_e; = x2(t)Ter; C— annihilates constants. Also 7 = x2(—1)7 by a — —a, and

T2 =D xe(w) Y e(b(l—w) = (p—1) = Y xa(u) =p.

b#0 u#l

Here > x2 = 0 by nonsquare dilation. Transpose and Fourier inversion give all remaining identities. In
particular, T is Hermitian, T? = pll and ||T| = NG O

Thus 7 is real for p = 1 (mod 4) and imaginary for p = 3 (mod 4); neither its sign nor a reality assumption
is used.

For a fixed mask, write a = 14, and 5 = 1p, for the left and right indicators, with intersection indicator
L =a® 3 and size h = |A; N By|. The count calculation uses the signed character count Z = o' C_f and
the number n; = E; of active training inputs.
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Definition E.11 (Training counts and interval powers). The QR training-count vector n = npb; has operand
blocks

L(a) ala)#{z € B;: (a,2) € S},
R(z) = B(z)#{a € A1 : (a,2) € S}.

Expectations E average over ! uniform on A. Put B = \/@wDgiq and

wo =111, W =1r@)PF Te=) Wl
v#0

n
n

Lemma E.12 (Exact counts and mask moments). Let p > 5 be prime.

(i) The QR training counts are

n* =1(ca—L+aoC_p),
n®=108-L+B80C,a).

The source row is Fypir; = (\/E/(np))nT

(ii) Both count blocks sum to the number of active training inputs: 1" n? =1Tnf =n; = (u —h +2)/2,
with |2 < u/\/p.

(iii) Write 1 < (p,t1,t2) with p =071, t; = —s and ty = lk +s. This is a bijection A — FX x F,, x Fp,, and
A= p(l +t1), Br = p(I' +t2) with I' = {1,...,¢} = —I°. For fized p, t1,ts are independent and
uniform.

(iv) With Var (k) the variance under E: E[h] = u/p, E [h?] = u/3, Var (h) = u(p? + 3)/(12p*), E[E] =
E[hZ] = 0 and E [E?] = p Var (h). Hence E[n;] = u(p —1)/(2p) and Var (n;) = (p+ 1) Var (h) /4.

Proof. Parts (i)—(iii) give the count formulas and a convenient parameterization of the masks. For part (iv),
we use that parameterization to diagonalize the mask kernel and read off the moments of i and =.

(i) Expand 1g(t) = [1 — 14=0 + x2(t)]/2 in each QR count; the source factor is (31).

(ii) Sum the two count formulas, using 1" (a © C_p) = Z = 17 (8 ® Cya). By Lemma E.10, = =
(Pa)TC_(P.§) with [|C_||,, = 5 and [ P.al = | oI = u/p.

(iii) This is direct: Ay = ¢~1(I —s) and B =k — (71(I¢ — s) = L7 Y(I" + lk + ).

(iv) Put B = \/@Dgq and K = BB'. In the orthonormal grid basis ¢, .(a,2) = p~le(ra + sz), its
eigenvalues are

1 N N
Ar, s) = =1 Do Wy wo =), w, = 1n()f (32)
p#0
Indeed, the coefficient of column [ is /@ p~'14,(r)15,(s). Conditional on u, the independent translations
of Aj, B; from (iii) annihilate all unequal frequency pairs. The remaining diagonal average is (32). Here

wo = b?, wl) = ¢ and w], = w, for v # 0. Here |y| is the absolute value of the representative of y € F, in
{=(p—1)/2,...,(p—1)/2}. The cyclic autocorrelation |I N (I + y)| = b — |y| gives, by Parseval,

So=py (b—|y)* —b* = (* - D +3)/48. (33)

For the two grid functions dy(a, z) = 1[a = 2] and ¢,(a, z) = x2(z — a), the Fourier coefficients at (r, s)
are 1[r +s = 0] and 1[r + s = 0]7x2(s). Since h = (g;,do) and = = (g;, ¢), their second moments are the
corresponding quadratic forms of K. Using A(0,0) = u?/p? and \(—s, s) = Xo/[p?(p — 1)] for s # 0 gives

U2+EQ

u EQ
E[h?] = =, E[=2?] = ==, E[h=] = 0. 34
p =Rt e Epg e
The first moments are E [h] = u/p, E[Z] = 0, since E [g;] = u/p?. Combining these first moments with (34)
gives Var (h) = Xo/p?, with ¥ evaluated in (33). Substituting into n; = (u — h + Z)/2 gives the stated mean
and variance of n;. O
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Line-sum evaluations.

Definition E.13 (Line-sum quantities). For z # 0, 1, define W(z) = 3_, s wewiy1—») and Jy =37 5 x2(v)w,.
In the following line sums, every z ranges over F, \ {0,1}:

J_DWE) o W12 SoeEWE) | e) e - )W)

-1 prp—-1) pPe-1) 7 p(p—1)
Put 3y = 37, o wWe, g0 = 4p/+/(p+ 1)(p* +1) and 9 = 2p/(p* + 1).

Write j = g2J, ro = g2R, u = g2U and w = g2V for the normalized total, central, one-character and
two-character line sums, respectively. Directly,

D=3 o WA/2) B (p+ D’ +3)
24p? ’ p*p—-1) p*(p-1) 48p? ’ (35)
(-1 -5
p*(p—1)

The evaluations follow from Y7, W(z) = X3 — X3 and ), x2(2(1 — 2))W(2) = J2 — x2(—1)22. The first is
obtained by writing the double sum »>, 3", o s WmWi—m = 3., 20 Wm (X1 — wy,) With m = tz. The second
is the same double sum with the weights x2(m)x2(t —m); the full convolution square of yow is J2, and its
t =0 term is x2(—1)3s.

Consequently j = 2(p? — 3)/(3(p? + 1)) and ro = (p* + 3)/(3(p* + 1)).

Definition E.14 (Covariance blocks). Set

(p+1)(5p* — 3) p+1 2 j+pw
e = Cox=0(1- 1), eg=——" ,
* 7 3(p—1)2(p? + 1) ( (p—1)2) ' p—1  (p—1)2 (36)
(o2 2 2(1 +u) o _ 20
p—1 (-2 7 (p-12 U
fT7 X2(_1) = _17
€ + X er
E— D= —ko + k f 37
R B R eyt @
f ko — kg

Define M 4 = gy *(I+E=+D) and ¢y = E [n?] /b?. For the covariance computation, Pg denotes multiplication
by 1o(z —a).

Lemma E.15 (Exact source covariance). Let p > 5 be prime. For t # 0 with ¢ = x2(t), the matriz of

PP F | Foie on the ordered pair (e, el is

M, = g;*(1+E +<D). (38)
On constants, p5FInifFunifec = 2cpe. and F (1, —1) = 0, where
E 2 2 1 2(02 3 2
b? p? 48p*(p — 1) p?

Equivalently, anifFumf =p M4+ @ILy + M_®TII_ +2cpece. ] with Iy = (P.+ H,)/2. Here M @ 13
acts by M on the operand index and by IIy on the input coordinate.

Proof. We compute the covariance one Fourier plane at a time. The mask-kernel eigenvalues in (32) supply
the weights; the two exceptional terms s = 0,¢ and the remaining line sums then give the block in (38).

Write ¢ = 1¢ and F it = (np) "B P X gria. The indicator has §(0) = b and §(s) = (=1 + 7x2(s))/2
for s # 0. The two masked operand modes have grid Fourier coefficients p~1/21[r + s = t]4(s) and
p~'21[r + s = t]G(s — t). By (32), different ¢ do not mix, and their Gram is

M, = bLQZ)\(t —s,8) {A( |(j(s)|2 q(s)a(s —t) ) (40)

(s —t)q(s) la(s —t)P?




Here p°/(n?p3) = b=2 accounts for all normalizations.

Put L = bc3/[p?(p — 1)] and R’ = b3¢/[p?(p — 1)]. For t # 0, the terms s = 0,¢ use A(t,0) = L,
M0,t) = R/, with L + R' = 2952 and L — R’ = 2g;?9. The remaining terms, indexed by s = tz, have
weight W(z2)/[p?(p — 1)]. Their character sums are precisely J, U,V of Definition E.13. For example, using
W(z) = W(1 — 2) and 7x2(—1) = T gives

L+ R _ n J+pV —2x2(t)7U

(Mi)Lr = % ()T —1) 12

For the diagonal entries use |§(s)|?> = (p+ 1 — 2ReT x2(s))/4 for s # 0. Substitution of (36)—(37) now gives
M, = go_z(]l + E + x2(t)D) in both Gauss phases. At ¢t = 0 the two columns agree, each Gram entry is
E [nﬂ /b? = ¢y by Lemma E.12(iv), and the constant block is co11T. Its eigenvalues are 2cy and zero. [

Lemma E.16 (Character-sum envelope). For every prime p > 5, |ul <j < 2/3 and —rg < w < j. If
x2(—1) = —1, then J, =0 and V = —R, so w = —ry.

Proof. The nonnegative weights W(z) give |U|, |V| < J. In the imaginary phase, pairing z, —x in J, gives zero
since w_, = wy; now use (35). In the real phase the same identity gives V = (Jf< - ) /[P?*(p—1)]>-R. O

Definition E.17 (Supported inverse-root quantities). The inverse roots M;lm exist for p > 97 by
Lemma E.18(i). Define

o —1/2 —1/2 _ ~1/2 ~1/2 1 11
Gavg—%(M+ +M_ )7 Gdiff—%(M+ -M_ )7 Gconst—m{l 1:|-
Put A, = Gavg/QOz A, = GdiH/QOa and fp = \/ﬁQO/b-

For p > 97 both blocks My are positive definite (Lemma E.18(i) below). The inverse root of F'| ¢ Funi
on its support F, with Py = 11" /p, is therefore

(1'7‘1—1rnif171u1'1if)Jrl/2 = p5/2 [Gavg & Pc + CYVdiH 0y HX + Gconst ® PO]- (41)
The quantities Glavg, Gaiff; Geonst, Ae, Ao, fp are defined in Definition E.17; only the structural constant-minus
direction is null. Multiplying the QR source row in Lemma E.12(i) by the supported inverse root (41) gives

QgR,l = \/’Eg [Gavg ®@ P.+ Gair @ HX

42
+ Gconst & PO} n. ( )

These operators are real. If xo(—1) = —1 then M_ = M, so Gy is real symmetric and Gqig is imaginary
Hermitian. Also T ® H, acts as (w,v) — (C_v,C w).

Lemma E.18 (Inverse-root bounds). Let p > 97 be prime.
(i) 1901 < M+ < 12951
(it) ||Ae —1I|| < 3/p. The matriz A, = [a;;] is real symmetric, with 1 —3/p < a11,a22 < 1+ 3/p and
la12| = |az21| < 3/p.
(iti) || Ao + T /pll < 15/(2p*?); hence || Ao|| < (1 +15/(2p))//p.
(iv) f, <8/(p—1) and co > u®/p?.

Proof. First we bound the two covariance perturbations to prove (i) and justify the inverse-root series. We
then separate terms containing even or odd numbers of D factors: the even part gives (ii), while a cancellation
in the odd part gives the sharper approximation in (iii). Part (iv) follows from the explicit scalar formulas.

Scalar inputs and positivity, part (i). Write a = ey, h =trD/2, E = E — al, D = D — hl, ¢ = tr(E?)/2,
d? = tr(D?)/2 with e,d > 0, and ¢ = tr(ED)/2. Set s = ||[E||, t = |D||, £ = 39/8 and m = 21/10.
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These letters are local to this proof. The traceless Hermitian matrices satisfy E? = €21, D? = d2I and
ED + DE = 2cl. Substituting the envelope of Lemma E.16 in (36) gives

Dcacl B o p 108 <33
3p 4p’ 8p’ 256p’ 16,/p’
(43)
L 7 24
|h| < 22 le| < 5p32

For explicit checks, px < 2, 2 < pf < 2+ 7/(2p) < 41/20, while p*ko < 7/2 and p*k; < 25/6 in the real phase.
The lower a bound reduces to 15p% — 13p? 4+ 7p — 5 > 0. The envelope also gives e; < 0 and

9 1 1+8/p 12
< Py TP 22
Pels =3 +3+ 5o <3

so p?e? < 4+ (12/5)? < (25/8)2. Also pd® < (41/20)% + 625/(36p*) < (33/16)2. In the imaginary phase

h = ¢ = 0; otherwise h = —7ko and ¢ = 7(xk; + e1f), whence
25 2 1 1+8 7 24
P < B [ 2y 1, 1v8 Ty
3p p—1 3 3(p-1) 2p 5

The last bounds hold at 97 and improve thereafter. Thus ||E|| + ||D|| < a+ e+ |h| +d < 39/(8p) + (33/16 +
7/(2p))//P < 4/15, proving (i); the last inequality holds at 97 using v/97 > 49/5 and improves thereafter.

Separating the inverse-root series. The bound s + ¢t < 4/15 just proved ensures convergence for both
signs in (I+ E £ D)~'/2. Put z, = (**)/4" and C = 3(ED + DE)/8 — 5D”/16. Define the convergent parity
remainders

1

R.=3 Y (-1)"zl(E+D)" + (E- D),
n>3

R, = % S (~1)"2,[(E+ D)" — (E— D)"].
n>4

The convergent binomial series for (I + E + D)~/ gives

A, —1= —§+§(E2+D2)+Re,
D ° 5 (44)
A =—5 +C- E(EZD + EDE + DE?) + R,

The even and odd combinations retain only words containing respectively an even and an odd number of D
factors; no commutation is assumed. The coeflicients z, decrease, so geometric summation gives

5 s34+ 3st2 — s* +t*

R.| < — )
I ||_16 (1—29)2—1¢2
3 3 _a.d 2.3 5
|\Ro||§§48t+48t 3s*t + 2s5°t° +t
128 (1—s5)2—1¢2

Here s < {/p, t <m/\/p, and (1 — 5)? —t? > 1 — (20 +m?)/p > 17/20. Dropping the negative numerator
terms and evaluating at 97 yields

||R||<2—5 £+3€m2+m4 <l
Pliftell = 65 | 972 97 20’

175 [463m + 202m3  40m3 + mj 4
+ < 5

PR, < 170 [

944 972 97

These bounds improve thereafter.
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The even part, part (ii). We combine the first line of (44) with its remainder budget in (45). Since
—a/2 + 3d?/8 > 0, the quadratic even term satisfies

E 3
pH— + 2 (E*+D?)

4681 25  3(*/8+693/128 147 53
2 8 <

6144 ' 16 p 32p2 20

Adding p||R.|| < 7/20 from (45) proves ||A. —I|| < 3/p. The real-phase roots are real symmetric and the
imaginary-phase roots are conjugates, proving the reality and entry bounds in (ii).

The odd part, part (iii). In the second line of (44), the terms collected in C must be estimated together.
The traceless identities give the cancellation directly:

(46)

The scalar bounds (43) imply |3a/4 — 5d?/16| < 15/(128p). Applying them to the three coefficients in (46)
consequently gives
18 495 151977/8192 + 525/64 24255 1715 33

3/2 C -© -
PICl < 5+ 5o * p T loea? T8 %

The mixed cubic terms contribute at most 15s%t/16 < 1/(2p3/2). Finally the explicit form of D gives
/2| = D/2+ T/p| <p*(2+1/p)/(p — 1)® < 33/16: in the real phase use 1 +u+ /92 + (u— (p— 1)/p)2 <
2 4 1/p; the imaginary-phase expression is smaller. The second line of (44) now has four contributions: the
leading-term error, C, the mixed cubic terms, and the remainder bounded in (45). Adding them gives

33 33 1 4 599 15
2 A, +T —+—+-t-o=—< —. 4
P4+ T/l <S04 B 1 2P0 (47)
Adding | T||/p = p~'/? to (47) proves the remaining bound in (iii).
(iv) g5 > > p/16 gives go < 4//P, so f, < 8/(p — 1). The bound on ¢y is (39). O

For a source supported on E, write oyin,g(F) = min,cp, =1 || Fz|.
Lemma E.19 (Uniform source). (i) owminz(Fo) > 1/(5p?).
(ii) For everyl € A: pol(Fo) @ > 3./m whenever Dy(x) =1, and pol(Fo), x < 1f\/m for every x € Q.

Proof. The two bounds use the notation and formulas of Appendix E.2.1.3, where Funit = Fo and Qqr =
pol(Fy). The singular-value bound in (i) follows from the covariance blocks. For the row bounds in (ii), we
first control the training counts, then insert them into (42). The resulting row formula separates a signed
count contribution from the inverse-root errors.

(i) On the nonconstant Fourier planes, p°X has blocks M .; on the constant line in E it has eigenvalue
2c¢p. The root bounds give M4 = (11/15)g; %1 = (11p/240)IL, while 2¢y > 2u?/p? > g5 > p/16. Thus
Omin. 5 (Fo) > /11/240p~2 > 1/(5p?).

(ii) Fix a row and write a = 14, 8 =15, L =a ® 3, h = |[AN B| and n = (n¥,n®) = npb,. Set
E_=i(u—b—u/\/p) and E; = (u+u/\/p). Lemma E.12(i)—(ii), together with 0 < h < b, gives

E_<E<E,.

We first give the two count budgets used below. Put M, = ,/p[log(p + 1) + 3 — 2log 2]/(2v/2). For every
affine image D of | or I’ = —1¢ and every vy,

> xa(w—y)

weD

9p

<M —=. 4
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Indeed, Fourier inversion and |7| = \/p bound this sum by p~1/2 > om0 |1y(m)|. Put 6,, = 7m/(2p) and

K = [b/2]. The summand is (2sin6,,)~* for odd m and (2cosf,,)~! for even m. Pair m with p —m, use
sin@ > 2/20/7 and cos@ > 1//2 for < 7/4, and use K < (p+ 1)/4. Then the sum is at most

K
%Z2j1—1+\@tbm <\%(1+%logK)+QLﬁ§\/ﬁMp.

The harmonic bound follows by integrating 1/w on [2j —2,2j] for j > 2. The ratio M, /p decreases for p > 97,
and Mgy < 21.7 < 9-97/40. Because A, B have the required affine forms (Lemma E.12), this bounds every
entry of C_f and Ca.

The character-sum cap (48) gives two count budgets: a coordinate bound for the even inverse-root error
and a norm bound for the odd error. Set vy, = max(||P.n? ||, |[|[Pcn’t||s) and v2 = || P.nk|? + || P.nf|2.
Each centered count lies between —E /p and (¢ + M,)/2 — E_ /p; the latter is below 19p/80 + \/p/8 +1/2 +
1/(8p) < p/3, s0 Voo < p/3. The two uncentered blocks have the same sum E; and respective entry caps
(c+M,)/2,(b+ M,)/2. Therefore

vy < (p/2+My)Ey — 2E7 /p < (29p/40) B, — 2E7 /p < p*/16. (49)

For the final inequality put t = p~%/2 < 1/9. Since E; < E, < p*(1 +1)/8 < 5p?/36 < 29p?/160, the
quadratic is increasing through this interval, and its upper bound divided by p? is (19 + 9¢ — 10¢?) /320 < 1/16.
Decomposing a Polar row. We now apply ve < p/3 and (49) to the inverse-root row. Put v, =
2E;/(pgov/2¢co) and, for x = z,., define
Si(x) = (Pen®)(a) + (Pen)(2) — [(C-n")(a) + (C4n")(2)]/p,
Az)=2"((Ac = 1) ® P.)n,
Ao(z) = 2" ((Ao + T/p) @ Hy)n.

The inverse-root row formula (42) now reads

pol(Fy)x

T Jo[Si1(@) + Ac() + Ao(2) 4 7] (50)
Lemma E.18(ii)—(iii) and Hi = P, give
15v/2 15v/2
A< Gr2VEn < 2B A < V2, 12V
2p°/? 8 (51)
11
[Ac| + |A| < -
2
The formulas for gg, cg give
8
— <[fp<—=  (u/p)* <co < (u/p)*(1+1/(2p)),
p+2 —1 (52)
VP VP
EI

The two sides of the ~; estimate follow from the count and covariance bounds as follows. Indeed
2E; > u(l —1/c — p~/2) > 3u/4 and pgov/2co < 6u/,/p prove the lower bound on +;. For the upper bound,

substitution of Ey gives v/\/p < (1 +p~/2)y/1+2/p/(4v/2) < 1/4 for p > 97.
Lower bound on active inputs. With the errors in (50) controlled, it remains to bound S;(z). On an active
mask, a € A,z € B. Put ¢, = f(a) + a(z). Substitution of the count formulas yields

Si(x) = (p— €)/2 = 2E;/p + [c(C-p)(a) + b(C+a)(2)]/(2p)
+(C-L)(a) + (C1L)(2)]/(2p (53)
— [(C- diag(B)Cya)(a) + (C diag(a)C - 5)(2)]/(2p)-
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In (53), we bound the middle-line intersection term first, then apply a projection estimate to each quadratic
term in the last line. The middle line is at least (e, — 2h)/(2p). For an orthogonal projection P, |v"T Pw| <
(JoTw| + |Jv||||wl]])/2, since 2P — T is orthogonal. Apply this with (v,w, P) = (Cye,,Cya, dlagﬂ ) and then
with (C_e,,C_p,diag o). The two quadratic terms are at most (¢ + +/(p — 1)u)/2 and (b+ /(p — 1)u)/2.
The h terms cancel, giving

Si(z) > p/2—u/p—1+1/p—u/p*?
-M,/2—-1/4—+/(p—1D)u/(2p) (54)
> 11p/80 — /p/2 — 5/4.

