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Abstract

Data-evaluation workflows often reduce leave-one-out, Shapley-style, influence-
style, or validation-guided evidence to a scalar score for each sample or group.
Under distribution shift, such scores can obscure a key failure mode: a group
may improve average validation utility because it carries shortcut-driven system-
atic exposure rather than robust contribution. We introduce Data-CAPM, a diag-
nostic framework for auditing dataset integrity through group-level data-valuation
returns. Across evaluation scenarios, Data-CAPM decomposes each group return
vector into mean return, beta, alpha, residual risk, and Alpha/Risk, making explicit
whether apparent value is average, market-exposed, idiosyncratic, or volatile. The
method is a factor-style audit and stress-testing tool, not a literal financial CAPM
model or a universal valuation replacement. In controlled synthetic and Adult-
tabular shortcut benchmarks, the shortcut group ranks first by mean return but last
by alpha and Alpha/Risk; alpha-based acquisition improves robust-average bal-
anced accuracy by 10.4 percentage points at & = 2. Folktables/ACSIncome and
RxRx1 official-embeddings pilots show smaller natural-metadata effects, illustrat-
ing diagnostic separation without implying performance superiority.



1 Introduction

Data valuation methods estimate which training samples or groups are helpful, harmful, redundant,
or worth acquiring. Data Shapley estimates average marginal contribution over coalitions [[Ghorbani
and Zou, [2019]; influence functions approximate effects on predictions or losses [Koh and Liang,
2017]; DVRL learns validation-guided selection probabilities [Yoon et al.l [2020]; scalable variants
such as Beta Shapley and Data-OOB improve practicality [[Kwon and Zoul [2022] [2023]]. These
methods are often consumed as scalar evidence in evaluation workflows: a high-valued data source
is treated as useful, representative, or worth retaining.

This scalar interface can be incomplete under distribution shift. A data source may improve IID-like
validation by exploiting a shortcut feature, yet harm shifted-slice robustness. Conversely, a rare-
domain group may have modest average marginal contribution but provide distinctive value in