Upper bound on all inputs. Here the count budgets suffice, without assuming D;(x) = 1. For arbitrary =z,
Cauchy-Schwarz on the character rows and || P.n”| + ||P.n%|| < v2v; < 3p3/2/8 give

Si(z) <p/2+M, —2E_/p+ - ppf ! V2uy < 17p/20 + /p/4 +1/2. (55)

Assembling the row margins. Insert (54) and (55) into (50), using the error budget (51) and the scales
(52). The bracket in the row formula is consequently above 11p/80 — 3,/p/8 — 27/4 > 0 on the mask and
below 17p/20 + /p/2 + 6 everywhere. Thus

pol(Fo)x N 11p — 30,/p — 540 N 13
VT 10(p +2) 60
pol(Fo)xz  34p/5+4/p+48 17
< < —.
VT p—1 2
For the upper bound a nonpositive bracket is immediate. The final scalar inequalities are 53p—180,/p—3266 >
0 and 17p — 40,/p — 565 > 0; both hold at 97 using V/97 < 10, and increase thereafter. O

(Di(x) = 1),

E.2.1.4 Helpers and training-invisible queries

Definition E.20 (Fixed active bank and width padding). The active physical bank consists of N/2 core pair
rows B € A., p ordinary helpers u € IF),, and p training-invisible queries u € IF,,, with the roles described in
Section 4.1. At every admitted width M > My, append M — (N/2 + 2p) dormant rows; this is at least n
and equals n at My,;,. The canonical incoming row of each dormant unit is 712Tp and its head column is zero.
Its grid preactivation is —2. No coordinate is tied in the full-dimensional initialization ball.

Definition E.21 (Row helpers). Define
Trow € {0,117, (Jrow) @y = 1o = . (56)
The incoming rows are W’“O’m = W?V,u = Lyg(2e, — 1;0), and their heads are
V3 =0. (57)

Their nominal feature table is H\™ = LygJ ow. At the nominal helper rows the helper features are
ReLU(WN wZab) = Ligt1{a = u}, so exactly one helper is active at each input.

Definition E.22 (Training-invisible query rows). For u € F,,, let D,, = {(u,w) € D} and ¢(u) = 2u + 1. Put
A, =21R/10 and v = ¢, and set

W = W4, = A (26, — 1;—21444).

The query heads are
24e 24v

VWlt VO — Tcu —
7 p(21R/10) ™ T pA,

Let H gt denote the query ReLU table.
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Lemma E.23 (Query witness). (i) c(u) # y*(x) for every x € D, and c(u) = y; for the training input
i=(u,u+1).

(i) The witness just defined has preactivations equal to A, on D, and in {—A., —3A.} elsewhere; in

particular they are negative on S. Its feature table Hg’t has column u equal to A.1lp,, which is

|2F =p(p+1)A2/2 < A%p?. Its logits

nonnegative and supported in one first-operand row, and HHVCSit
vanish on S and equal (24¢/p)T () on Dy.

Proof. (i) ¢(u) =u+w means w —u =1 € Q, so (u,w) € S; and (u,u+ 1) € S has label 2u + 1. (ii) The
left part of the preactivation at (a,w) is £A, according to a = u or a # u, and the right part is —2A, if
w—u € @ and 0 otherwise. On row w this gives A, at held-out and —A, at training inputs, and on the other
rows —A, or —3A,. The energy is p - %Az. On D, only row u is active. O

Actual source identities. Write P(f). = e/c/ Y, e/* for softmax and r, = e,.(,) — P(f(z)) for the

negative derivative of cross-entropy with respect to the example logits. The sources FF = —Vw L and
G = —Vvy L have, for a hidden row with incoming row w and head column ¢, the row and column
1 1
F.ow= -~ ;9 1wz >0} (¢"ry)z’, Geo = - z&;m ReLU(wzx), (59)
xr x

since ReLU’(0) = 0. Rows of F lie in E (Lemma E.2), so FPg = F and rank F' < r at every state.

E.2.1.5 Physical realization and positive compression
Definition E.24 (Fixed positive pair isometry). Put M,.. = N/2 + 2p. In core/helper/query order define
Coci = diag(Cc, 1, I,) € RVF2>Mace O O, =T

It lifts an active physical state by Eact (W, V) = (Cact W, VCICt). The paired rows have identical masks,
so positive homogeneity gives the analytic observer table H*"® = H aCtC;—Ct and preserves logits and the
example-row Gram matrix H H 7. Dormant rows are ordinary independent physical coordinates, not part of

this isometry.

Lemma E.25 (Positive lifts and full-column observers). Let C € R™*" satisfy C'C =1, with each row a
positive multiple of a coordinate row. For (W, V) = (CW ., VCCT), the feature table is H = H.C'" and the
logits agree. For every example-row map P, |PH||r = ||PH.| F, also on each feature block preserved by C'.
The exzample-row Gram matriz and prescribed ridge penalty agree. When that penalty is positive, the complete
train-only refit predictions, errors and accuracies agree, and its coefficient matriz is CB.. Appending zero
feature columns preserves these same quantities, with the refit assertions again restricted to a positive penalty.
For every compatible matriz F.,

(CF.)"(CF.)=F/F.,  pol(CF.)=Cpol(F.),
including the zero-source case.

Proof. Positive homogeneity of ReLLU gives H = H .C" rowwise, including at zero preactivations. The
identity C'C =1 then gives equality of logits and example-row Gram matrices, and

|PH|% =tr(PH.C'CH!P") = |PH.|3%.

The same calculation applies blockwise when the lift preserves that partition. Lemma E.38(i) gives the
complete refit assertions and the zero-column assertion.

If F.=UXZ" is a thin positive SVD, then CF,. = (CU)XZ" is one because (CU)TCU = 1. This
proves both source identities; if F'. = 0, both Polar factors vanish. O
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E.2.2 Explicit initialization and uniformly controlled reference dynamics

Use the construction scales of Definition E.3. Put p. = €* and p, = p./8. The fixed geometric clock and the
certified windows are

Geix = (9/10)1/32, s = (1= qen) /A,
1og<4/p*>w - . (60)
J = 5 ;5 = J O S S J .
{— log geix pi= e (0S5 )
The certified windows are
Iearly:{lgjgjzpj 29/10}7 Ilate:{1 §j§J5p*/2§Pj Sp*} (61)

Lemma E.26 (Clock and windows). For 0 < € < 1/200 and the prescribed windows (61), 0 < As < 1/8,
pi = pg > pg for 0 < j < J, and p; < p./2. Moreover Leariy = {1,...,32}, Ljate contains at least sizteen
integers, and max Learly < min Zyyge.

Proof. We first locate the last arrival relative to p., then count late arrivals starting at the first crossing of
p«. Let a = —log gai = 10g(10/9)/32. Since gax > 7/8, As =1 — qoie < 1/8. With J = [log(4/p+)/al,

qereps /4 < pg < pi/4, (62)

s0 py > pg and py < pi/2. Also ¢2} = 9/10. Since p; < p./4 < 9/10 = p3a, we have J > 32 and hence
Zearty = {1,...,32}. Let jo be the first index with p;, < p,; it exists by (62), and jo > 1 since pg = 1 > p,.
Minimality gives, for 0 < k < 15,

jo+k k+1 16
Pe = qgi)k > Gk Px > qakPx > p*/2,

since ¢l = 1/9/10 > 1/2. As p; < p./2, these indices are strictly below J. Thus jo,...,jo + 15 belong to
Tlate- Finally € < 1/200 gives p. < 9/10, so every late index follows 32. O

Here n = ny is the head data step and dy = ny Ay is its per-step decoupled shrinkage; the continuation
below allows both parameters to vary about zero.

Definition E.27 (Actual update map). For head parameters n,dy € R, write U, q4,, (W, V) for
(qecW + s Npoi(F), (1 —dv)V +nNp(GQ)), (63)

with FF = F(W,V), G = G(W,V) and the zero conventions of (3). Use the departure conventions of
Section 3.2; the frozen-head reference sets n = dy = 0.

For each pair B, let jp be its shared inactive-coordinate vector. Put D¢ (z) = diag((Dp(z))pea.),
Jo = (i5)Ben., 9= 4V2R/p, and g. = v/2g. The physical anchor is

c T
QQR,C = pOl(FO,c) = CgQQRa HgR’ (z) = Dc(x)QQR,cx = (HSFCC) .

Here HgR’c(x) is a feature column; its full table is HgR’C = HORC(. The uniform-source row bounds in
Lemma E.19(ii) apply to the physical pair rows with /P = v/2,/7.

Definition E.28 (Static convex initialization). Before initializing the network, solve the following fixed-mask
program:

A={A RV APy = A, |Allp <1},

2.(4) = - 3" CE(RV . Do (a) Az, y* (x).
€S

Q. =argmin®.(A).
AcA
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Lemma E.30 proves existence and uniqueness for small e. This is a one-time training-data-dependent initializer,
not a projection or an additional operation in the trained optimizer. The analytic lift is Q2" = C¢Q.. For
this static program only, P4(- | #) denotes the softmax of RV ¢ .D¢(x)Az, and define

=~ VP,
F(A)p = TB > Dp(x)Palkp | z)a". (64)
€S
The formal masks are used only to define this convex program; its minimizer will be shown to have precisely

these masks in the actual ReLLU network.
The analytic core rows (used only as the positive lift of the physical pair bank) are

Wo ana __ RQana o gle7 VO ,ana *U\/ETM' (65)

The physical incoming rows are Woa g =RQ.p— gejp, with heads

Vs =-vVPsTh,. (66)

They equal CgW%ana and V%anaCC, respectively. Starting from these rows, the helper/query rows and the
dormant rows of Definition E.20, keep the heads frozen and update by Uy . Let W%J be the physical core

incoming block at arrival j, so thyb ReLU(X gria (W5 ;) 1)

Definition E.29 (Discrete reference feature tables). The reference trajectory is constructed in Lemma E.30;
only its discrete arrivals are used. The physical active feature table and its padded width-M table are

Hact [thyi ‘ thyq | thyq}, H]VI [Hact | 0p2><(M (N/2+2p))] (67)

Each block is the ReLU feature table of the corresponding physical rows at arrival j. The analytic observer,
a lift of this same active trajectory, is

H™ = [HYYCL | HYY | HYY). (68)

At every reference arrival the helper and query blocks are respectively p;LiifJ ow and p; H Wit; the dor-
mant feature columns vanish. The complete refit with its prescribed penalty is computed from any of
H; M , H act , H5™; these tables have the same example-row Gram matrix HH T and Frobenius norms after

the ﬁxed 1s0metrlc lift and zero padding. The point feature H pcf)‘;'s (z) = hpcf)‘;'s (z) is a column vector, and
Hp j(z) is its component indexed by B.

Feature-table order. Analytic observer tables use the fixed order core/helper/query. Physical width-M
tables append dormant zero columns at the right. The analytic lift in (68) preserves the example-row Gram
matrix; zero padding preserves it as well.

Lemma E.30 (Static convex core and exact reference dynamics). Fiz a prime p > 101 and A > 0. For all
sufficiently small € > 0, the static program just defined has a unique minimizer Q.. It is a supported partial
isometry, QZQ6 =Pg, and Q. = Qqgr, as €l 0.
The actual frozen-head reference initialized above has, for every 0 < j < J, the exact core weights and
feature vector
W, =RQ,—pgJc,  HZYV(z)=RDc(2)Q,x. (69)

FEvery departure source has rank r. The grid gates are the prescribed ones: core row B is active exactly on
Dp, helper row u exactly when the first operand is u, query row u exactly on D,, and dormant rows never.
Uniformly in j < J, the physical core table divided by R converges to HQR ; on each active mask its values

satisfy
éR\/PB < HBJ(J:) < 9R+\/ Ppg.
The reference training logits, and hence its training CE, are constant throughout this horizon.

Proof. The proof has three steps. Uniform closeness to the source Fy . gives full supported rank throughout
the static program. First-order optimality then identifies its minimizer as a Polar factor and proves uniqueness.
Finally, strict gate signs let us substitute that same factor into the actual update and verify (69) by induction.
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The static program. The objective ®. is continuous and convex on the compact convex set A, so it has a
- =T
minimizer. Lemma E.6(iv) and the fixed pair lift give V¢, .V . = (v*/p)P.. For every A € A, therefore,

|RV c.Dc(z)Az||2 < ey/2/p. (70)

Label exclusion gives —V 4®.(A) = eF(A), with the fixed-mask source (64). Each softmax coordinate
has gradient ¢; norm at most 1/2, so (70) controls its deviation from 1/p. Using > 5 PpDp(z) < 1 and
el = V2 gives .

[F(A) = Focllr < \/isu]g [Pk | z) =1/pl < ¢/\/p. (71)

All sources are supported on E. The uniform bound (71), together with the singular-value floor in
Lemma E.19(i) and the pair isometry, therefore gives full supported rank for every A € A when € is small.

Optimality identifies the Polar factor. At a minimizer, the first-order inequality says that A maximizes
<F(A), B> over B € A. For a source of rank r on F, the unique maximizer is its supported Polar factor:
F

in an SVD, each positive singular value forces Bv; = u; in the inequality (u;, Bv;) < 1. Thus every minimizer
satisfies the fixed-point and isometry identities

A=pol(F(A), ATA=Pg. (72)

If A, B are minimizers, convexity makes ®. constant on their segment. Thus <ﬁ‘(A), B — A> =0,s0 B
F

also maximizes <1A7‘(A), > on A. The unique-maximizer statement above gives B = A. Apply (72) at this
F
unique minimizer. Continuity of the supported Polar map at Fg . and (71) give Q, — Qqg .-

Verification of the reference trajectory. The anchor row bounds of Lemma E.19(ii) transfer to Q,,
giving the stated active values for small e. For an inactive mask, Jox > 1 in that row while |(Q x)p| < v/2.
Lemma E.26 and the shield give p;g9. > pjsg. > 16ga R > V2R. Thus every candidate core preactivation
in (69) has the prescribed strict sign.

Helpers have zero heads; queries are strictly inactive on training; dormant rows are negative everywhere.
Their sources are zero and they decay exactly. A zero source row has zero Polar row, and appending such
rows preserves source rank and normalization. Noncore training logits therefore vanish. The core training
logits are exactly the fixed-mask logits at Q,, with source vF(Q,.). By (72) and rank r, its normalized Polar
factor is Q_/+/r.

Finally s/+4/r = (1 — gax) R, so substituting the proposed incoming weights into the actual feature update
gives

g (RQ, — pjgedc) +5Q./vVr = RQ, — pjr1gcdc. (73)

The initialization gives the case j = 0, and (73) supplies the induction step. The gate and source checks
above therefore prove the exact trajectory, gates and rank through J. The feature convergence now follows
directly from Q. — Qg ., uniformly in all arrivals, without a drift accumulation. The constant core logits
prove the final CE assertion. O

E.3 Claim II: useful-representation consequences on the same trajectory
E.3.1 The Fourier-fraction bound

We derive the supporting source and energy estimates for p > 97, then prove the p > 101 anchor bound and
net gain needed by Theorem 4.1. The transfer uses the discrete actual-arrival limits of Lemma E.35. All
terminating decimals below are exact rationals. The argument first isolates the anchor’s common component
in (75)—(76), then controls its remainder by comparing the two Polar factors. Proposition E.36 combines
these estimates and transfers the resulting Fourier bound to the arrivals.

E.3.1.1 The anchor and common-component orthogonality
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Definition E.31 (Anchor energy and masked incoming map). Put Ko = /u(l —u/p?), a, = (p* +
3)/[3(3p* +1)] and J; = Vwg;. Let F = \/ED;ingrid, Q =pol(F), G = p*F it, a = (p+1)/(4p) and
m = (Qqr, F>F Ju. The masked incoming map is £(T) = Dgiq @ (XgnaT ') for an incoming matrix T'.
The mask indicators and the full-bank average E are as above, equivalently evaluated on the positive pair lift
with the original weights.

Here J is a table, distinct from the scalar line sum J. For row [ write Qqr,; = (w;",v) in the two
operand blocks. Then its masked column is

Hi(a, z) = 14,(a)1, (2)[wi(a) + vi(2)]. (74)
Lemma E.32 (Full-mask common-component identity). For the uniform-source anchor H = H QR
|CeriaH|l7 = m*K§ + | Coria(H = mT ). [CgiaT |7 = K3 (75)

Moreover,

1PacaH |7 = apKgm® + | Paga(H = mT )%, [[PaaaT |F = ap K. (76)

For every incoming matriz T, the centered masked map satisfies
|Cera£(T)|1% < (p — u/p)||T||3-

Proof. The rectangle calculation gives the indicator energies and the masked-map bound. The remaining
task is to identify the two cross moments that make the energy decompositions orthogonal.

Rectangle geometry. Every rectangle has size u, so its centered indicator has squared norm K3. Common
dilation and independent translations reduce addition counts to t(y) =y + 1 for 0 <y < b, t(y) =2b—y
for b <y < 2b, and (2b) = 0. Thus >_, t(y)? = up/3 and Paaag(a,z) = t(a+ z)/p — u/p?, proving the two
indicator norms.

For one incoming row, restrict its operand profiles to A, B, and decompose them into active means wyg, vg
and mean-zero parts w®, v°. The centered masked squared norm is

cl|w?|* + bllv°||* + KG (wo + o).

Its input squared norm is at least |[w°||? + ||v°]|? 4+ bw3 + cvi. Weighted Cauchy—Schwarz gives the row-map
norm squared max{b, ¢, K3(1/b+1/c)} = p — u/p. Summing rows proves the map bound.

The full-mask cross moment. Let £* be the Frobenius adjoint of £, and put Z = £* P,4qJ —a,(1—u/p*)F.
For each mask write a = 14, 3 = 1p and let 14 be the centered restriction to A of a — > z(Paaag)(a, 2),
extended by zero outside A; ¢ p reverses operands. Set M 4 = E [onj;ﬂ and Mp=E [ﬂd)g] The adjoint
map gives

LCqiad = (1 —u/p)F,  Z=\w(),¥h). (77)

Indeed each active restriction has mean a, K3 /b or a, K3 /c, because its total is || Paqagi||* = a,K3. For fixed

slope and A,
cu

S (Paag)(a,2) =~ S IBA(B+d —a) - 2,
zeEB a’€A p
so 14 is independent of the translation of B. The analogous statement holds for 5.

Full-mask averaging is invariant under every common affine map of the field. Under (a, z) — (ca+t,0z+t),
the addition coordinate becomes o(a + z) + 2t. Thus P,qq commutes with the action and the two restricted
profiles transform covariantly. Consequently M 4 and M g commute with its permutation matrices. The
affine group is two-transitive, so each matrix has the form rI + s11T. For M 4, both M 41 = 0 and
tr M 4 = E[{a,%4)] = 0. These equations force r = s = 0. The same argument gives M p = 0. Since
1"TM 4 =0E [’(/J:ﬂ and 1"Mp = cE W;L both profile expectations also vanish.

The exact QR count formulas, averaged over the translation of B, give

IE[HL] =£t(1-p Ha, IE[I’IR} = 5,01 —a+Cia).
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For the opposite conditioning they give

Enf] =301 -p™B,  E[n']=g(1-4+Cp)

The source definition gives G; = (p/b)y/@(n” ", nf'T). Since M4 = Mp = 0 and C4 are fixed linear
operators, the four averaged count identities therefore imply G*Z = 0. Writing the supported Polar factor as
Qqr = G(G*G)1/? therefore gives (Qqr: Z>F =0.

Using (77) and <QQR, Z>F = 0 in the definition of Z gives the required cross moments:

<CgridH7 Cgrids7> = nga <PaddH; Paddt7> = ameg~ (78)
Together with the indicator norms, (78) identifies mClyyiqJ and mP,qqJ as the respective orthogonal
projections. Pythagoras gives (75) and (76). O

E.3.1.2 Same-source energy estimates

Definition E.33 (Binary source comparison). For ¢ # 0, subscripts ¢ indicate the ordered input pair
(el ef). Put e, = (p* + 3)/[3( —1)*] and 63, = [[Qqr — Q||%- The common active value used below is
ho =2+/p/(p+ 1)+ +/2/p. For t # 0, use the ordered Fourier pair (ef,ef) and put

-1+ t — . *
Ut:%l(ﬁ7 S, = Vadiag(c,b), K;=Q,G;.

For the constant mode put v, = ﬂu/\/ﬁ, Qc = 1/\/N and /. = Ge. — I/CQC.
Lemma E.34 (Polar distance from the binary comparison). For every prime p > 97:
(i) Fy = Q,S; and K, = Va[,; “']. On constants, Fe. = v.Q, and F(1, —1) = 0. On every active

by
rectangle the corresponding row of Q has the same value /@ [ 1240 /2

(ii) Ge. = veQ, + Lo, with £, L Q, and ||€.||*> = e 2.
(iii) 63 < 2.

Proof. (i) Apply (32) with F = BTXgrid and G = (p/b)BT’PQXgrid. The unmasked input modes have sole
Fourier coefficients \/p at (¢,0) and (0,t); the masked coefficients in (40) give

T ~ 1 2 12 i 1 c i
F,F; = adiag(c", b7), FthZ% Rep  b2e =S5:K;.

Every row of F' is \/@(cl4,blp), and its constant coordinate is y/z+/2/pu. Consequently

Q = F[&il/z dia'g(cil,bil) ®@P.+ Vglece;r]a leaz = \/5[6‘71/2( ( ) + ]-B - 1 + \/7
This proves all claims in (i), including the common active value.

(ii) The constant coordinate of row [ of G is v/w(p/b)\/2/pn;. Lemma E.12(iv) gives its mean and
variance, so ||4||> = (2p/b?) Var (n;) = epV2.

(iii) We bound the nonconstant Polar blocks by a source-error estimate and lower singular-value bounds,
then add the constant block from (ii). Write Herm(A) = (A + A")/2 and set

Nt /2
s _val ¢ v/ } '
‘ [pnt/2 b
By covariance and (i), G; Gy = pM (1), Q,G; = K;, and S, = Herm(K,). Set E, = G; — Q,S, and
I = pva/2. Thus ||E¢||% = tr(G;G:) — tr((S})?). Equal phase counts, My + M_ = 2g;%(I + E), and
Yizo Imel> = (p+1)/(p — 1) give the exact trace sums

P*(p+1)

ZtrGGt)—2p( —1)g0 (1+eg), Ztr z&{(p—l)(bQ—kc?)—FQ(p_l)

t£0 t£0
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The Gauss-sum identity |7|?> = p and >0 X2(t) = 0 give the stated 7 sum, so

Z HEtHF _ —1) (1+p—2)e0_ p+12:|
s (-1
ﬂp+D@ﬁ—3):4p+1(l_€3) (79)
3p*(p—1) 3p—1 2p?
_4 949
<348 36

For full-column-rank X = QT,Y =US with T, S > 0 and Q, U isometries,
2Re(X - Y,Q —U)p =2tr[T(I — Herm(Q*U)) + S(I — Herm(U*Q))] > (0min(T) +0min(S))|Q-U ||,

because each I—Herm(Q*U) = 0 and its trace is |Q — U ||2 y /2. Cauchy-Schwarz therefore yields ||Q —Ul||r <
21X = Y||p/(0min(X) + omin(Y)). Lemma E.18(i) and gaa = 4p/(p? + 1) give

Umin(Gt) 11 17
ZminA\ ) 1 -2 -
0 >\t > 5 (80)
Also S} = V/a [0, "/ | and | < (/B +1)/(p— 1) imply
)\min(S;) 1 1 1 7
Imin\P) > - > 1= — - > 97). 1
T 2 || > P T >5 (=97 (81)

The last inequality follows from 1/p+1/(,/p—1) < 1/97+5/44 < 1/8. In particular S} = 0. Apply the Polar
inequality to X = Gy, Y = Q, S}, whose polar factors are Qqr,+ and Q,. The two lower bounds (80)—(81)
give the denominator 69I'/40; summing and using (79) bounds the nonconstant squared Polar distance by

4Zt;£0 |E:% 78400 - 19
(69T°/40)2 42849 10

By (ii), the constant block contributes exactly 2[1 — (1 +¢,)"/?] < ¢, where ¢, = (p*> +3)/(3(p — 1)?) <
1/[2(p — 1)] < 1/192. Thus 63 < 19/10+1/192 < 2.
O

E.3.2 Actual-arrival table and Fourier transfer

Use the scales in Definition E.3 and clock (60), and write M,.x = N/2 + 2p for the active physical width.
The analytic observer table is the fixed active-bank lift (68); it is not a second trajectory. The physical table
at width M is [H5" | Oas—p,,,); these zero columns are appended to the physical active table, not to its
analytic lift.

Lemma E.35 (Actual-arrival table limits). Fiz a prime p > 101 and A > 0. As € | 0, the actual arrivals of
the frozen-head reference path satisfy

ana

- [O | Jrow | 0] — 0, (82)

F

sup
0<j<J
p3=>9/10

pjLaige

ana

—[HY™[0]0]

—0. (83)

sup
0<j<J
pj<et

Both limits are uniform over the indicated discrete arrival sets.
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Proof. Both limits follow from the same three-block table. The early normalization keeps the helper block at
unit scale; the late normalization keeps the core at unit scale. The exact trajectory from Lemma E.30 and
H QRCCCE = HW® (reflection-paired feature columns coincide) give

H?™ = [HYCL | pjRe T row | p; HY', (s4)
— hys

RTTHYYCL — H

For (82), divide (84) by p;Re~3: the core block is at most (10/9)63”[‘1%}%5/1{”1«“ and the query block is less

than (21p/10)e®. Both vanish uniformly on the early arrival set; the helper block is exactly Jyoy-
For (83), divide (84) by R. Since p; < €* and ||J ow||F = p, the total error is bounded by

HHglngcg /R~ HQRHF + pe + (21p/10)e* — 0.

This bound is uniform on the late arrival set. Positive lift and zero padding preserve all row Gram matrices
and Fourier energies, so the same limits serve the physical observers at every admitted width. O

Proposition E.36 (Fourier gain on the frozen-head reference path). For every prime p > 101, all sufficiently
small positive €, and every actual arrival 0 < j < J, the centered table has positive energy. The reference path
satisfies

12
12T o107, (85)

A (H® .
u(H=5) > 1rems

and, for sufficiently small €,
A (HF™) < 0.004, A (H™) > 0104 (j € Diate)- (86)

Consequently
Ap(HF™) = Ag(HG™) > 0.100 > 0.0998 (J € Dhate)-

Proof. First we lower-bound the anchor’s Fourier fraction by its angle with the common component. We
then use the two table limits to obtain the early and late bounds on the reference path. Lemma E.34(i) gives

L(Q) = hoJ, where ho > 2: use 21/p/(p+1) >2—2/(p+1) and \/2/p > 2/(p +1). Put = Cgua HW"®
and y = hoClgiaJ. The map bound in Lemma E.32, the bound c% < 2 from Lemma E.34(iii), and

(p— u/p)/KOQ = 4p/(p2 —1) give

eyl _ s _ %
llyll% (P> —1)h2 "~ p>—1

Thus z # 0. Let 6 be the angle between = and y. The cross moments (78) and the numerator decomposition
(76) give (z,y) = homK? and |Paqa H||% > a,m? K3, so Ag(H) > a, cos? §. The distance from y to
Rz is at most ||z — y||, hence sin? 0 < ||z — y||%/||y[|%. Using (87) and a, > 1/9 therefore gives

A (HR) >1<1 2 )> 4999 12T 1o,

< 1. (87)

9 p?—1) 7 45900 = 11879

Here p/(p? — 1) decreases for p > 101.

View the tables as vectors in their Frobenius Hilbert space, with Clgiq and Pagq acting columnwise. Thus
Ap is the Rayleigh quotient || PagaH||%/||/Cgria H||3- wherever its denominator is positive. For the early limit,
PqaJ row = 0 and ||Cgriarow||% = p(p — 1) > 0. Thus (82) and continuity give Ay (H{™) — 0. For late
arrivals, (83) gives uniform convergence to the anchor, so Ag (H%"*) converges uniformly to Az (H QR) > 0.107.
This proves both strict bounds in (86).

Finally CgriaH QR £ (0 was proved above. The uniform core limit in Lemma E.35 therefore keeps the
centered core energy positive at every arrival for small enough e. The full table contains that core block, so
its centered energy is positive as well. Zero padding does not change it. O
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E.3.3 Margins, cross-entropy, and prediction chronology

Write mjr(z) = fjyr@)(x) — fir(z) for the individual true-versus-rival contrast, so mj;(z) =
mingzy« ) My k(). For a reference arrival and a rival k& # y*(x), put

C _ Ty, phys
mj,k(z) = (ey*(z) —er) Ve hc,j ().
For each rival the uniform active mass is

Z PBDB(Q?)l[k‘B:k‘] = My, mo =
BeA.

p+1
4p? -

Proposition E.37 (Margins and CE on the frozen-head reference path). Fiz p > 101. For all sufficiently
small € > 0, every actual arrival 0 < j < J, grid input x, and rival k # y*(x) has positive core margin
m$.(x), with

€my c 3e p+1
- < m; g (r) < 9emg < 3 mo = e (88)
On training inputs, the reference path has training accuracy one and
L
logp — 0.0201 < L; < logp,  ——0=ISI i _ 1 < ,0045. (89)

minongJ Lj

On every held-out input, its actual accuracy is zero when p; > 9/10 and one when p; < e*. In particular
these conclusions hold on the prescribed early and late clock windows, including diagonal held-out inputs.

Proof. We first bound each core contrast. On training inputs this also bounds the full contrast and hence
CE; on held-out inputs we compare it with the decaying query contribution. For each rival class, exactly
u/2 = (p* — 1)/8 active reflection-pair core blocks contribute. Their masses sum to Pgu/2 = (2/N)(u/2) =
u/N = mg. By the active-row bounds in Lemma E.30, their normalized active values lie in (1/5,9). The
frozen negative-class heads and vR = € give the exact contrast formula

mu@) =v S /Py Hpyla). (90)

B:kB:k},DB(ZE):l

Label exclusion means no active core unit has excluded class y*(z); the common centered offset in each Ty
head cancels from a true-versus-rival contrast. Inserting the active-row bounds and the mass sum into (90)
gives (88). Helpers have zero heads, and the query rows are inactive on training inputs, so these are also the
training margins of the full network.

If € < 1/200, then 9emg < 3¢/p < 0.0201. The CE contrast identity (11) and 0 < m; , < 9emy yield

logp — 9emy < L; < logp.

This implies the CE interval in (89). Its relative variation is at most 0.0201/(log p — 0.0201) < 0.0045 for
p > 101.

For z = (a,b) € D, only the query indexed by a is active, and its named class c(a) = 2a + 1 is a rival. In
the early window its contribution to the c(a)-versus-true score difference is at least 24(9/10)e/p = 21.6¢/p.
The core can oppose this by less than 3¢/p, so the named rival wins by more than 18¢/p. Hence every held-out
point is misclassified.

In the late window, the adverse query contribution to any margin is at most 24¢®/p. If e* < 1/480, then
for p > 101

24¢° /p < emyg /5,

because mgp/120 = (p + 1)/(480p) > 1/480. The core lower bound (88) therefore leaves every held-out
margin strictly positive. The same core-plus-query formulas apply to diagonal inputs. O

Proposition E.39 uses (82) to retain zero held-out refit accuracy and normalized error greater than one.
For p > 1764, Proposition E.52 uses (83) and the QR~anchor refit bound; it gives held-out accuracy at
least (p — 1)/(p + 1), nonsquare-difference margins greater than 11/50, and full held-out normalized error
below 121/400. The latter accuracy statement deliberately makes no diagonal-correctness claim; the actual
network’s late accuracy-one conclusion above does.
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E.3.4 The complete refit at early arrivals

The diagnostic uses every current hidden column and the prescribed ridge penalty (8). We first record the
normalization and perturbation facts also used by the random-split proof. All matrices below retain their full
column sets.

In this generic matrix lemma, the matrix letters, their SVD factors and eigenvalues, and differences such
as V — U are freshly quantified objects of compatible dimensions, unrelated to construction objects denoted
by the same letter. For the following lemma, write By = UgU g + qull and wy = B,}lUng, with analogous
definitions for By, wy; put 7y =T — V gwy. For a real scalar a, (a); = max(a,0).

Lemma E.38 (Full ridge: normalization and perturbation). Use the full-ridge notation of Appendiz N with
real matrices, v > 0 and qu > 0.

(i) If V. =cUC", ¢ >0 and CTC =1, then qy = Pqu, VAV ) = AU LU} for any row sets A, B,
wy = c 'Cwy, and Yy = Y. Appending columns which vanish on S changes neither the penalty
nor any prediction; their fitted coefficients are zero. If T1 = 0, every predicted row is centered.

The complete prediction U +— Y iy is continuous on qu > 0. Any finite collection of strict inequalities in
its scores and squared errors to fized targets, with fixed positive error denominators, therefore persists
near U.

(ii) For any table V' of the same size with qv > 0, the comparison quantities of Appendiz N satisfy

t 1 1 —qu|N
Y- Yol < eDJrL[t%*( n ) lav — av| } (91)
2\av Vau o 2\/av 2\quav
For the prescribed penalties,
v > (IUsllp —es):,  lav —qul <ves|Usllp + es). (92)

Proof. Part (i) supplies the invariances and continuity needed to transfer both limiting refits. Part (ii)
records a quantitative comparison: subtract the normal equations, control the resulting coefficient error, and
then pass to query predictions. The dual formula wy = Ug(USUg + qul) 7T proves the normalization,
zero-column and centering assertions. On ¢y > 0, continuity of the inverse gives continuity of the scores and
squared errors. Finitely many strict inequalities have a common neighborhood.

For (ii), write A =V — U and ry =T — Vgwy. The normal equations give the exact identity

BU('wV — 'wU) = Ag’l"v — UgAs’wV — (qV — qU)wV. (93)

The singular-value filters give |[rv ||, <t, [lwv|l,, <t/(2yav), |wv|e < N/(2yav),

and HBal/QU;H < 1. Multiply (93) by BEI/Z anduse Yy — Yy = Apwy + Up(wy — wy) to obtain
op

—1/2 —1/2
BU/H < g5
op

(91). The reverse triangle inequality and ¢y — qu = v(2 (Ugs, Ag) + ||A5||§,) prove (92).
O

Proposition E.39 (Early complete-refit failure for the frozen-head reference). For all sufficiently small
€ > 0, every prescribed arrival 0 < j < J with p; > 9/10, and every held-out input x = (a,b), let Y ; be the
prediction of the complete train-only refit. Its true-class score is negative, the named rival 2a + 1 exceeds it by

more than 1

2(d +1/32)°

and its normalized held-out error is greater than one. In particular, its accuracy is zero, including on diagonal
mputs.

Proof. We compute the complete fit of the limiting helper table explicitly, then use its strict wrong-class
margins and error reserve to transfer the conclusion to the early arrivals. Put H® = [0 | Jyow | 0] and
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write Js = Jrow,.s = Jrow|s. Each first operand occurs in exactly d training rows, so J:'S—JS = dl, and
| Js|% =n = pd. Thus H® has training penalty 1/32, and its complete refit prediction is

o _ 1
Y (aa b) = m qzegTzaJrq- (94)

For « = (a,b) € D, the difference b — a is either zero or a nonsquare, so the true label y*(z) = 2a + (b —a) is
absent from 2a + ). Hence

d
p(d+1/32)

Since 1 € @, the class 2a 4+ 1 occurs once in the sum and its score exceeds the true score by 1/(d + 1/32).
Every ridge prediction is centered because the training targets are centered. Expanding the squared error
and using the negative true-class score from (94) gives

Yo(it)y*(x) = < 0.

IY°@) = Ty I3 _ 1+ 1Y (2)]13 = 2Y°(2) + (a)
(r—1/p (r—1/p

By (82), the full-column tables H5"*/(p;Lyi;) converge uniformly to H® over the indicated actual arrivals.
The limiting penalty is positive, so Lemma E.38(i) retains the strict score inequalities and the conclusion
from (95) that normalized error exceeds one, with the rival reserve halved. Positive lift and zero-column
invariance transfer the complete refit to the physical network at every admitted width. O

> 1. (95)

E.3.5 The complete refit at late arrivals

This subsection proves the static QR-anchor estimate and transfers it to every late arrival for each prime
p > 1764. We use the uniform normalized-table limit of Lemma E.35; no quantitative transport estimate is
needed. The Fourier lemmas below serve only this subsection. The complete fit always uses every feature
column and the prescribed ridge penalty. The proof has three stages. Lemma E.42 reduces the anchor error
to two representative Fourier problems through (98). The binary comparison and sparse teacher then control
the complete fit in Proposition E.51. Finally, Proposition E.52 converts this error bound into margins and
uses (83) to reach every late arrival.

The late-refit anchor and its symmetries. The actual-arrival table limits are the discrete pair (82)—(83);
no continuous-p table is defined.

Definition E.40 (Normalized late-refit tables). Let Q° =T, \ @ and fix a nonsquare v. Write z = (a,a +t)
and F,; = p~'/2e(—st). With h, from Definition E.33, put

— 2
7|
F

B=wD,., E=H-B, e:’i.
: V@Dygyia = (96)

~ H®
H=
ho

Definition E.41 (Translation blocks and complete ridge fit). For common translations, r - (I1,l2,l3) =
(li,lg = lyr,l3 + 2r) and Ag = {l : I3 = 0}. A table is equivariant if Y (x + (r,7),r - 1) = Y (x,l). The
target-aligned Fourier blocks are

Yi(t,) =Y e(—kQa+t)Y((a,a+t),l)  (kteF,, I Ag). (97)

a€lF,

Let Hy, By, E;, = Hj, — By, be the blocks of H, B, E. For k # 0 put A, = H,[Q], K, = AL A, + (1,
Cr = K;1A21Q and gy = Hpé, € CP. Let YO be the complete-ridge prediction of HO® and EQR its
held-out error (9); common rescaling means Y R s also the prediction of H.

Common feature rescaling leaves complete-ridge predictions unchanged, so we work with H and its actual
penalty £ > 1/129. Common translation maps each mask to r - [; its action is free and Ay meets each orbit
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once. Since the split is translation invariant, the source and its Polar factor are equivariant, hence so are
H, B, E. Positive ridge penalties give the unique minimizers specified by their normal equations.
For the alias reduction, let ()_ be the nonsquares and define

Uf(k,t) —p‘l/zz k2a+1)f(a,a+t),  Fyn=p e(ky).

For o € Q put dg(ll,lg,l3) = (11/0'7 l2,0'l3).

Lemma E.42 (Reduction to two alias problems). Let p > 1764 be prime. For the complete ridge fit of HQR,
let gy, be its prediction blocks from (97).

(i) The map U is unitary and sends training and test supports onto €, C® and D, CQ°, respectively. For
every equivariant Y,

*7 /% * 2 2
uYyuw - @vivi, Y=Y Vil
k k

(ii) For every input x = (a,a +t),

Tt Y -l

keF)

frevca -

Ty ()

(iii) For every o € Q and k € F)\: go1(t) = gr(ot) and || Eqk| p = [ Exll p-

(iv) The anchor error is

(p+1DEW = " J1ge — glQ°II, (98)

ke{l,v}

2
and every held-out input © whose difference is a nonsquare satisfies HYQR(x) Ty <+ 1)EQR /p.

Proof. Common translations first separate the complete ridge problem into Fourier blocks. Square dilations
then identify all nonzero frequencies with the two representatives 1 and v, which yields both the total error
formula and the pointwise nonsquare bound. Since 2 is invertible, U is a Fourier transform followed by unit
phases. Equivariance gives, for [ € Ay,

UY)((k,t),r 1) =p ' 2e(=2kr)Y j(t,1).

The characters p—'/%¢(2kr) are orthonormal on each free column orbit. This proves (i) and supplies a unitary
full-column decomposition of ridge, with the same penalty /I in every block.
The centered class-k target has Fourier coefficient p~'/2e(k(2a + t)) for k # 0 and zero for k = 0. Under
U it is 1 in block k£ and zero in the others. The block normal equations are therefore precisely those for ¢.
Inverting U gives
(Y (@) F)k = pPe(k(2a + 1)) gi (1),

so class Parseval proves (ii).

For o € @, dilation permutes training inputs, masks by d,, and target classes. It intertwines the source
and Polar factor and preserves the actual penalty £. Uniqueness of full ridge thus gives the stated identity
for gor. The block definition also gives E,«(t,1) = Ex(ot,d,l) by the substitution a — ca. These row and
column permutations preserve Frobenius norm, proving (iii).

Writing each nonzero frequency uniquely as ok gives

Yo D -aen)f. (99)

ke{l,v}oeQ

2
R

Every o permutes ¢, including 0. Summing over all held-out inputs and using |D|(p — 1)/p = (p + 1)|Q]
gives (98). For a nonsquare ¢, ot runs once through @_. Thus (99) is bounded by the two full Q¢ norms in
(98), proving the pointwise assertion in (iv). O
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The binary alias geometry.

Definition E.43 (Binary alias spectrum). Write a, = |17(v)|? (so ap = b?), Qs = D00 a?, and, for
q#0, A,(v) = 1;(v/q) and B,(v) = plfv = O] A,(v). Set ay = ¢? and d, = a, for v # 0. Define
Ak(8) = @ 320 Ak—s)/qW(jrs) s A+ = (P — 1)2(p + 1)/(1 p?) and A\_ = (p + 1) /(16p?). These are the
Gram eigenvalues of Lemma E.44. Put A\g = (p + 1)(p? + 3)/(48p?).

Thus A4(0) = b, B4(0) = ¢ and |Aq(v)|? = |By(v)|* = a,,4 for v # 0. For | = (g,12,13), translation of the
masks gives 14,(v) = e(vla/q)A,(v) and 1p,(v) = e(—v(l3 + 12/q)) By(v).

Lemma E.44 (Binary alias geometry). Let p > 1764 be prime and k # 0. Then
BB, = F" diag(Ar)F,  Ak(s) > 0. (100)

Moreover A\ (s) = M (s/k),

1
Ak(0) = wQa = Ao, Ae(k) = Ay, Me(—k) = A, ZS:)\k(s) :%_

Proof. The block definition and the mask transforms give, for I = (g, l2,0),

(FBL)(5,1) = /= /p Ag(k — 8)By(k + s)e(—2sl/q). (101)

The phases in (101) make distinct Fourier rows orthogonal after summing over ls; their squared norms are
exactly A (s), proving (100). The geometric-series formula for 1;(v) is nonzero at every v: for v # 0 both
1 —e(—bv) and 1 — e(—v) are nonzero. This proves positivity. Substitute ¢ = kr for scaling. Parseval and
Lemma E.12(iv) give }°, o av = v and Q4 = Yo = p? Var (h) = u(u+1)/3, hence all three special eigenvalues.
To obtain the trace, substitute n = k/q # 0, w = s/q and then (i,j) = (n — w,n + w). This is a bijection
onto i + j # 0, so

S A(s) = [pbpc Zaw]‘%?u—u—cm Ay

O
Source-defect and penalty bounds.
Definition E.45 (Defect and penalty envelopes). Put
_ / 4p
- (p—1)h2’
(102)

p?—1 2p 2
Pl :(1 e,
o2 U T oDt

Ebin =
Lemma E.46 (Defect and penalty). Let p > 1764 be prime.
. A1 = . ~ . .
(1) Dgria © (X griaQ ) = hoB; that is, every row of Q has the constant value ho\/w on its active rectangle.
2
(i) ho > 2 and HEH < 2p/h2 < p/2.
F

(i) ||E1H§, + HEV||§, < A2 < k2. In particular |Ekllop, < kp for every k # 0.

(iv) loim < L < 0.
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Proof. Parts (i)—(iil) turn the earlier Polar comparison into a bound on the two alias defects. Part (iv) controls
the penalty computed from the actual QR table, so the subsequent ridge estimates use that table’s prescribed

normalization. (i) Since ho = 21/p/(p + 1) +/2/p = a2 +/2/p, this is exactly the active-rectangle value
proved in Lemma E.34(i).

(ii) The inequalities 21/p/(p+1) > 2 —2/(p+ 1) and \/2/p > 2/(p+ 1) give ho > 2. By (i), hoE =
Dyia © (X gria(Qqr — Q)"). For each incoming row (w,v), weighted Cauchy-Schwarz gives

0@+ P < Zu@P+ 2pElR Y e@ + )P < pliw)l.
a€A;,z€B;

12
Summing over rows and using Lemma E.34(iii) yields HEHF < p(%/hg < 2p/h2 < p/2.
(iii) Lemma E.42(i),(iii) gives

2
2 2 2 T
B+ 1B 7)< Y 1By = |B| < 2p/82
keF,

This is the first claim; the second follows from ho > 2 and [[Ex||,, < [[E||p-

~T
(iv) Write | M ||, for the sum of the singular values of M. Let M = Bg X s, a positive multiple of F\pni¢,
so that Qqr = pol(M) and (Qqg, M>F = ||M]||,. Since Dg,iq is binary,

—~ ~ _ ~ 2
(Hs.Bs) =h'(Qou. M), =" |M], > h5' (@, M), = | Bs| .

The inequality holds because HQHOP < 1; the last equality is (i). Expanding ﬁs =Bs+Es gives HﬁSHZF =
HESHiJFHESHj“ For fixed (l1,13), a pair (a,a’) € A; x Af yields the input (a,l3—a’) € A; x By, and this input
is a training input for exactly d values of I3. Hence HE‘SHi’ =wp(p—1)d*(d+1) = d*(d+1)/p = 32n Ly,
], < 1Bl 5], < Bl o2 0. D
HESHF = /d2(d +1)/p gives \/€/lyin < 1+ 2p/((p — 1)y/p + 1), which is precisely the stated £ < £,. O

and ¢ > /lyin. For the upper bound,

Definition E.47 (Adjacent interval correlation). Set C; = ng{o _1} Qulugl and t; = C1/as.
Lemma E.48 (Adjacent interval bound). For every odd prime p > 1764,
ay >p2/7r2, as < 1, Cy/a < 5/2.

Proof. For canonical representatives |v| < b, the geometric sum gives

1 1 1

:m < 5 (v # 0 even), av:m (v odd).

Ay

Thus a; > p?/n? and ay < 1. Every non-wrap neighbor pair in C; has opposite parity. Each odd coefficient
meets at most two even neighbors, whose total is at most one. The sole wrap pair has product aya_, = ag <1:
if b is even use the displayed bound, while if b is odd then 7b/(2p) > 7/6. Parseval gives 3, a, = u, so

C1 < u+ 1. Consequently
Cl 7T2 2 121 2
— < —(1+3 —(1+3/1764
< T 3l) < (14 3/1768) <

)

| Ot

using 7 < 22/7. O
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A two-slope comparison teacher. The complete fit still uses every column. Only its comparison
coefficient is supported on the two slopes ¢ = £k, so the adjacent interval correlation controls its target error.

Definition E.49 (Sparse comparison teacher and correction). For k # 0 put Gy, = By By, and wy, = Bj1/ ).
The sparse comparison coefficient is

_1g e {k, —k}]
2\/7(11 '

Set ¢ = wj, —wy and fi, = Hw},. For its regularized binary correction put zj, = By (G + ¢I)~*(f; — 1) and
7, = UG + 1)7(fi —1). Only the comparison coefficient is sparse; ¢ still minimizes over every column.

wi‘(q7 127 O) -

Lemma E.50 (Sparse regularized target energy). For every prime p > 1764 and k # 0, the sparse comparison
coefficient satisfies

4
Bjw), =1, Ck = w), — wy, € ker By, | range(B5), lGkll? < =

Its actual QR teacher f; = Hjwj, obeys

(L 1) (Gr+ LD (1) < 22,

Proof. First we check the binary interpolation and coefficient-norm claims. We then contract the QR source
against this coefficient and bound its nonzero and zero Fourier modes separately. Their weighted Parseval sum
gives the regularized target-energy estimate. For a slope-indexed expression write (Fy)y = [F + F_]/(2a1).
Summing the Fourier rows (101) against wj, over the p shifts lo gives

(FBrwj)(s) = —y/p1s = 0]{Aq(k) By(k))x = P 1[s = 0].

Here A,(k)By(k) = —ay for ¢ = £k. Thus Bjwj, = 1. Since wy = Bj1/)¢ is the minimum-norm binary
solution, the asserted nullspace orthogonality follows. The 2p nonzero entries of wj, Lemma E.48, and
T < 22/7 give

5 p 1880 3 96 4
1Gk1I" = 2 =@ g s L TP )T 2S5

Here the exact difference 48(1 — p=1) — p/Ag = 48(2p* — 3)/[p(p + 1)(p? + 3)] is less than 96/p?. Uniformly,
1880/2401 + 96/17642 < 4/5.

Source contraction. Lift the comparison coefficient by W (q,l2,13) = e(kl3)w}.(g,l2,0). For this proof
put z = /p, « = (z — )™, By = fp/ho and v = (gov/2co) "t For h # 0 put Ry, = Gavg + x2(h)Gaigr and
Ay = Ry /go — 1, with Ag = 0. For this contraction, write Ry = Geonst for the constant inverse-root block
and n = npb; for the QR count row, with operand blocks n”, n’. Set

=14 7x2(h) +pllh = 0]
— - ,

The lifted coefficient satisfies W} ((—a) - 1) = e(—2ka)W}(l), so equivariance gives

—kt) > H((0,8), )WL (D).
1
Insert the source rows (42) and the count convolutions

o) MU IO SRS D SRR O}

For fixed slope ¢, a product with total left and right frequencies I, Ir has shift phase e(lo(If, — Ir)/q)e((k —
Ig)l3). Summation over the two shifts forces I, = I = k. Define the two inner convolutions by

ZA )[US(Rl 5/90)11 +771(Rz 5/90)12]

(103)
(s) = ZBq —)Bg(1)[n—i(Rits/g0)21 + ns(Rits/g0)22]-
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Then, with fé(s) =, e(—st)fi.(t), the contraction is

PN b
fuls) = -2

(By(k + 8)By(—5)Sk(s) + Aq(k — 5)Aq(s)S5(s)) (104)

iy
Indeed the source row and Fourier inversions contribute go/(ho+/p) = B+b/p after the two shift sums. We
estimate these contractions in norm without evaluating each teacher coefficient.

Nonzero modes: a whole-convolution operator bound. For s # 0 and ¢ = =k, first bound the inner
convolutions (103); then apply the outer factors in (104) in the weighted Fourier norm. Put dy = 3/p+15/(2x3),
dy = 1/.13—|—d0, D= Oz(do +d1) and

Jkin = pa+ ¢(dy + adp + D 4+ «) + D/ (p — 2)t;.

Lemma E.18(ii)(iii) gives [(Apn);;| < do and [(Ap)12], [(Ar)21| < di for b # 0. Since |ny| < o for h # 0,
the root-error response is at most d; + ady at ¢ = 0, and at most D otherwise. The identity part uses
Do Ag(k —i)Aq (i) = pAy(k) and Y, By(k —i)By(i) = pBy(k). The products at ¢ = 0,k have moduli by/a;
on the left and c/a; on the right; the remaining squared sum is C;. Cauchy—Schwarz therefore bounds each
inner sum, except its source-frequency-zero jump, by

[pa + c(dy + ady + D) + D+/(p — 2)tr]\/a1.

The actual constant block is Rg/go = (7/2)117. At i = s on the left or i = —s on the right, its response
differs from the identity response by (v — 1)ns. Here 0 < v < 1: Lemma E.15 and the formula for gq give
2c098 > 2(p —1)*(p+1)/(p* + 1) > 1. The multiplying mask product is at most ¢,/a;: at an endpoint this is
immediate, and otherwise its squared modulus is at most C; = t;a; < c?a;. Thus both whole inner sums
have modulus at most jkiny/a1. For > 42 the decreasing scalar expressions satisfy

<6 (—|—2)d<1 T <21 ca<11
5’ v 05700 z—-1"20 z 20

r+6+15/x
z—1

Also pD < 6/5 and t; < 5/2 give D\/(p — 2)t1/x < (6/(5p))/5/2 < 48/(25p) < 1/100. Hence

pD =

kin T co D —2)t
Ji + o (p—2)ts
T z—1 T

2+ (x+2)do] +
z (105)

21 1121 1 443 9
20+2010+ 100 200 < 4
Now apply the outer multiplication operator in the weighted norm ||v||? = D540 [v(s)[2/(Ak(s) + 1/129).
At s =k, —k, its direct factors have moduli b,/a1, c\/a; and its cross factors are at most \/ajas < \/a;. Off
these axes each outer factor has squared sum at most C7. Minkowski for the two slopes and the two operand
blocks, followed by (105), gives

il < 5 i + + 516t;
P At A (106)

27
< = < 14.
2

B.b . \/(b+1)2 (c+1)2

< 6jkin
x

For the strict middle bound, the axis terms divided by p sum to

dp(p+1) | 4p(p+3)* 12 N 8 N 12 16

-1 (p+1)° p—1 (p—1)2% p+1 (p+1)?

< 8+ 724 + 8 < g
1763 ~ 17632 ~ 10’

while 516t /p < 1290/1764 < 4/5, and 3, < 4/(p — 1).
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Zero frequency. Put a, = [go(b? + ¢) + 2u/+/2¢o]/ (hop®?). For h # 0 the two normalized row factors
(Rr)11/90 + Mu(Rp)12/g0 and (Rp)22/g0 + n—n(Rp)21/go differ from one by at most dy + ad; < 5/p, since
15, 4+15/(2a) 5 445/28

<4+ —+

—4
pldo +ady) =4+ o= r—1 — 28 1

< 5.

The absolute sparse left and right convolutions are bounded by b + +/(p — 2)t; and ¢ + /(p — 2)ts, both
below p because (p — 1)? > 10(p — 2). Applying the contraction (104) at s = 0 with these bounds gives

17 go D 10
P~ 1(0) — a,| < i p —(ep+bp) < e (107)
The exact source covariance expresses a, as
2 1 \/2/p
a*zip/}f’w N h/ (1+e,) 12

The coefficients sum to one, and 0 < ¢, < 1/[2(p — 1)]. Both endpoints differ from one by less than 1/p,
so [p~1fL(0) — 1| < 11/p by (107). Since Ag > p/48, this mode contributes less than 5808/p%. By (100),
the weighted Parseval sum has weights (Ax(s) + 1/129)7! and an overall factor 1/p for the unnormalized
transform f,’c Combining the zero mode with (106) proves the asserted energy bound:

142 5808 200
— < —
b p

(fl/c_l)*(Gk+ 129 ) (flc_l)

Since £ > 1/129, the regularized correction in Definition E.49 consequently has Bjz; + ), = f;, — 1 and
27112 + Il 112 /€ < 200/p. O

A target-sensitive normal-residual frame.

Proposition E.51 (Complete-error frame). For every prime p > 1764, with x = \/p,

Prlpon o 2 [129(153/10 (\/400 8225+ 101) } 5 (108)
D 5 10°

Proof. We compare the full ridge minimizer with a trial obtained by correcting the sparse comparison
coefficient. The proof bounds the trial’s residual, derives a sampling estimate for arbitrary coefficient vectors,
and controls the difference between the trial and the minimizer through the normal equations. The alias
identity (98) then converts these bounds into held-out error. Here 2 = ,/p > 42. The scalar definitions and
Lemma E.46(iv) give

K, < 1001/1000,  1/129 < £ < £, < (21/20)%/128 < 1/116,
using 2p/((p —1)v/p+ 1) < 84/1763 < 1/20.

The sparse target trial. Set zp = z,; — (g, x = w — 2 and e, = 1 — Hyep. Lemma E.50 and £ > 1/129
give
BiGe =0, 2, LG lIGl* <4/5, Brzp+ri=fi— 1 |zl +ril?/¢ < 200/p.
Since ¢ = wy, — 2}, = Wy, — 2, its full-grid residual is ey, = Exzj, — r},. The norm of [Ej, f\/Z]I}, the nullspace
orthogonality and Lemma E.46(iii) therefore give

R = ZH KlI2 < A2+2£) Z:=>|al? < 400/p+ 8/5. (109)
k

All paired sums run over k € {1,v}.

Sampling all Fourier modes. For fixed k write B = By, H = Hy, A = H[Q] and K = A*A + (L
Put M = Fdiag(1g)F", a = (p —1)/(2p), m = (/p+1)/(2p) and # = o +m. Set T = (p + 1)/6 and
L="0+(/T/x+ f/-@p 2. The matrix M has diagonal o and off-diagonal moduli at most m. Thus
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* My > 0||¢||* — ml[v]|3, where § = (z + 1)/(2x) > 1/2. For ¢ = FBE, Fourier-row orthogonality gives
lv|I? < T)€||?. Since m/0 = 1/x, | B[Q€)€|1? < || B[Q)¢||?+(T/x)||€]|?. Using H— B = E}, and its orthogonal
training/held-out restrictions gives

IH[QKI < I AL] + (VT + V2ry) €]
< VLK.

For x > 42, 2¢/x < 1/1000, \/T/p < 41/100 and v/2k,/+/x < 11/50. The last inequality follows by squaring
and using 2z/(2? — 1) < 84/1763 < (11/50)2. Hence

(110)

(L4 0)/x < 1/1000 + (41/100 + 11/50)? < 2/5. (111)
A target-matched normal residual. Put s = p/(Aod) and
uk:Bk[Q}*lQ—wk/& Uk:Ek[Q}*]_Q, pszle, 5k:ék—ck.

Over k € {1,v}, put U = >, |Juil|?, K = >, 65 Kior/C and ef, = Y, |lex[Q°]||*. The subtraction in uy,
removes exactly the constant Fourier component. Since |(F1g)(a)| < (14 1/2)/2 < 21/40 for a # 0 and
T <p/5,

U= Z Z Ak(a)|(F1g)(a)|* < 2(21/40)%p/5 < p/9.

k a#0
Also Y, [lv]|* < dA2. The normal equations give

Ko, = Ap(e[Q] — pr) — ek — Appr/l),

ek — Appr/l = —(zx + s(ug + vi)). (112)

The operator K;1/2[A,’:, —\/01] is a coisometry. Apply it to (112) jointly over the two aliases. Adding the
held-out residual pairs e [Q] with ex[Q°], so (109) controls their full-grid norm. The triangle inequality and

1/€ < 129 then give
200 ?
K+ ek, /t <129 <, [ =—(AZ +20) + 68\/2d>
p (113)

+ (V/200/p +8/5 + sv/U + sx/&Ap)2 .

Here sp = 96p*/[(p? — 1)(p* + 3)] < 96 < 961/10, since (p? — 1)(p? + 3) = p* + 2p? — 3 > p*. Also ho > 2
and £ < 1/116 imply A2 +2/ <1+ 1/1763 + 1/58 < (101/100)?, and VdA, < \/p/2 < (71/100),/p. After
multiplication by x, the first parenthesis is below

(101/100)(71/5) + (961/10)/116 < 153/10.

The second is below /400 + 8x2/5 + (961/10)(1/3 + 71/100) < /400 + 8x2/5 + 101.
Finally, 1 — g = e, — H 0. Applying (110) to d; and using the alias identity (98) gives

V(p+1)EQR <ep, + VLK < VL + /K + € /L. (114)

Substitute the parenthesis bounds into (113), square (114), and use (111). Dividing by p = 22 gives the first

inequality in (108). The quotient [4/400 + 8z2/5 + 101]/x = /400/22 + 8/5 + 101/x decreases for = > 0,
and 400 + 8 - 422 /5 = 16112/5 < 57%. Thus /400 + 822 /5 + 101 < 158z /42 for x > 42. After this bound,
both terms are decreasing in x, so the right side is at most

2[129(153/10)% + 1582 - 3
5423 10°
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Proposition E.52 (Late refit for every prime p > 1764). For each fized prime p > 1764 and X > 0, all
sufficiently small € > 0 have the following property. At every prescribed late arrival j € Ljate, the complete
train-only refit has margin greater than 11/50 against every rival at each held-out input with a nonsquare
difference, normalized held-out error less than 121/400, and accuracy at least (p —1)/(p + 1). The same
statements hold for the compressed physical table.

Proof. At the QR anchor, the pointwise bound of Lemma E.42(iv) and the complete-error estimate (108) in
Proposition E.51 give
Y ¥ (2) = T, |* < 3/10

on every nonsquare-difference input. Thus every rival ¢ # y has margin
YR (2), - Y¥(2). > 1-/3/5> 11/50. (115)

The same frame gives EQ® < 3/10 < 121/400, with diagonals included.

The full-column anchor [H®® | 0| 0] has positive prescribed penalty because £ > 1/129 for H®/h,.
The late table limit (83) of Lemma E.35 makes H}" /R converge uniformly to this full-column anchor over
the prescribed late arrivals. Lemma E.38(i) therefore retains margins greater than 11/50, using the reserve in
(115), and the strict error bound for all sufficiently small e > 0. The error uses the full held-out denominator,
including diagonal inputs.

Every nonsquare-difference held-out input is thus correctly classified, giving accuracy at least pd/[p(d+1)] =
(p—1)/(p+ 1); no diagonal correctness is asserted. Positive lift and zero-column invariance transfer the
complete refit predictions and errors to the physical table. O

E.4 Assembly: positive head step and an initial ball at every width
E.4.1 Finite-horizon assembly at a fixed width

We now transfer the reference conclusions to a neighborhood of actual training runs. The proof checks
continuity of the update at each reference departure, then uses the finite horizon to preserve all strict observer
and prediction bounds on one initial ball.

Definition E.53 (Canonical state and discrete reference). At width M, let 653" consist of the physical core
rows constructed before Lemma E.30, the helper and query rows in Section E.2.1.4, their heads in (57), (58)
and (66), and the dormant rows of Definition E.20. Define the frozen-head arrivals by

9?\/170 =057 9})\47j+1 = u0,0(9;4,j)7 0<5<J (116)
For a radius 6 > 0, write Byr = {6o : |60 — 653" ||F < 0}

Proposition E.54 (Finite-horizon assembly at every width). Fiz a prime p > 101, a width M > Myin(p)
and A > 0. For every sufficiently small € > 0 as in Definition E.3, there are 6 € (0,1/2], no > 0 and
do € (0,1/2] such that every 8y € Bas and all 0 <n < no, 0 < dy < dy satisfy:

(a) The width-M trajectory satisfies Theorem 4.1(i)—(iii) on the prescribed windows. If dy =0 and n > 0,
its actual head moves at every departure j < J.

(b) If dy =0 and p > 1764, it satisfies part (iv) and Eyet(§) < 121/400 at every j € Date-

The constants may depend on the fized width M. In particular, n = 19/2, dyv = 0 gives the public theorem and
its late-refit error supplement, while the same ball and head step serve part (a) with any fixred 0 < dy < dp.

Proof. Fix p > 101, A > 0 and an admitted width M. Choose and fix a sufficiently small ¢ > 0 satisfying
the component certificates above, including ¢ < 1/200. This fixes the rates, windows and finite horizon

J before the initialization is chosen. Use the width-M canonical state and frozen-head reference 03, ; of
Definition E.53.
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Reference gates, rank and observers. Lemma E.30 supplies the strict core signs and full supported
source rank at every reference departure. The noncore rows have zero incoming sources: helpers have zero
frozen heads, queries are inactive on training, and dormant rows are negative. They decay by ¢ and retain
their strict training signs. Their zero source rows append zeros to the core source, preserving its rank and
supported Polar factor. Thus the same active frozen-reference trajectory serves this fixed width.

The fixed positive pair lift and the appended zero feature columns preserve the complete refit and Fourier
observers by Lemma E.25. Hence the reference conclusions apply at this width: Proposition E.37 supplies
strict training margins, the CE interval and variation bound, and the early and late actual prediction signs;
Proposition E.36 supplies the late Fourier gain and positive centered-table energy; Proposition E.39 supplies
strict wrong-class margins for the complete early refit. If p > 1764, Proposition E.52 supplies the strict late
error bound and 11/50 nonsquare refit margins. The latter margins count pd correct rows among p(d + 1)
held-out rows; the full error denominator still includes the diagonal rows.

Joint continuity of the actual update. For § = (W, V) write ¢ = (6p,n,dyv), ¢° = (053",0,0) and
©;(¢) =U,’, (6). Let K have orthonormal columns spanning £, and put I'(0) = KLF(0)"FO)Kg. At
a frozen reference departure write G = —Vy L, and let P(c | z;) be its softmax probabilities. Strict training
margins give
1
(V.G)p = - Z Z P(c| i)(fy, (x:i) — fe(zi)) > 0. (117)
1€ES cHy;

Equation (117) ensures that the head normalization has a nonzero denominator. On a neighborhood with

the same training gates, F', G are continuous and F' = F P by Lemma E.2. The supported source rank
supplied by the bootstrap makes I'(8) positive definite, so it stays positive definite nearby. There

FKT(0)" 12K,
Npol(F) = = (\/)77 Ev

are continuous. Substituting (118) into the update (63) proves joint continuity of U, 4, in state, n and dy
at (05, ;,0,0). Finite composition makes every arrival ©;(¢), 0 < j < J, continuous at ¢% = (653,0,0).

Nr(G) = G/|GllF (118)

One full-coordinate ball and the two decay scopes. At every reference arrival the training feature table
is nonzero, because vanishing features would give zero logits and zero training margins. Its prescribed refit
penalty is therefore positive. The ridge formula makes the full refit scores and normalized errors continuous
at that table. The positive centered-table energy likewise makes the Fourier fraction continuous. Held-out
ReLU gates need not stay fixed for these continuity statements.

The strict reference conclusions include every training contrast in (0,0.0201), not only the aggregate
CE interval. They involve finitely many arrivals, inputs and classes. Joint continuity therefore supplies
a full-coordinate d-ball about 653" and positive parameter caps 19, dp preserving part (a); shrink them so
0 <1/2 and dy < 1/2. For p > 1764, continuity on the slice dyy = 0 also preserves the late refit’s strict
error and nonsquare margins. Shrink ¢ and ng, keeping dy fixed, so that By x [0,19) x {0} lies in this slice
neighborhood. Shrinking preserves part (a), and proves part (b) on the same final ball and head-step interval,
without asserting a late-refit conclusion for positive decay.

Accuracy is preserved through the stated strict correct or wrong score margins, not through continuity
of the accuracy function. The same positive training margins give G; # 0 at every actual departure in
the selected neighborhood, so the head increment has norm 7 when dy = 0 and n > 0. All 3pM initial
coordinates may vary in this ball. O

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Fix p > 101, M > Myin(p) and A > 0. Choose ¢ > 0 sufficiently small for all
component certificates in Proposition E.54, including the late-refit certificate when p > 1764. This fixes s, J
and the two windows in (60)—(61) before the initialization is chosen. Lemma E.26 gives Zeariy = {1, ..., 32},
|Ziate| > 16, and max Zeayiy < minZjate, with both windows contained in {1,...,J}. Take the final ball and
constants of Proposition E.54 and set (nw, Aw,nv) = (s, A\, m0/2), Ay = 0. The ball By, is nonempty and
open in R3*M_ Part (a) of that proposition gives (i)—(iii), and part (b) gives (iv) for p > 1764, with all
guarantees on this same ball and trajectory. O
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Scope. The positive constants 9,79, dyg may depend on p, M, A\, and the chosen witness € and its finite J.
No quantitative lower bound or uniformity over widths is asserted. For each fixed width, the same selected
ball, head step, horizon and windows serve the undecayed theorem and the half-grid decay conclusion.

F A random-split low-CE theorem with refit-first recovery

The task, network and Fourier observable are those of (1) and (6). This is a different construction from
Theorem 4.1: its width, readout penalty and asymptotic regime are specified in Theorem 4.2 and Section 3.5.
Its dictionary, split event, calibrated head, reference path and initial ball are defined in the corresponding
subsections below. Symbols in this appendix are local to it except for the shared interface listed in Section N.

F.1 Statement and construction

The elementary construction formulas below apply to odd primes p > 5; the final theorem uses the larger
common threshold. Throughout this appendix, m = M = p?(p — 1) denotes the hidden width. With A from
Section N and k, a from Definition F.17, prescribe

A=k/h, s=h(1—-a)/k, n =6/(hp).
These are fixed before sampling. The actual learner is
(nW7)\WanVa)\V) = (57>‘>77v0) (119)

in (3), with mean CE over the realized split. For the refit, write v = x/[4p(p — 1)] and qu, = 7; = v ||H]g||?
Its target-normalized error is also denoted Eons(H j) = Eiref(j); Definition F.28 gives the same own-penalty
error for any nonzero training-feature table. We write Accyos(U) for the held-out accuracy of this refit of a
feature table U, with the fixed tie rule.

Theorem F.1 (Quantitative random-split realization). Theorem 4.2 holds on the event Espiiy, of Definition F.10
with the fized updates (119) and the training-data-built center (120)—(135). Its initial region R;’i‘;dom is the
nonempty ordinary open ball of radius (141) in all 3pm weight coordinates about that center. The refit is (18),
and Eet(j) = Eons(H j). In addition, the training margins in clause (i) are strictly positive, and the Fourier
fraction in clause (iv) remains O(1/p) throughout 0, ..., J. The error gain compares each trajectory with its
own nitial error. No accuracy after J is asserted.

The rates are fixed before sampling, and both weight matrices remain trainable and untied. The label-blind
rectangular dictionary contains no added memories. The head (135) uses two one-time centered train-only
calibrations: bpase for the canonical base, whose normalized residual is IA%, and b, for the mixed head.
Proposition F.22 proves their existence, uniqueness and bounds. This engineered warm start is neither a
zero head nor a proved outcome of earlier training. Neither the actual initial head nor the separate complete
diagnostic correctly predicts any held-out input: Proposition F.22 and Lemma F.35 establish the center
claims, and Lemma F.30 and Proposition F.36 extend them to every initial state in the prescribed ball.
Refitted heads are never installed in the learner.

Proof strategy. The construction first fixes the split event and clock, then calibrates the initial head
in Proposition F.22. The reference kernels in Section F.2.4 describe how this center evolves along the
fixed-direction comparison path. Lemma F.30 then controls actual states on the prescribed r¢ ball, uniformly
over the event and every head sequence with increments at most 7. Its Frobenius estimate gives mean loss
and held-out accuracy; its rank and operator estimates give strict training margins. These are the outputs of
Claim I.

Claim II, in Section F.3, proves the full-refit and Fourier conclusions separately on those same states.
Initial actual-head failure comes from Lemma F.30, while initial refit failure uses the signed estimate in
Lemma F.35. Proposition F.36 assembles the conclusions with one pre-sampling threshold. The actual
trajectory is not required to retain its initial gates.
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F.2 Claim I: actual dynamics, plateau and delayed network recovery
F.2.1 Split model, dictionary and the initial-data event

Grid notation. Use the task and centered targets of Sections 3.1 and 3.5, and the shared height scale h
of Section N. For x = (a,b), write X, = xap, Y = y*(v) and t, = T,. Here P = C), is class centering, so
Ts=YsP, and np = |D| = p* —n.

Definition F.2 (Grid tables and construction scale). Let X € R®**?P be the grid input table with rows x,
and let Y's be the one-hot training-label table. The visible space E ;s = {(v,v') € RP x RP : 1Tv = 172/}
contains every x, and has dimension 7, = dim Fyis = 2p — 1; write A = log(p — 1) 4 acont for the confidence
scale. The fixed theorem parameters and Bernoulli split are those of Theorem 4.2.

Split model.

Definition F.3 (Sampled masks and counts). The mask M € {0, 1}?*? has independent Bernoulli(p) entries,
and S = {(a,b) : My, = 1}. We write M, = My, for z = (a,b), n2°V = >, Map, n§° = >, Mg, and
Ne = Za Mg, c—q for the row, column and class counts, and

nrow ncol n
ATOW __ a ~col __ b A _ ATOW __ A col
Nge = Mllycfa - ’ Ny e = MC*byb - ’ Ne =MNe — — = E Nge = E e
p p I -

for their class-centered versions. The centered masks are M = M — p11T, Mgocw = Mgc—q — p and
lef;l =M. _pp —p. For x = (a,b) set Nye = My c—aq + Me—pp.

Write 1 = T—Srl, with coordinates i, = n. — n/p.

For fixed z, rival arm pairs use distinct Bernoulli entries, so the Ny, ¢ # y., are independent Binomial(2, p)
variables, independent of M,. The three permuted centered mask matrices have independent entries
individually; independence between those matrices is never used.

Dictionary and forces.

Definition F.4 (Dictionary and full-grid force). Let by = (p+1)/2, In = {0,...,bp — 1}, u = by/p and
q=p/2 = (p+1)/(4p). The neurons of (120) are indexed by (u,v,u',v’) € (F) x Fp)?, with [ and r the
indicator vectors of uly + v and uw'Iy + v'. Write E;, for the uniform average over these m neurons and
gz = larp for = (a,b). Let Oyow and O be the  x Q matrices with entries 1{a = o’} and 1{b = '}, and
By =1+ Orow + Ocol + 11T

Denote the prescribed center by (W, V) and its feature table by Hy = H(W); unbarred initial states
may be any point in the certified ball. For the two indicator masks I, r € {0,1}?, the dictionary row is

= (67

Wo)un = ﬁ(zz —1-41, 2r—1-31). (120)

The full-grid rule force is cp = X ' diag(g)TT " g. Forces use the neuron norm ||¢|| ;> = (Ei» [Hc(l7 T) ||2} )12,

The interaction source is f, = (lo — p)(ry — p).
For the center dictionary put d = h%¢*>, H = Hy s, B = HHT/d and w = 1,,//m.

Lemma F.5 (Dictionary identities). For the dictionary and kernels in Definition F.J:

(i) Pr(loy =1) = p and Pr(ly =l =1) = q fora# a’. Hence E[UT] = q(I+117) and the covariance of |
is qP; the same holds for v, which is independent of I.

(it) Eir [ggT] = ¢*>By, and the interaction source satisfies By, |fufur] = ¢* Paar Pov -

(#ii) }_107%7(1774) = hg,/+/m. Hence I:IOI_I(—)F = dBy with How = hp?lq, and the normalized training Gram
matriz B of (135) equals By ss.
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(iv) BT =T, T'T =pP, |T|,, = b, |X|,, = v2p, and EM{

2
‘TTQH ] =¢*p(p—1).

Proof. (i) Fix a. For each k € Iy and u # 0 exactly one v gives uk +v = a, so a € uly + v for bg(p — 1) of the
p(p — 1) pairs. For a # o/, the map (k, k') — (u,v) = ((a — d)/(k — k'), a — uk) is a bijection from ordered
pairs of distinct elements of Iy onto the pairs with a,a’ € uly+v, so the probability is by(bo—1)/(p(p—1)) = q.
As p = 2q and p? = g(1 + 1/p), the covariance is g(I +117) — 4?11" = ¢P. (ii) follows from (i) and the
independence of [ and r. (iii) At z, the preactivation of neuron (I,7) is a(2l, + 2r, — 2 — 28)/+/m, which
equals h/y/m if |, = r, = 1 and is at most —2a83/y/m < 0 otherwise. Thus I_IOI_{(T = h?Eir[g99"] and

(Hoyw), = hEi,[g.] = hu?. (iv) Every operand row and column of € meets each class exactly once, so
O, T =0T =0and 1"T=0;T'T =pP,and X' X = (lfiHT 1;;) has largest eigenvalue 2p. Finally

?|

2
’TTgH } = 2tr(T"BT) = @ tx(T'T). O

For a neuron (I,7), a source ¢ € R (which may depend on the neuron) and S’ C €2, define the gated force
C@(S/) = X:§|—/ dlag(gs/) TS/T:gr/QOS/ = Z g; <t“t]> Y5 X € ]Rzp. (121)
i,jES’
In particular cp = ¢,(). Since g — f = ply + pry — p? is additive, T' (9 — f) = 0; hence cr = c¢(2) and
Cl(Q) =0.
Count, design and arm events.

Definition F.6 (Count thresholds and design/arm events). Use the pre-sampling mixing coefficient £ of
Definition F.17. Before sampling define

re=e M Qe=(p-Dp+1-pro?  c=p1-p). (122)
For 6 € (0,1) put £5; = log(32p?/J) and
D, = \/pls/2, t.=+/Aplog9 + 21og(24/3), Q.= /2pls, K.=4D, +t,. (123)

Put nmax = pp + Dsx and n_ = p(pp — D). Set

3p,  2p(p—1) _ p=1. 4p? _ Jplp—=1), 2p
2log 5 , Dp= 5 log 5 Dy = 5 log(s.

Define E4es(9) by

max [ng™ — ppl, max [ng™ — pp|, max|ne — pp| < Du; (124)
I8, | e < (125)
op op op
S o
max Ebj Mapiie| < Q.. max D My | < Q. (126)
a

For y # ¢ put Hye = >, Mo y—aMac—aMaotc—yy—a- Let Nf) = #{c # yr : Nyze = 2} and put
W, = Zies,yi;&c rg_N”. The other three events are
En(8) = {IHye — p°pl < D Yy # ¢},
EL(8) = {INY — (p = 1)p"),
|#{c # Yo : Noe =0} — (p — 1)(1 — p)?| < Dy, Vz},
Ew(d) = {|WC — p[nc(nC — 1) + 2rene(p — ne)
+7¢(p —ne)(p —ne —1)]| < Dw Vel

The count certificates used in the bounds are H,, = p?p — Dy, Cg = E#% r?iN“ and Ay =
Dw + (3p+1)Dy +p.

(0]



For the count calculation, put

ue=p+(1—pre, N9 =4#{c#y,: Npe =0},

and
F(k) = k(k — 1) + 2reh(p — k) + r2(p — K)(p — b — 1).

Lemma F.7 (Count and arm events). For § € (0,1), use the four count/arm events in Definition F.6. Each
has probability at least 1 — 6. On Eqes, |Ne] < 2Dy; on Ex, Hye > Hmins on Er, |0 — Q¢| < (1 —rg)DL < Dy;
and on Eges N Ew,

|Wc - an£| S AW

Proof. Tail bound and scalar-event families.

We use one bounded-range estimate. For a variable of range length ¢, the second derivative of its centered
log moment-generating function is a tilted variance, at most ¢?/4 by comparison with the range midpoint.
Integrating twice bounds it by t2¢?/8. For sums with r colors and independence within each color, Holder
with exponent r across colors, followed by exponential Markov and optimization, gives

Pr{|S ~ E[S]| > u} < 2expl-2a%/(r 3 £)L.

The argument also holds conditionally. The five scalar applications have the following numbers of tests,
effective range-square sums, and union costs:

family tests Ty 02 cost
counts 3p P 30/(16p)
Cross sums 2p? 4p 5/8
H plp—1)| 3p o
NGO NG 2p? p—1 )
w p|plp-1) g

Here the counts are sums of Bernoulli variables. The cross-sum terms Z\Zabﬁgocl lie in [—1, 1], use independent
columns, and have means ¢(1{a = ¢ — b} — 1/p) summing to zero; transpose for the other family. For
A=c—y, write Hye = > YoCoCoqqn with Yy, = My y—y, Co = My c—q. These mean-p> indicators have the
three-colorable p-cycle as dependency graph. Rival arm pairs at fixed = are disjoint, giving independent
indicators of means p?, (1 — p)2. Finally, condition on the class-c line, with k = n. sampled entries. Write
each remaining input as (a,c — a’), a # o’. These p(p — 1) mask bits are independent; their weights are
k(k — 1) copies of 1, 2k(p — k) copies of ¢, and (p — k)(p — k — 1) copies of rg, giving conditional mean pF(k).
Substituting Dy, Q«, Dy, D, Dw gives the displayed costs.

Matriz-norm events and union accounting.

For each of the three matrices in (125), a unit bilinear form has range-square sum 1. A maximal 1/4-
separated sphere net has at most 9”7 points, by comparing disjoint radius-1/8 balls with a radius-9/8 ball;
approximation in both arguments bounds the matrix norm by twice the largest net bilinear form. Thus these
tests cost 6-92Pe~12/2 = = 0/4. The total design cost is 30/(16p) + 30/8 < d, proving all four probability claims.

Consequences for counts, arms and weights.

The centered-count bound follows because n/p is the mean class count. For r € [0,1], > 2y, T

r(p—1)+(1 —T)Nng) —r(1 —r)NgEO), whose mean is (p—1)(p+ (1 — p)7)?; its event error is at most (1 —72)Dp.
For r =r¢, F'(k) = 2k(1 —r)> + 2r(1 — r)p — (1 — r?) € [—1,2p] and pF(pp) — ppQs = —p*(1 — p)(1 — r)?p.
Together with Q¢ < p—1 and |n. — pp| < D, these prove the stated bound on W.. O

2_N.7:c —

Definition F.8 (Sampled-force events). Let ¢y = cf(S), ¢g = ¢4(S) and ¢1 = cl(S) be the forces (121) with
the interaction, gate and constant sources. For 6 € (0,1) define the events £7(6) {Hcf —p cF||L2 < tf} and

E4(0) = {||cg — ager — p cFHL2 < ty}, with ¢ty = p*/2(26)71/2, t, = (2/6)/?p3/? and the neuron-dependent
coefficient a, = 1% gs/n € [0,1] when n > 0 (and a, = 0 when n = 0).

Lemma F.9 (Sampled initial forces). Forp > 5 and § € (0,1), each sampled-force event £;(3),E4(d) of
Definition F.8 has probability greater than 1 — 44.
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Proof. For ¢ € {f,g,1}, define the local finite-difference quantities

0;,C = C|Mi:1 - C|M7L:0? U= TT dlag((Mw)rEQ)Sav

ve =Y Mg;(H{y; = c} = 1/p)x;,  di=(1—1/p)gipixi.
i

For the finite difference 0;,C, orthogonality of products of M; — p gives Var (C) < ¢> , E {H@CHQ}: each

nonconstant monomial’s variance is counted by its degree on the right. Apply this to C'=c,, ¢ € {f, 9,1},
in the neuron L? space. The quantities u, v., d; satisfy, by direct differentiation,

Dicy = gitly,X; + vy, + (1 — 2M;)d;

the M; terms cancel. Here |p;| < 1 and EZ,T[

2
T . .
‘T @H } < p?, so averaging over masks and neurons gives

E {HUHQ} < (p? +<)p? = pp®. At the full mask, each coordinate of v, has magnitude at most one (on the

left it is lo(re—a — p)); also >-, ; [lg;(L{y; = ¢} — 1/p)x;|* < 2p?. Thus E [ZC ch||2] < 2pp?. Each class

has p inputs and Y, [|d;||*> < 2p?, so the three-term squared triangle inequality bounds the variance by

35(4pp® + 2p?). Moreover Enrlc,] — p?cy(Q) = ¢ >, d;, whose squared norm is at most 2¢?p3. Hence

2 1112
E [HC@ - chw(Q)HLz} < 3¢(4pp” +2p%) + 25°p* < “oep’ < 2.

Markov gives Pr(€§) < 46 and Pr{[lc, — p*cr[|3> + |lc1ll7. > p*/6} < 48. For every neuron-dependent
@ € [0,1], ey — acy — pPerl3s < 2y — pPerl3a + lerl32), proving & 0

Definition F.10 (Complete initial-data split event). Let
Exptit = Eaes(p™2/T) N Eu(p™?/T) N EL(D™?/T)
Newp™ 2/ NE ™ 2/T) N E (™2 /7).
Unless its argument is displayed, a split threshold uses § = p~'/2 /7. The nonempty proper-split and
denominator conditions are proved in Proposition F.11 and the assembly of Appendix F. The event £y and

its certificate Hy,j, are retained in this event; the calibration argument below uses a direct bound from Eges
instead.

For the following failure-budget calculation, write §; = p~1/2/7.

Proposition F.11 (Initial-data split event). The event Espiy of Definition F.10 satisfies:

(Z) Pr(gsplit) Z 1-— 2/\/]3

(ii) The thresholds are ty = (7/2)Y/2p7/* and t, = 141/%p"/*, and, asp — oo, t. = O(/p), Dw = O(p\/log p)
and Dy, Q., K., Dy, Dy, = O(y/plogp).

ii1) For all sufficiently large p, K, < and D, < min(p,1— = p/5. Then, on Esniiy, every operand row,
y large p pp p,1=p)p=p b y op
operand column and class contains both training and held-out inputs; in particular the split is proper
and n, > 1 for every class.

Proof. The four count/arm failures cost at most 4§; and the two force failures less than 897, so their sum is
less than 12/(7,/p) < 2/,/p. At § = 61 every logarithm in the count thresholds is O(logp), which gives the
orders in (ii), and ts,t, follow by substitution. Hence (iii) holds for large p, and then all row, column and
class counts lie strictly between 0 and p. O
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Standing assumptions and the sampled design. From here on the theorem parameters, including .J, are
fixed, the split lies in Epie, and p is a sufficiently large odd prime. All estimates are uniform over this event.
One common threshold pg > 20482 is chosen in Proposition F.36; the initial-data bounds at the beginning of
the proof of Lemma F.30 establish every denominator and sign condition used below, independently of any
trajectory.

Definition F.12 (Sampled design). Let Y = diag(ILT, (p+2)~!) on 1+ @1+ @R, z, = (Peq, Pey,p~/?) for

z = (a,b), and let Z have rows z,. Put K = ZJZs, @ = ZiTs, so = pp— K., ka = K./(pp), Ns = | Ts|| o,
ND = ||TDHF and

Np = Vp((1=p)p— D)1 =1/p), Ny =+/plp—1). (127)
Use the sampled-design quantities (127), and put
E,=1 @1 aR,  np=p((1-p)p— D).

Lemma F.13 (Sampled design). ZTZ = plg, and ZY'ZT = 0,00 + Ocol + 117, so By = I+ZY'2T7.
Moreover n > n_ > pp*/2, np > np >0, Ny < Np < N4, Ns < Ny and ||7C—pp]1||Op < K,; hence

sol X IC = (pp + KL and ke < 1/2. Also ||X5||Op < V2nmax, HTS”op < VPmax < /P HZDHop < VD

1%, < V3t [¥llx < /B3p—t., ¥P = ¥, TiTs = Pdiag(ne) P, and | Zsc|® = (so/p) | Z¢l|” for
ce Fbs.
Proof. The identities for Z follow from 2z, X 'z], = (1{a = d'} — %) +1{p=0} - %) + prZ and from

summing z,z,

each class has at most p points. In block form, with dn

Pdiag(on™)P ~ PMP  Pn™//p
I — ppl = PM'P  Pdiag(6n®)P Pon</ /p | - (128)
6nrowTP/\/}3 (anOITP/\/f) (n _ pp2)/p

On Eges the upper-left 2 x 2 block has norm at most D, + t., the border vector has norm at most \/§D*, and

In— pp?|/p < Dy; so [|IC = ppll||,, < K., and K. < pp/2 gives x, < 1/2. The nonnegative matrix XiXs

has row sums 2n'°" and 2n{°}; Ts = Y s P with Y:SI—YS = diag(n.); and nmax < p as Dy < p/5. The three

= col

blocks of ¥ are PMrOWP, PM P and 1TMr0WP/\/f), each of norm at most t,; since ¥1 = 0, its rank is
at most p — 1. Finally || Z]|,, = /p and || Zsc|® = ¢TKe > s [|c]|*. O

over €. Sum the split count bounds for n, np; each target row has squared norm 1 — 1/p and
TOW _ TOW _ ppl and 5nc01 — ncol _ pp]_7

F.2.2 The dictionary coefficient of the rates

Definition F.14 (Force covariance and pre-sampling coefficient). Write cp = (ck, &) and define

2
¢ p*l ’ 0 P ? \/%

Let IT, be the orthogonal projector onto 1+ @ 1+; 7., 7y denote the nonnegative square roots.
Let Xp =K [CFCH. The coefficient in (130) is

trZ}/Q p+1
cr(p) = g=—
Pplp—1)v2p =T dp '

The comparison direction U g is the normalized supported Polar factor of the matrix whose row for neuron
(I,7) is cp(l,7) T //m; its corresponding row is U r(I,7). Both cgr(p) and U are fixed before the training
split is sampled.

(129)

Definition F.15 (Coherent-force quantities). For an interval mask I, acy(t) = [IN I +¢)|; I ={a: 1, =1}
and I, = {b:r, = 1}. The coherent sum is

(p—1)/2
p—1 bo(p — 1)
Eeon = Z |:a<2_a)+ .

a=0



The pre-sampling coefficient is (129). Let ® € R™*? have rows cx(l,7)T //m; then ® & = X and
Up = Npoil(®r).

Lemma F.16 (Own covariance and bounds on cgr(p)). For the force-covariance quantities of Definition F.14:
(i) Sp = 72T, + 72upu] ; hence tr $3° = 2(p — 1)1 + 70 and
_ 2(]) - 1)Tc + 70
¢plp—1)v2p—T
(i) Forp > 64, 7. > p*/?/32 and 7o > p?/24. Thus X has rank 2p — 1 and range B, its smallest positive
eigenvalue is min(7., 79)% > p3/1024, and Up(l,7) = cp(l,7) T (ZF)/2/y/m(2p — 1).

(iii) Forp>64,2/3 <cr(p) <4p//p?—-1<T.
Proof. Write (I x7)e = >, laTc—a; no = (p — 1)/2, and feon(a) = a(ng — a) + bono/(2p) on Iy, zero off Iy;
then Feop = 17 feon. Since (T g)e = (1% 7). — b3/p,

c(a) =1, Z[(l *1)axb — ba /D] = la [ Z acy, (a —v) — bg/p]

bel,. vel;

cr(p)

Summing over a gives 1T ck = || P(I % 7)||?; the right block is symmetric.

(i) Left translations translate Pck and fix ¢t and the common coordinate sum. Averaging these translations
makes their cross second moments zero. Simultaneous dilations act transitively on nonzero coordinate
differences, so the left centered second moment is 72 P; exchanging the masks gives the identical right block.
Together with cr € Eyis and uj cp = 1/2/p17ck this gives (i).

(ii) The slope event u'/u = %1 has probability 2/(p — 1). Translations and simultaneous dilation reduce
to I} = I, = Iy. Summing by — |a — v| on I identifies the coherent block with the function fe,, defined above
and gives

(»* - 1D(P* +3)

Eecon = € [p"/48,p% /48 + p/24].
b 48p [p°/48,p° /48 + p/24]
USing ZZ[}:O a2(n0 - a)2 = (ng — nO)/'?)O and (1 _ 1/p)5 2 1— 5/p7 fOI' p Z 64 we Obtain
‘ll'_).]c«:oh||2 > 1-— 5/64 . 1 B (1 + 2/642)2 1
p° T 960 60 - 644 2304 2048°

Restricting the two nonnegative second moments to this slope event gives 72 > p®/1024 and 7§ > 4E2, /[p(p—
1)] > p*/576. The rank, range and supported Polar formula follow from (i).

(iii) The lower bound follows from (ii), discarding 7o and using ¢ < 65/256 and ¢? < 21/320. For each
neuron, diag(g)X is the incidence matrix of the complete bipartite graph on its two masks, each of size by, so
its squared operator norm is 2by = p + 1. Since (TTT)2 =pTT", Lemma F.5(iv) gives

2
tr2p < (p+ 1)pE [HTTQH } =¢*p*(p* - 1).

Scalar Cauchy—Schwarz on the 2p— 1 positive eigenvalues and division by (129) give cgp < /p+ 1/(¢v/p — 1) =

dp/\/p? —1<T. O

Definition F.17 (Geometric clock and pre-sampling choices). Set Z = 9/50. The geometric rate parameters

are ‘
k = pcr(p), a=1+kz)"Y,  v=dl,

zi= (a7 =1)/k, &=k(zs_1+27)/4
These are pre-sampling choices. The associated clock aliases are
9 =1—4z, g =(1—-a)/(20), g+ =(1—a)/2,
W = 1v;(Wo + hz;Up), HY = HW).

(130)

The clock identities and signs are proved in Lemma F.18.
These construction parameters are separate from those of Definition E.3.
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For the clock comparison put gz = 1+ kZ and ay = (137/125)~ /7.

Lemma F.18 (Geometric clock and reference recursion). Let J > 30 and p > 64, with the pre-sampling rates
and clock of Definition F.17 and (119).

() 0 <a<ajl—s\=aands/h=(1—a)fk For0<j<J 3 <v<1lvy(l+kzy) =1
O:Z0<Z1<"'<Z‘]:Z:%,andﬁjZ%.
(i) ZJ_1>%, andzj—zj_1>5§%>%f0r1§j§‘].

(iii) 0 < & < kZ/2 and v;€ > 255 for 0 < j < J. The quantity 1 — v;(1 + 2€) increases strictly with j and

equals —g_ at J — 1 and g4 at J, where both positive gaps exceed (1 —ay)/2.
(iv) The reference path has Wit = W and W;e_fl = aW?Ef +sUp for0<j < J.

Proof. Clock identities and recursion.
Lemma F.16(iii) gives 8/15 < k < 28/5, hence 137/125 < gz < 251/125 and 0 < a < ay < 1. The

prescribed rates imply 1 — sA = a, s/h = (1 —a)/k, and
v =dl, vikzj =1—d, 1+26=gz(1+a)/2.

The first two identities give the increasing clock from 0 to Z, v; > v; = 921 > 125/251, and ¥, > 1-4Z = 7/25.
They also rewrite the reference path as

Wi = oW + (h/k)(1 — o )Up,

which proves its initial state and recursion because s = h(1 — a)/k.

Positive geometric increments.

The positive geometric increments increase with j, sum to Z, and have maximum-to-minimum ratio

2] —ZJj-1 _
R J:agz<gz.
21 — 20

Comparison with their arithmetic mean Z/J therefore gives

72
<zZj—2j-1 < L

Jgz J

The lower bound exceeds 45/(502.J) > 1/(12J). Since J > 30, the upper bound gives
9 251 1
_ Z(1— — (1 — — —.
21> 2= 92/7) > 50< 3750> o
Midpoint mixing and signs.
The midpoint identity and a > g}l, since J > 1, give directly
l+a—2/g7 1—g," 3 11

£ > = > > — > —.
Vi€ 2 vik 1 1 137 ~ 540

Also € < kZ/2 because zj_1 < Z. Since v; decreases, the signed quantity increases strictly. The same
midpoint identity gives its endpoint values —(1 — a)/(2a) = —g_ and (1 — a)/2 = g+. Both gaps exceed
(1 —ay)/2 >0 because a < ay < 1. O

Thus the reference path is the decayed fixed-direction recursion of the learner with Ny (F';) replaced by
Upr. It is used only in the proof.
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F.2.3 Train-only calibration of the initial head

The clock is now fixed by Definition F.17. This subsection builds the head that will be compared along that
clock. Lemma F.20 first controls held-out kernel predictions; Proposition F.22 then uses the two train-only
calibrations to obtain the center-margin identity (136) with uniformly small error.

Local scales and oscillation. Write w = 1/logp/p for the asymptotic split scale and osc(f) = maxy fr —
ming, fj, for f € RP.

Definition F.19 (Shifted inverses). Fix ¢, > 1 and put A, = ¢, Y + K, Ccle) = A;I‘Il, A1 = ¢, + pp and
1

= 2
L= plepte. ) ~ pAy and set
4D, +Q.) , 8|D?
€pred = ( AQQ)"‘ |/l
1 1 (131)
K.v/2p+ 25 V2K2/2p F 205
+ .
pP\/P (PP + ¢o/ (P +2)) (1— ra)pp

These depend on ¢,; without an argument they refer to ¢, = 1, and A = A;.
For the constant function use the coordinate vector d; = (0,0, \/]3), h, = BO,ISB_lls and €, =
V2p/[(p + 2)sg]. Thus Zdy = 1g; the scalar d; below instead denotes an actual-state distance.

The held-out behavior of the canonical head and of the center refit is governed by the realized inverses of
shifted kernels, in the coordinates of Lemma F.13.
For the shifted-kernel estimate, put

Co
Ag=pp+ —— B, = +\/2p+ 24s.

p+2

Lemma F.20 (Kernel predictions). For the shifted inverse quantities in Definition F.19, for every co > 1
and x € D,

Bo.s[B+ (co— D7t =2, A 2], hy =1— 2, A7 1Yd;. (132)
Also |hy — 1| <€, and A., = KK = sol. Forx = (a,b) €D, y=a+band c# vy,
NI'C
2,C) (e, — e.) + A < 2[e| Dy 4 2€pred- (133)

Proof. For x ¢ S the identity part of By does not contribute, so By ;s = sz_lzg. Since
A Y 'Z2E = ZL B+ (co — 1),

multiplication by both inverses gives the first formula of (132). At ¢, =1, use 1s = Zs5d;, K=A— Y and
zydy =1 for the second. The bound on h, follows from A = sol, ||2,|| < V2 and || Xd4| = /p/(p + 2).
For x = (a,b) € D, y = a + b and rival ¢, put

v=ey—e, Tq=Miy q—Myc_q, Sq=My_qq—Mc_qaq, Oc=ny—ng,
p="Tv,  A=cY4pl,  fh=A 4,
E-K_—ppl, B=A'E

For these contrast vectors, |rq, [sq4| < 1, [0.| < 2D, and ¢ = Wv = (Pr, Ps,0./,/p) has norm at most B,.
For these A, 0y, 2:00 = —Ny./A1 + td,, since = ¢ S. The perturbation satisfies [Bl,p < K+ <1and

C©)y = 6, — Bl + B*(I + B)~16,.

Since ||6p]| < B./(pp), the remainder and global coordinate of the first-order term contribute at most the
fourth and third terms of (131), respectively. By (128), its row block before applying A s P[(6n™v ©r+
Ms)/Ay+16n7°%5,]. Here HMSHOO < 2Q) by subtracting two instances of (126). Applying P at most doubles
a coordinate bound; the row and column blocks therefore contribute at most 4(D. + 2Q.)/A? + 8[¢|D?/A;.
This is bounded by twice the first two terms of (131). Adding the global and remainder bounds, then
|tdc] < 2|¢| Dy, proves (133). O
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Definition F.21 (Train-only calibrations and center). For A > 0 and n. > 1 for every ¢, choose the unique
balance scalar sp, > 0 for which

Z\/1+4 —17’Lc/8bd1—1_1

2(e4 —1)
and put ghase,c = \/ 1+4(e 1)ne/spal — 1)/(2(e? — 1)). Existence and uniqueness are proved in Proposi-
tion F.22. Set
1 L+ (e =1)/p - ‘
bbase,c = IOg Qbase,c ™ IOg (base,d> Qe = ) R, =« i \€y; —Cbase i€ S). (134
> N | 0 (en=ase) (i € S). (134)

Let b, be the unique centered training-CE offset for the premixed training logits
AL = Ts + EBR] + (1 - &)1by,,;

Proposition F.22 establishes this train-only calibration. The center head is

_ A B N
Vo=211-9B 'Ts+¢R"H
(135)
1-¢ Tpp-1 bwT
bhasels BT H
+ — d b, S + h/J

Existence and the claimed properties of both calibrations are proved in Proposition F.22.
Define ug ;. by the center-margin identity

- =T - =T
(HoV ) )ay, — (HoV( )ze = A[My + £(2My — Ngo)| + Aug g, (136)

and set Beal 1= 0sc(by), €0 := MaXzcQ, oy, [U0,zc| and Eca := Aeg. These are proof certificates of the already
prescribed center, not inputs to either train-only minimizer, the rates or the radius.

Local train-only calibration notation. For a training-logit matrix F' € R"*P with labels y; and n, > 1
for every class, set C = {b € R? : 17b =0} and

Lr(b) = Z 1ogZe Fietbe [ — by,

Write bf" = arg min,c. Lr(b) and R =Y s — softmax(F + 1(b") 7). Existence and uniqueness of the centered

minimizer are proved below. The softmax Jacobian at a probability vector 7 is diag(n) — 7n .

For A >0, put ka = e — 1 and q.(t) = (\/1+ 4kan./t — 1)/(2ka) for t > 0. The balance scalar satisfies
>, qe(sba1) = 1, and gase = ¢(Sba1)- Set @we = (1 + kagpase,c) . For the premixed head define

1
Vcan = g(ATS + 1bl—)rase)TB_1Hv

AT
Viaw = ER H7 V& = (1 - g)Vcan + eraw-

Put F §: =H 07wV5T , and use F = Fg and b, = bF for its calibration. The actual center residual is
R.=Ys— softmaX(Fg +1b]).

Proposition F.22 (Train-only calibrated initial head). For any training-logit table F with n. > 0, the
centered minimizer bY of L exists uniquely and is characterized by

Z softmax (F; 4 b¥) = (ne)e.

€S

Its calibrated residual R has R'1, =0 and R1, =0.
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For F = ATs, the prescribed sp,) exists uniquely, qhase = q(Sbal), and bpase = bATs | The normalized

T ~
canonical residual satisfies R 1, =0, R1, = 0. Uniformly on Espiit,
Qbase,c = 1/10 + O(W/p)v Qe = 1+ O(OJ),
05¢(buace)s [baselloc = Ow), B~ TSHOP = O(/pw).

Every canonical training margin is A 4+ O(w).
On Epiis, the prescribed head (135) has logits Fft + by on every input, and R, has both zero sums. The
center certificates from Definition F.21 satisfy

Bea = 0(Aw), €0 =0(w),  Eear = O(Aw).

Consequently every center training margin is at least A(1 —eg) > 0, and every held-out input has a rival
margin at most —A( — eg) < 0 for all sufficiently large p.

Proof. We first establish the canonical calibration and its residual bounds. We then estimate the premixed
margins and their class imbalance, and use the balance Jacobian to bound the final offset b..

(1) Convezity and the canonical root.

For m;(b) = softmax(F; + b), the Hessian quadratic form is n=' 3", >, Tic(b)mia(b) (ve — va)?; it is
positive on C. Also Lp(b) > min.(n./n)osc(b) + n= >, (min, F;c — Fy,), and osc(b) > ||b|, /,/p on C, so
the objective is coercive. Its gradient lies in C and vanishes exactly at class-count balance, proving the first
assertion.

For canonical logits, write ¢ = gpase. The factor w gives a class-y row residual w, (e, — ¢), so balance is
equivalent to n.w. = Spa1qe for Spa; = Zy Ny Wy, OF Ne = Spaide(1+kage). Solving gives the stated g.(t); each
coordinate decreases continuously from +oco to 0 as ¢ increases from 0 to +00, so >, ¢.(t) = 1 has exactly
one root. Centering log q therefore gives the unique calibrated offset and the residual formulas.

On &gpiis, the canonical balance identity gives, for ¢; > g;,

4 14 0W).

4aj nj
Together with ) _q. = 1, this gives ¢. = 1/p+ O(w/p) uniformly. Centering log ¢ gives osc(bpase); ||Dbase || oo =
O(w). Also
kA|1/p B QC| < |1/p - QC| _ O(w)

a. — 1| =
| | 1+kAQC o qc

Finally, with P =1—11" /p,
R—Ts =Y s{(diag(a) — )P —a(q—1/p)"}.

The bracket has operator norm O(w), since |la| = O(y/p) and [lg —1/p|| = O(w/\/p). Using [[Ys],,
VTmax = O(/p) proves the residual bound; the margin claim follows from the offset oscillation.
(2) Premized pointwise margins and initial imbalance. Put

Dg = ZMab/an’_b/ —+ ZMa’baa/+b (I = (a, b))
b’ a’

IN

For the mixed logits F' = Fg, write m; = m;(0) with 7;(b) = softmax(F; 4+ b), and set
-A

¢ 2—Nie
T=———, tic=r o (c i), = Tic — N,
1+6_AQ§ ic ¢ (¢ # vi) &c zl: ic c

Wea(b) = zi:mc(b)md(b), Weq = wea(0),  wo = 1323 Weg.
The event gives sg < p. The canonical training margins are as above; on D, Lemma F.20 gives the canonical

margin estimate

O(A/p) + Al2|t| Dy + 2€prea] + (1 + €,)O(w) = O(Aw).
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~ ~T
For g = gpase, the constant block in By ;sR vanishes by R 1 = 0, and its remaining blocks give
(BoasR)e = Myay,(1{c = y} — ¢c) + e Nye — q.D2. (137)

Hence its normalized y-versus-c margin is 3Myay, — Nycae — (qy — gc) (Myay, + DY) = 3M,, — Ny + O(w): here
D¢ = O(p), |ae — 1| = O(w) and |gy — ¢c| = O(w/p). Mixing the two components therefore gives, uniformly
on the entire grid,

Fy,, — Fio = A[My + £(2M, — Nye)] + O(Aw). (138)

The quantities Q¢, 7, t;c have Q¢ < p and 7 < p~'. Equation (138), the arm-count event and Z#yi tie =
Qe + O(Dy) give mie = Ttic[1 + O(Aw)] for ¢ # y; and 1 — m;y, = 7Q¢[1 + O(Aw)]. Thus the weighted-count
event yields

ge =T(We —neQe) + O(TAw(W, + n.Q¢)) = O(pAw),

since W, — n.Q¢| < Aw = O(p*w) and W, + n.Q¢ = O(p?).
For ¢ # d, the three mask factors defining H.qy have sums n.,ng4,nq. The binary inequality wvw >
u 4+ v + w — 2 therefore gives

Hea > ne+2nqg —2p > (3p—2)p — 3D, < p.
On these two-arm rows, the true probability is bounded below and the rival probability is > e=4 =< p~1,
proving wy = 1.
(8) A uniform balance-Jacobian bound. Apply part (1) to F = Fg Recall B, = osc(by), and let i,k
maximize/minimize b,. For 0 < ¢ < 1, m;.(th,) > e~ *Beairr; . hence weq(thy) > e~ 2 Pealw . Integrating the
balance Jacobian from 0 to b, gives

1
gk — 8 = / Z[wid(tb*)(b*,i — bs,q)
0 4

+ Wi (thy) (bs,a — by )] dt

1
w
> pwoBea | e 2Pt dt = 2%(1 e 2Bear),

0
For each d the coefficient differences are nonnegative and sum to Bc,j; a diagonal edge has zero coefficient.
The integral formula also holds at Be, = 0. Since [|g||,, = O(pAw) and wp 2 1, 1 — e~ 2Beat = O(Aw) = o(1),
80 Beal = O(Aw).

The exact identity How = hu?1 realizes this same offset at every input. The balance equations give both
zero sums for R.,;, and adding b, to (138) changes any margin by at most osc(b.) = O(Aw). Thus ey = O(w)
and E., = O(Aw). On training rows, M, = 1 and N,. < 2, so the ideal margin in (138) is at least A. For
every held-out = (a,b), its operand row contains a training input on the split event, giving some ¢ # y,
with N, > 1; then its ideal margin is at most —A&. Since eg = o(1) < &, the two strict signs follow. O

F.2.4 The reference direction and kernels

Proposition F.22 supplies the starting margins. We next quantify the direction that moves the features:
Lemma F.24 bounds the reference coordinates and supplies a singular-value floor for the force anchor,
Lemma F.25 controls perturbations of that direction, and Lemma F.27 identifies the reference kernel’s rule
component and leakage. These estimates feed both the actual-state comparison and the later refit calculation.

The prescribed center, rates and radius depend only on the fixed problem, fixed parameters and initial
training data; full-grid auxiliary errors are proof-only. The comparison path W;-Ef =v;(Wo+ hz;Ur) is not
an optimizer state. The proof allows any head sequence with ||V ;1 — V||, <, always using the actual
departing-state CE gradient in the feature update.

2
T'yg ‘ /p, wp = /mr, Up(l,r) 7, and let J ;g
be an orthonormal basis matrix for Eyis. Let B have rows pcp(l,7)" /y/m. Set Gp = max;, . |x, wr|/\/Tv
and o, = 7?32,

Definition F.23 (Reference force normalization). Write ¢y =
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Lemma F.24 (Reference direction). For p > 64, every neuron and coordinate satisfy

(wr)i = ((cr)i — er)/Te +Cp/10,  [(wr)il < §vP+1,
Gr < 4, O'min(BFJvis) > Op.

vis

Moreover Bp = BpJyisJ .. and Nool(Br) =Up.

Proof. Lemma F.16 gives (£5)Y/? = I, /7. + ugu] /7o; the two blocks of cp have mean ¢g, proving the
formula. For an active left coordinate, (cr)a = Y_,¢;, acr, (a — v) — b3 /p. The nonzero-shift autocorrelations
of an affine half interval are the multiset {1,1,...,bp — 1,bp — 1}. Summing its by — 1 smallest or largest
elements gives

—p?/16 +p/4 —1/16 — 1/(8p) < (cr)a < p*/16 +1/16 — 1/(8p).

Inactive coordinates vanish. Cauchy—Schwarz applied to the two autocorrelation vectors gives 0 < pcp <
> acr, ()2 =b3/p = Econ, hence 0 < ér < p?/48+1/24. Thus |(cr); —cr| < p?/12; the bounds 7. > p*/2/32,
7o > p?/24 prove the coordinate cap. Consequently Gp < (16/3 + 2/,/p)/\/2 — 1/p < 134/(3V127) < 4.
Finally every force row lies in Fy;s, and B;B r = p*Zp has restricted eigenvalues p*72, p*72. Its thin singular
decomposition proves both the floor and the asserted Polar identity. O

In the following matrix lemma, all matrix names, SVD factors and eigenvalues are freshly quantified
objects of compatible dimensions. They are unrelated to construction quantities denoted by the same letters.

Lemma F.25 (Anchored Polar estimate). If B' B = 01, 0 > 0, for A,B € RN*" and ¢ = |A — B,

then
2

€
[Npol(A) — Npor(B) r —rank A < pot

” < 2€
F="Jro’
For matrices with rows in Eis, replace v by r, and B by BJis in the floor. In particular A # 0 when

€ < y/ro.

Proof. Let Q 4,Qp be the unnormalized supported polar factors and j = rank A. Projection onto ker A
gives (r — j)o? < €2. If j = 0, then € > /ro and the direction gap is one. Otherwise put a = /7, b = /7,
D=|Qp—Q4llpand d=|Qp/a— Q4/bl|z <2. The SVD gives (A,Q4 — Qp) > 0. Writing B = QpzH,
use H = ol and I — sym(Q5Q 4) > 0 to obtain

caD?

a+b’

eD>(B—-A,Qz—Q,) >2(D*+d®—1?) >

where the last step uses D < a+ b and a > b. If D = 0 the claim is immediate; otherwise combine this
with 4D? — (a + b)?d? = (a — b)*(4 — d?) > 0 to get d < 2D/(a +b) < 2¢/(ca). Right multiplication by Jis
preserves rank, nonzero singular values and Frobenius norms, proving the visible-space assertion. O

The Fourier characters are x,,(z) = p~1e2™w2/P =), . (x) from (13). Write Lr = {(k,k) : k # 0} and
Pr=P,, =P,qq = TTT/p for the rule projector.

Definition F.26 (Reference kernels). Set Fo = Ho/(hq) and (Pp), 1) = 9a.r(2)x) Up(l,r)" /q; write
F(z) = Fo + 2Pp, C = PpFJ and By = PpP. Put Py = 11" /p?, and let P,, be the sum of
the orthogonal projectors onto the two punctured Fourier axes. Set Pnix = I — Py — P.x — Pr and
Pint :PR+Pmix~

The scalar coefficients and trace definitions are

. _ 4¢’p(p—1) Loy p
o N Te 7o

Cax
s Cco = =+ 1)e X ko = — Cmix = CPmiX7
| =t Do, b=

o tI‘(PRBQ)

Rgr = b1 R )\R(Z> = 1+20RZ+RRZQ.

The identification of these coefficients with the kernel eigenvalues is proved in Lemma F.27.
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Use the reference tables of Definition F.26 and put Hy = ¢Ppr. For a punctured frequency line
L = {k(u,v) : k # 0} with (u,v) # (0,0), let P be the real orthogonal projector onto the corresponding
character span. For a diagonal subset mask M, put

M(w) _ pfl Z M:me27riw-x/p'

Lemma F.27 (Cross kernel and leakage). For p > 64, the symmetric matrices C, Bs act as scalars on each
invariant subspace projected onto by P or Py, and

C = CRPR + CaxPax + COPO + Cmi:n Cax € (054)7 HUw = ,Ufzkw]-y
I1Prllp, [[Cwmixllz < v/2p/q, ||CmiX||0p <8.

On the rule line, By has eigenvalue Rp > c%, and F(2)F(2)" has eigenvalue Ar(z) > (1 + cgz)?. For a
subset mask M with n' selected points and any E = Z#LR e Py,
n' 2
EMT|% < — | E|>.
I Ir < Y p— 1B

Proof. The entries of C and By are respectively E [gg'x] wr]| /(¢*\/Ty) and E [g9'x] wpx,, wr]| /(g*r).
Translation of either mask translates its force block; simultaneous dilation and exchange of the masks dilate
and exchange the blocks. The dictionary law is invariant under these operations. Thus both kernels are

translation invariant, symmetric (use dilation by —1), and constant on frequency lines, with equal eigenvalues
on the axes. The rule eigenvalue follows from

E [c}(E})l/QcF]

VT

tr(T'CT) = = crp(p — 1).

On active entries Pa,g = 2u(1 — ) and (I,7) "wp = 2pcp[(1 — u) /7. + p/70). Using E [pcr] = ¢*p(p — 1) in
tr(PaxC) = 2(p — 1)cax gives the formula. Its upper bound follows from cax < 4¢%(16 +24/./p)/1/2 —1/p <

3.5 at p > 64. Averaging Hyw and C1 over the grid gives the two constant-mode identities. Also
|Pr|p < HXU;HF/q < V/2p/q. Since FoF| =1 on Ppy, ||Cmixllp < |Pr| »; each line has dimension

p — 1, so its operator norm is at most 1/2p/(¢?(p — 1)) < 8. For a unit rule vector v,
Cr = <P;v,F(—)rv> < +VRpg.
For the mask Fourier coefficients defined above, Parseval gives ) |I\7I(w) =n'. On a nonrule line with

generator u, the map (k,1) — (I,1) — ku is injective for k,l # 0. Thus HP._MPng?7 < n'/p%. Orthogonality
of the line ranges and TT' = pPp give the claim. O

=1 and

'F(—)rv

| 2

F.2.5 Uniform finite-horizon comparison

All theorem parameters, including J, are fixed before p and the split. The constants used for the exact initial
ball and the complete refit are fixed next, before any actual-state estimates. The radius (141) is chosen using
the initial refit’s signed reserve (140) and the perturbation budget (139). Its positivity is checked at the start
of Lemma F.30; its protection of initial refit failure is verified in Section F.4.

Definition F.28 (Complete refit and reference-kernel budgets). For any feature table U with [|[Us| z > 0,
set qu = 7[|Us|p, Y = UpUg(UsUs +aul) ™' Ts and Egns(U) = |[Yv = Tol|7/N3.
For 0 < z < 1/5, put B(z) = F(2)F(2)" and 0r(2) = Ar(2) — 1. Define
Ez = Pmix(B(Z) - ]I)Pmi)u
Amin = 1/53 Qmin = /‘GP/QOO,

169
Crax = max {4//), (1+4/p) i } .

86



Put I'(2) = pOr(2)/(1 + qpez) + pOr(2)).

VP(1 + 3v/Cinax) +2mv(9/5)p1\7+ 5 — VOmaxyN+

Po(e) = Aye +Bye?, A, = 139
P< ) P P ? 2\/ qminNE qmmNi P 2qminN5 ( )
Put Aop = 1+ 49n, let Ay, ¢, €prea be those of Definition F.19 at ¢, = Aop,, and set
2
HobsO = Ai — 2|L|D* - 26pmd. (140)
1
For the Fourier transfer, put Ag = 1/(3p + 1).
Definition F.29 (Prescribed initial ball). Define, from the initial data and fixed parameters,
Tnew = T6 = Hobso . (141)

2v2N.P,(v2p/(hq))

The corresponding initial region is Rra“dom ={(W,V): |(W =W,V =V)||r < rnew}. Its positivity
and eventual validity are proved in Propomtlon F.36.

Actual-state comparison notation. Write d; = HWJ — W;Cf . /h for the normalized feature distance

and r = ||(Wo— Wy, Vo — V)| r for the joint initial distance. For this comparison put ¢ = p~*/% + Aw and

U=(1-8B (Ts+1b,./A) +¢R,
s(9) = U'gs +b./(44),  Cr(g) = X § diag(gs)T's.

For each time j, set

ti=e M Qi=(-1)(p+ (1—p)t;)?,

. — e = A sF = 1Fi —kiBrlp
T 1+ e AQ;] 7 hg?n’ J kjop/To

Lemma F.30 (Two-output finite-horizon comparison). For all sufficiently large p, the train-only center is
defined on Esxpir and its prescribed radius satisfies 0 < rg < 1. Initialize at joint distance r < r¢ from the
center and use the feature update in (119) with any head sequence whose increments have norm at most the
pre-sampling budget n = 0/(hp). Uniformly over these masks, initial states and head sequences, for every
fizxed £ > 0,
Afmaxd; — 0, At max5 — 0.
i<J i<J

Moreover L; = L, + o(1), Accp(j) — 0 for j < J, Acep(J) — 1, and Acep(0) = 0 ezactly for any fized tie
rule. Every training margin satisfies, eventually,

(H;V ] )iy, — (H;V ] )ic > vjA/25 (1€S,c#y;,0<5<J). (142)

Proof. All orders and limits below are uniform over the family in the statement. Their constants may depend
only on the fixed theorem parameters. The proof has three stages. The static and source estimates control
the calibrated head and the reference margins. The departing-state estimate then closes a finite induction for
d; and 5JF . Finally, the resulting logit error gives mean loss and held-out accuracy, while the rank estimate
gives the separate pointwise training bound (142).

Static event, center and exact radius.

The event bounds give t. = O(\/p), D+, Q+, K«, Du, D = O(pw), Dw = O(py/logp) and ty,t, = O(p™*).
Thus n,np =< p?, o, Hmin < p and Q¢ — D1, Q; — w;Dy, = p. In particular K, < pp/2, D, < p/5 and
Dr < p?(p — 1) eventually, and every class has positive training count. These facts precede any use of a
calibrated inverse. The count bounds give Ay = O(p?w). Proposition F.22, using only these initial-data
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bounds and the kernel identities, gives ||bpasel|, s || — 1|| o, = O(w), Beal; Feal = O(Aw) and e = O(w) < &.
These certificates establish the prescribed center’s signs independently of any trajectory; take also p > 20482.

Uniformly for 1 < ¢, < 2, the kernel formulas give A1 = pp+O(1), 1| = O(p~2) and €prea = O(p~3/?logp).
Since 1 < Aop = 1+ xn/[p(p —1)] <2,

Plobso — 2//)’ Ap = O(p_1/2)7 Bp = O(p_Q)'
Thus 76 > 0. The first positive summand of A,, piobso < 2/(pp), and N5 /N4y = /1 — p — D../p give

hg\/Gumin(1 —p)
Te S =
p(1 + 3v/Crnax)D?

O(p™) < 1.

Canonical and centered source bounds.

Put 9
datom = (1(l — p), pu(r — pd), \/pp),
€can = T:srB_lgS - T;fs

The atom coordinates give g = f + Zdatom- The additive inverse identity gives

€can — ‘IlTA_l(-rdatom - Z:lS‘—fS)

2
Here [ @[], = O(/B), [ Ydaton|l = O(/B) and |5 fs|| < Epl2u(1 = ) + 121 = )] = O@?). Thus
sup, llecan]| = O(y/P). Also 1B lys = dITA_lz:Srgg = 0(1), using [|Xdy1|| = /p/(p+2) and ||gs| < bo.
Calibrated coefficients and force comparison.

Set
Vg :ng‘g —agh, To = (H—qbaselT)diag(a), E=R-Ts.

~T
The centered coefficients give R gs = J 40, and C7v, = ¢, — agcr. Since 1Tv, =0, || T o — Pl,, = O(w)
implies [|[(J o — Dvg|| < O(w) |lvgl|. Dictionary covariance and |72 < 2D,/p give

2
HT§95HL2 < @*Bn+4pD3),  ugllp. = O(py/logp).

Expanding Crs — p?cp, the canonical and raw force errors are bounded by ¢; +t, = O(p”/*). The remaining
terms are Cr applied to (1 —&)ecan, £(J o —I)v, and the two offsets. Their L? norms are respectively O(\/p),

O(y/plogp) and O(vlogp). Since ||Cr||,, < 22 P max = O(p), their total is O(p>/2logp) = O(p™/*).
One head Gram budget.

Put § = (1—-¢&)B 'Ts + Ef{ and, in this paragraph, v = e, — e, for y # c¢. The maps I.ow and Ic, send
a train vector to its sums over each first and second operand, respectively; I,, denotes either map, with
op € {row, col}. Define the strict-training contrast budget

(143)

hq | = _
K, = maz< a HVO»?J - VO,cH2~

y#£

~T
The coefficient formulas give ||s(g)||, = O(p), since |(T$ f)e| < Nmax +n/p and | R, gs| < (Maxy @g)nmax =
O(p). Indeed g € {0,1}, and the zero-sum residual column has positive mass n.a.(1 — ghase,c) < ne.. The

canonical factorization gives HJ 2 -P H = O(w). The exact factorization R=YsJ l, balance and the
op

centered-mask event imply, for either operand map,

IR

LR=PM"T], | ~ 0(yh).

op
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~T
For the mixed coefficient S, the dictionary Gram and R 1 = 0 give the exact identity

~

STBS = (Ts+¢E) (Ts +¢E)+&% Y (IpR) (I,R)
op€&{row,col} (144)
—(1-9*T§(1- B™")Ts.

The last term is negative semidefinite; the others have operator norm O(p), using || E||,, = O(y/pw). For
v = e, — e, every coordinate of I,,Tsv is in {—1,0,1}. The preceding operand identity and count bounds

therefore give
|[TopRe|| < VB +O(VIogp), (T +EE)v|* = 2pp + O(\/plogp).

Thus v’ ST BSv < 2p(p + £2) + O(v/plog p).
Since B =1+ 117, the two head offsets satisfy

-
_ H
hqv _S

1- base b*
g, SH| (=9l all]

" Az O(y/pw).

op

For a contrast v, the same bound uses the two oscillations instead of the vector norms and is O(w). Since
HH' = h2¢®B, these give

[Voll,, = O(Ayp), K2 < 2p(p+€%) +O(v/plogp). (145)

The Gram identity (144) therefore supplies two bounds: the head operator norm for the departing-state
comparison, and the contrast budget K, for the final strict-training argument. The center head column is
As(g)/(hg*/m), so its entrywise bound is O(Ap/+/m); this is separate from its operator norm.

Reference features and their table error.

In this paragraph set v = A~ 'Yd;. The initial preactivation is h/y/m on an active entry and at most
—h/y/m otherwise. Lemma F.24 bounds the increment by 4hz//m. Thus for 0 < z < 1/5 and v > 0,
V(W + hzU f) retains its initial signs with modulus at least vh(1 — 4z)/+/m, and its features are vhqF(z).

Since |[Foll,, = p+1 and |Prll, = O(p), |[HE'

identities

= O(p). The coeflicient errors satisfy the exact
op

U-Ts = (1 - g)ZS(Ubl;rase/A - Ail\I’) + fE

The constant-mode identity is
1TU = (1-&u" ¥+ (17 Z50)by e /Al

Together these give |U — Ts||r = O(pw),

TiU/p—pP| = Ow) and |1TU|| = O(p~" + Viogp/A).
op
Here use |jv]| = O(p~3/?), 0 < 1T Z5v < 1, and the calibration’s 1B, = O(/Pw).

Reference margins.
Let U be U extended by zero off S, and put

A, = z;(CU — kT), Uj we = U0z + Zjkw (Dery, — bac)/A.

For Aj, the rule part is O(pw) in Frobenius norm. The axes and constant-mode bounds are cax[/2n/p +

|U — Ts||z] and ¢ ||1TU|| /p. The mixed part is at most \/2n/(¢>(p — 1)) + 8 ||U — T's|| by Lemma F.27.
Thus [|Aj]| = O(pw). The reference logits are exactly

l/j [IEIOVJ —|— AZJICT —|- AA] + Z]k‘w].b;r]
Use the center margins (136), ky, = cax/(p + 1) and osc(by) < Bea. Every reference margin is therefore

I/jA{Mx + 5(2Mx - Nxc) + ij + uj,acc + ij?n - ijc}, (146)
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with sup |u; .| = O(w), Ag = 0 and |ugzc| < €9. Since v;j(1 + kz;) = 1, the ideal training margin is
AL+ 1,62 = Ny)) > A
Departing-state comparison.

We now compare one actual departing state with the reference margin formula (146). The resulting force
error will be the input to the finite induction below.

At a departing state (W, V) set d = ‘ W — W;ef . /hand v =V — VOHF.

has true entry zero and rival entries t?_N”; put ¢; = 1"a; — Q;. Let R} be the CE residual of the ideal

margins Al 4+ v;£(2 — N,.)]. Write D, D° for the actual and reference training gates and define

The ideal rival vector a;

F™ =w;n ' (TsVy) ©D°) ' Xs,  b=wv;hi;/y/m.

The clock and sampled design give w; < 1, k; < A/p? and k;o,/r, 2 A. At any departing state with d < 1,
the head distance obeys v < r + Jn = O(p~!). ReLU contraction and XEl,, < v2p give, without any
actual-gate assumption, on every subset F,

|HeVT —HFLV, || < 0(pAD) + (O() + O(/pd)v. (147)

For the ideal-rival vector a;, the arm identity gives 17a; = Q; + G, |G| < Dy, and the exact residual is

(1 — W])CZT,L — P(li
Qj +w;Gi

Since Q; —w,; Dy, 2 p and | Pa;|| < /p — 1, its norm is O(w). Softmax is 1/2-Lipschitz in Euclidean norm.
Margin errors bounded by b change the probabilities by at most b in £!: after matching true logits their range
is at most 2b, and the Jacobian’s ¢! action is their mean absolute deviation. The reference bounds and (147)
now give

R;/w; —T; =

|IR—w;Ts|p/vn=0(Aw+ Ad+ v +dv/\/p).

The reference gate gap is b > m~1/2, so entrywise
0 £\ T
|D — D°| <[ Xs(W —-W") " |/b.

Expand F =n~'((RV)® D)" X5 about the anchor F***. Use ||R||, < v/2n, [| Xs]|,, = O(,/p), the center
head operator bound in (145) and the separate entrywise bound |(T'sV)i,| = O(Ap//m) to obtain

IF — F*™)|,, < O(u/y/5) + O(A) | R — w,Ts|| . /v/ + O(Ad).
The source comparison adds k;O(p7/4). Dividing by kjo,\/Ty > A gives

5 < C(p+ Ad). (148)

Fixed-horizon closure.

Every force row lies in Fyis. Lemma F.25 therefore gives the following bound without an actual-rank
premise:

[Npot (F3) = Urllp < 267 (149)

Hence, whenever d; <1,
djy1 < adj + (2s/h)5; . (150)

Together, (148), (149) and (150) propagate the feature distance and force error from one departing state to
the next. The quantity ¢ obeys A‘¢ — 0 for every fixed ¢. Induct on j with the assertion Azdj — 0 for
every fixed ¢ > 0. At j = 0 it follows from dy < r¢/h = O(p~2). At the inductive step, d; — 0 licenses the
departing bound d; < 1 eventually, and

AlsT < C(A'¢+ A" dy) — 0.
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The distance recurrence (150) proves the assertion at j 4+ 1. All estimates are event-, ball- and head-uniform.
For each fixed power there are finitely many times, so every threshold needed for the theorem can be chosen
before the split. This establishes the claimed limits without a future tube or rank premise.

Mean loss and held-out accuracy.

Put v .. = vjAuj . and

Gj = VJAAJ + Itl-j‘/;r — H;ef‘?(;r.

This paragraph’s G; is a logit-error table, distinct from the departing-state head source in Appendix G. The
actual margins consequently have the form

viA[My + &(2My — Nac) + kzj] + u;,wc + Gjay, — Gjac (151)
where |uf .| = O(Aw) and |Gyl /p = O(Aw + Ad; + p~') = o(1). At zero, |ug .| < Aeg and |Gyl =
O(pAr) = o(A), because Ay = 0. The ideal training CE differs from L, by at most e~ %t [2t; + D /(p—1)] =
o(1), using v;€ > 11/540. CE is 1-Lipschitz in the maximum margin error and v/2-Lipschitz in the logit
vector. Averaging the errors in (151) and using ), s [|Gji|| < /1 ||Gjl| - proves Lj = L, + o(1).

For held-out accuracy, apply the same margin decomposition (151) to the clock signs in Lemma F.18(iii).
Every held-out row has an N,. = 2 rival since p?(p — 1) > Dy. Its pre-J ideal margin is at most —Ag_;
at J all ideal margins are at least Ag,. The clock gaps are uniformly bounded below by (1 —ay)/2 > 0.
Adverse classification therefore requires a row norm of G; at least a fixed positive multiple of A; counting
such rows by ||G; ||; proves both accuracy limits. At zero the chosen rival has ideal margin —2A¢; eg < &
and ||Go||r = o(A) make it strictly negative in every row, proving the exact initial claim independently of
the refit.

Operator motion and every training margin.
Lemma F.16(iii) and & < pZcg/2 give limsup & < 36/125 for the prescribed rates. The anchored Polar
rank estimate gives rank F; > r,[1 — ((5JF )?]. Thus the forces are nonzero eventually, and their normalized

Polar directions have operator norm at most [r,(1 — max;,.;(6F)?)]~/2. Exact unrolling of the feature
update, with s>, a~ 't = hzj, gives

” N ARk (152)

Positive homogeneity and ReLU contraction multiply this bound by at most /2 for a row-feature error.
Using the center training margin A(1 — eq), the head distance r + Jn, and the contrast budget (145), each
actual margin divided by v; A is at least

1= eo— fszf’ <r+\};%(1+0(1))> - M [2hq+\/§<7’+ 3’%(1%(1)))] .

All errors except feature motion vanish uniformly. Since z; < 9/50, ¢ — 1/4 and r, = 2p — 1, the squared
limsup of that motion term is

2 2 2 2
2K 4 24
lim sup 7\/ »(9/50) <32 9 =+ 36 = 8939808 <|= .
q\/Tv 50 5 125 9765625 25
Thus the normalized margins have uniform liminf greater than 1/25, which proves (142). This operator
argument is separate from the Frobenius comparison used for mean loss and held-out accuracy. O

Completion of Claim I. Lemma F.30 now gives both required forms of control: the logit decomposi-
tion (151) gives mean loss and delayed held-out recovery, while the operator-motion bound (152) gives every
training margin. These dynamics conclusions are established before the refit and Fourier estimates of Claim II.
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F.3 Claim II: refit-first recovery and Fourier growth
F.3.1 Full refit and Fourier fraction

We first analyze the reference table F'(z): Lemma F.31 bounds its kernel, Lemma F.32 identifies its refit
predictions, and Lemma F.33 proves its Fourier growth. Lemma F.34 controls changes in the complete refit,
including its feature-dependent penalty. Section F.4 then applies these estimates to the actual tables using
Lemma F.30.

The complete rule (18), written Yy for a table U, is invariant under positive scaling by Lemma E.38(i);
Ap(U) has the same invariance directly from its ratio definition (6).

Lemma F.31 (Reference-kernel bounds). For all sufficiently large p, uniformly over the split event and
0<z<1/5, B(z) has a constant diagonal and

IPiniFollyy =1, [PiuniPrly, <8 [ PumF(2)[l5, < 169/25,
(14+22/3)2 =1 < 0r(2), Ng(z)>4/3,
B(z) = (Po+ Pax)B(2)(Po + Pax) + Pint + 0r(2)Pr + E .,

|E.ll,, = O(1), ||E.lp=O0(y), E.Pp=E.Z=0.
Moreover |F(2)s| /v =2+ O(p~'/?) and

qF(z) = Rp + 0(1)7 qF(z) > Gmin;
2 2 2
[F(2)pv||” < Crmax[[|[F(2)sv]” + arz) [v]I7]-

Proof. Lemma F.27 gives B(z) = B+ 22C + 22 By and translation/dilation invariance. Thus the diagonal is
constant, the additive, rule and mixed spaces reduce B(z), and ||F(z)3||% = (n/p?) ||F(z)||?: Each eigenvalue
of By on a line is at most HPFH% /(p—1) <2p/(¢*(p—1)) < 64. Since By = I on the interaction space, this
proves the operator bounds and the displayed decomposition. The rule lower bound and derivative follow
from cg > 2/3 and Ry > c%. On the mixed space, E, = 22C mix + 22 Pix B2 Pmix, SO its operator norm is
bounded and

1Bl < (22 +82%) | Prlp = O(V/p).

The constant diagonal, | Fol| = 2p and ||Pr||» < v2p/q give ||F(2)s||p /vn = 2 + O(p~'/?). Hence
qr(z) = 4yn[l + O(p_1/2)] = kp + o(1) uniformly, S0 ¢r(z) > Gmin eventually. For a comparison vector v, put
f = F(z)v and decompose f = faad + fint, With faqa = (Po + Pax)f and finy = Pinsf. The sampled design
gives | fuaall® < (2/) | faaasll® and || fint > < 169 0] /25. Using [[futa.s|” < 2 fsl> + 2 fimll® proves the
leverage bound. O

For the reference-refit proof put ¢, =1+ qp(.) and
U, =Ts—-ZsK 1w, A, =TiU, — ppP,
a.=U/(c. + pOr(2), Q= (B(2)ss+qrxl) "
Lemma F.32 (Full reference predictions). Uniformly over the split event and z € [0,1/5], for all sufficiently
large p,
|¥ 5y = DT |, /N = Ow). (153)
At 2 =0,
YFO = ZD(Aob’I‘ + ’C)il\I’. (154)

Proof. The trial coefficient ¢, removes the additive part of the training targets. We estimate its normal-
equation residual and its held-out prediction, then use the bound in Lemma F.31 to control the correction to
the exact ridge solution.
The sampled design gives K = sol, so < p, || Zs|l,, = O(y/p), [|¥||p = O(p) and Np < p. The orthogonal
residual satisfies
25U, =0, |Ts-UlLlp=0(/p),
A =TiTs—ppP—-¥ ' K'®, AL, <D.+3t2/s0 =O0(pw).

op —
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Extend U | by zero off S. Its orthogonality annihilates the entire additive block of B(z), irrespective of that
block’s eigenvalues. The nonrule-line leakage estimate of Lemma F.27 and || E. ||, = O(\/p) bound (E.)qsTs
by O(y/p). The correction Ts — U has the same bound, and |E.||,, = O(1); thus [|(E.)ssU_Lllp +
I(E:)psU Ll = O(/p)-

Since T's P = T's, the trial normal residual and test prediction are

c:(UL —Ts)+0r(2)TsA L /p+ (E.)ssU |

(B(2)ss + qrxDa. —Ts = e+ p0n(2) , (155)
Blsjnsa, = DTy + “HEITRAL st (156)

Both errors have Frobenius norm O(pw). Applying the reference bound of Lemma F.31 to the range of
F(2)] gives
QB<Z)SDB(Z)DSQ j CmaxQB(Z)SS j CVmax]L

Here QB(z)ss = I — qp(;)Q = 1. The correction to (156) is the residual (155) acted on by —B(z)ps@Q,

whose operator norm is at most /Ciax. Dividing the resulting prediction error by Np = p proves (153).
At z = 0, the constant diagonal gives qp, = 4yn. Equation (132) at ¢, = Aopb = 1 + ¢p,, multiplied by T's,

gives (154). O

For the centered reference trace, put

B = ||CyriaPrllr/v(p=1)Bp+1),  de(z) = [|CariaF(2)[[7/[(p — 1)(3p + 1)].

Lemma F.33 (Fourier growth and transfer). For all sufficiently large p, uniformly on 0 < z < 1/5,
d
Ap(F(z)) = AoAr(2)/d.(2), @AH(F(Z)) > Ay, Ap(F(2)) < (34/5)Ao.
For any family with z € [0,1/5], e = ||V — F(2)| p and supe = o(/p), uniformly

|A (V) — Ap(F(2))| = O(e/p*?) = o(Ao).

Proof. The initial identity 4p> — (p+1)% = (p—1)(3p+1) gives d.(0) = 1. Triangle/Cauchy and B. = O(p~'/?)
give d. = 1+ O(p~/?) and d. = O(p~'/?). The rule-line energy is (p — 1)Ag, giving the fraction. Since
Ny > 4/3 and Ag < || Pint F(2)]7, < 169/25,

op —

1 d N Ard,
ZOEAH(F(Z)) = d70 T2

c

An(F(2))
Ay

4
>3- O(p~1?) > 1, < 169/25 + O(p~Y/?) < 34/5.
For Nx = [|[P2ddaClgria X || s Dx = ||Cgria X || o, the reference has Ngp = O(,/p) and D = ©(p). Contraction
gives [Ny — Np|,|Dy — Dp| < e and hence Ny = O(,/p), Dy = O(p).

(NV + NF)E + AH(F(Z))(DV + DF)E

|Ar(V) — Au(F(2))] < DZ. D2

= O(e/p*/?) = o(Ay).

For the following nearby-table estimate use byax = 9/5.

Lemma F.34 (Nearby full feature tables). For all sufficiently large p, let 0 < z < 1/5, U = F(z) and
e= |V =Ul|p < amin\/i—, where amin is fized in Definition F.28 and bmax = 9/5. Then qu,qv > Gmin,
lav — qu| < Y(4bmaxpe + €*) and |Yv — Yy ||z < Pp(e)Np, with Py, as in (139).

Proof. The reference training-norm bounds in Lemma F.31 give 2aminy/n < |Us|lp < 2bmaxy/n; thus
[Vsllp = @miny/n and gy > va2,;,m > Gumin. Apply Lemma E.38(ii) with eg,ep <e, t < VP, N < Ny and
L < \/Chax- Its penalty-change estimate gives the displayed penalty change, and substitution gives exactly
(139). O
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Lemma F.35 (Initial refit failure). For the signed margin reserve (140), every held-out input has a rival
whose center-refit margin is at most —pionso. If a feature table V' has e = ||V — Fo||p < aminy/n— and

V2N P,(e) < pobso, then every held-out input has a strictly negative refit margin for V', and Acc,et (V') = 0.

Proof. Equation (154) identifies the center-refit row as z,C Qob), Every held-out x has a rival ¢ with N, = 2,
since NQEQ) > p?(p— 1) — D > 0. Equation (133) bounds this margin by —2/A; + 2[¢| D, + 2€pred = — Hobso-
Lemma F.34 with z = 0 moves each prediction row by at most P,(e)Np < P,(e) N and each margin by at
most v/2 times this quantity, proving the claim. O

F.4 Assembly: the prescribed ball and one common threshold

The dynamics conclusions are already supplied by Lemma F.30. The remaining task is to transfer the
reference refit and Fourier estimates to those trajectories, use the prescribed ball for exact initial refit failure,
and choose a common threshold for all conclusions.

Use the exact prescribed radius (141) from Definition F.29. This section proves a sufficiently-large-prime
statement with all theorem parameters, including J, fixed first; no conclusion is asserted for smaller primes
merely because they pass finite tests.

For observer transfer put

I obs T 2p
Hy= Hyfvha), & =B, FE)le dy= Y2 (157)

Proposition F.36 (Uniform eventual window). For the fixed parameters of Theorem F.1, there is a finite
po, chosen before the split, such that for every odd prime p > po and every split in Egpiy, the center and all
static quantities used above are defined and 0 < Thew < 1. Let H(WO — Wy, Vo — VO)HF < Thew, and use

Wi =aW;+sNpol(-VwL(W;,V;)), Vu=V;+D;, |[Djlp<n (j<J).

Then all trajectory conclusions of Theorem F.1 hold on 0O,...,J, including strict training margins, the
comparison with this trajectory’s own initial refit error, and Ag(H;) < 7/(3p+ 1). The head budget is
n = 0/(hp), prescribed before sampling in (119).

Proof. All orders below are uniform over the event, exact prescribed ball and head sequences in the statement.
Lemma F.30 proves the static certificates, 0 < rpew = 76 < 1, Amax; d; — 0 and strict training. Its loss
and actual-head accuracy limits, with L, > 0 and the fixed tolerances, give all required CE and accuracy
conclusions, including exactly zero initial held-out accuracy for any fixed tie rule.

Positive-time refit accuracy.

For the normalized observer table (157), ReLU contraction and Lemma F.30 give

eob < \/Zj’qdj —o(yB):  Pp(eS™) = o(1). (158)

Both the nearby-refit hypothesis e?bs < miny/n— and the uniform Fourier-transfer hypothesis e‘]’-bs = o(y/p)
hold eventually. The uniform reference error in Lemma F.32 is O(w). Combining its prediction estimate (153)
with Lemma F.34 and (158) gives

[¥a

H; 7F(Zj)TDHF

Nop

For j > 1, Lemma F.18(ii) gives z; > 1/(12J), so I'(z;) is uniformly bounded below by a positive constant. A
row without a strict correct maximum costs at least I'(2;)?/2 in squared prediction error. As N2, = (1—1/p)np,
the erroneous fraction tends to zero, giving the required refit accuracy. At j = 0, I'(0) = 0, so this trajectory’s
own Eobs(HO) — 1.

Same-trajectory error reduction.
Equation (159) also determines the normalized error along this trajectory. The following lower bound on
I" makes the late-time gain quantitative.

= o(1). (159)
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For j =.J —1,J, z; > 1/6 and the uniform limit ¢p(.y — xp in Lemma F.31 give

lming 208G o 1 152 1
oo 1+ gy ~ 8L(1+rp) — 891~ 6

Hence I'(z;) > 1/7 eventually and
Eons(Ho) — Eops(H;) > 1—(6/7)* — 0(1) = 13/49 — o(1) > 401/1568.

This comparison is with the same initialization, not the center.

Ezxact initial refit failure.

The asymptotic error limit above does not establish zero accuracy at j = 0; that conclusion uses the exact
prescribed radius. Here e5P® < d,r and nonnegative coefficients and 7 < ryey < 1 give

V2N, P, (e™) < V2N{Py(dpr) < rV2N{Py(dy) < probso/2- (160)

The radius choice (141) yields (160), leaving the signed margin reserve required by Lemma F.35, which proves
zero initial refit accuracy.

Fourier fraction and stepwise gain.

Finally, with Ag = 1/(3p + 1), apply Lemma F.33 using the table error in (158). This gives |Ag(H ;) —
Ap(F(z;))] = 0(Ap). Lemma F.18(ii) and the reference derivative in Lemma F.33 give increments > Aq/(12J),
so actual increments exceed Ag/(24J) eventually; the same transfer gives Ag (H ;) < (34/5)Ao+0(Ag) < TAo.
Positive scaling preserves the full refit by Lemma E.38(i), and preserves Ay by (6). There are finitely many
states and every bound is uniform, so one finite py establishes all assertions simultaneously. O

Proof of Theorem F.1. Proposition F.11 gives the proper split event with probability at least 1 — 2/,/p.
Proposition F.36 supplies, uniformly on that event, a finite pre-sampling threshold and a positive radius,
hence the prescribed nonempty open ball in all 3pm coordinates. The actual update has 1 — s\ = a and
head increments of norm 7 or zero, so the same proposition combines Claims I and II on its trajectory. No
accuracy after J is asserted. O

G Small decoupled readout decay

This appendix gives two positive readout-decay certificates, each using the assembly result for its own
construction. For the half-grid, Proposition E.54(a) gives joint finite-horizon continuity: the same ball,
head step and windows preserve Theorem 4.1(i)—(iii). Its late-refit clause (iv) is outside this positive-decay
conclusion. For the random split, Proposition F.36 allows any head sequence whose increments have norm at
most 7. We verify that bound using data step 7/2 and a decay cap chosen before sampling. This preserves
the specified event, ball and 7-based budgets.

In both constructions, the raw training-CE sources are evaluated at the departing state, decay is outside
normalization, and Ar(0) = 0. The decayed trajectories need not equal the undecayed ones. Throughout,
dy = ny Ay denotes per-step readout shrinkage; 1y is the actual data step of the particular extension, not
necessarily its undecayed motion budget 7.

G.1 The structured half-grid construction

Fix a prime p > 101 and a width M > p(p?+3)/2. Let s, A, J, the windows (61), the head step 1y = 19/2 and
the ball Bj; be those of Proposition E.54, and let dy be its decay bound; all are fixed before the initialization
is chosen.

Corollary G.1 (Half-grid readout decay). For every fized dy with 0 < dy < min{dg, 1/(20J)}, every
initialization in By, trained by the feature update of (3) and the head update V ;41 = (1—=dy )V ;+nyNr(G;),
satisfies Theorem 4.1(i)—(iii), with the same arrival windows (61). Moreover Jdy < 1/20.
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Proof. Apply Proposition E.54(a) on its final ball with
n=nyv =mn/2 < n, 0 < dy < do, Jdy < J/(20J) = 1/20. (161)

It gives clauses (i)—(iii) on the same arrival windows (61). Part (b), which supplies the late-refit conclusion,
assumes dy = 0 and is not invoked here. O

The cap dj is a fixed positive number from finite-horizon continuity; no formula is given for it. The same
ball and the same head step serve the undecayed theorem.

G.2 The random-split construction

Use Appendix F’s event, width m = p?(p — 1)%, step n = 0/(hp), common threshold py of Proposition F.36,
and specified centers and radii V'o(S), Tmew(S). Definition F.10 supplies the event and Definition F.29 supplies
the prescribed ball; their definitions are retained when decay is added.

Definition G.2 (Pre-sampling readout-decay budgets). For the random-split decay extension, define before
sampling ~
Bp:SIeI}E'a,J}E- {HVO(S)HF+TUGW(S)}’ Q;D :B;D+Jn/2

The maximum is over all event masks, not the realized split. All Appendix F radius and error formulas retain
the undecayed step budget 7.

Using these pre-sampling bounds, choose

0 <dvy <min{1/2,7/(2Qp)} (162)

before sampling, keep the feature update (119), and use
Ve = (L= dv)V; + JN#(G)). (163)

Corollary G.3 (Random-split readout decay). Fiz the parameters of Theorem F.1 and an odd prime p > py.
Choose the pre-sampling decay (162) and use the update (163). On Egie, of probability at least 1 —2/./p,
every initialization in the ball (141) satisfies all trajectory conclusions of Theorem F.1 at states 0,...,J. The
width, split law, event, common threshold and prescribed radii are those of Appendix F; every radius and error
formula retains 1, although the actual data step is n/2.

Proof. Step 1: obtain a bound valid before sampling. The finite nonempty event makes B, @, in
Definition G.2 finite before sampling. After a split in that event is realized, the initial ball (141) gives

”VO”F < HVO(S)”F +Tnew(S) < Bp- (164)

Step 2: bound the head along the decayed trajectory. The normalized data source has norm at most
one, including when G; = 0. Since 0 < dy < 1/2, the update (163) therefore gives

[Vitllr < (1 —d)lIVjllr +n/2 < ||[VjllF +n/2. (165)

Induction from (164) yields
IVille < By +jn/2<Qp,  0<j < (166)

Step 3: verify the original motion budget. Combine the head bound (166) with the pre-sampling
cap (162). At every departure j < J,

IVit1 = Villr <dvlVillr +n/2 <dv@Qp+n/2 <n. (167)

This inequality also covers G'; = 0. Proposition F.36 now applies with the undecayed step budget n and gives
all the stated trajectory conclusions. O
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Any deterministic finite upper bound for B, suffices. Using only the realized split would instead give
post-sampling quantifiers.

Remark G.4 (Readout-decay extensions). For the random split the data step decreases from 7 to 7/2, reserving
motion budget for decay; the half-grid keeps its head step and takes its decay cap from joint continuity.
The resulting trajectories need not coincide with the undecayed ones. No practical decay magnitude, equal
two-layer shrinkage, or positive decay lower bound uniform in p is proved. In the main-text convention
1 —ny Ay, the half-grid has ny Ay = dy, so Ay = dy/ny and Jyy Ay < 1/20; the random split has ny = /2,
nvAv =dy and Jny Ay < Jnv/(Bp+Jnv) < 1. These are consequences, not substitutes for the prescriptions.
Software’s wy replaces Ay in these equalities; normalizing G — wy V' as one source is a different, uncovered
optimizer.
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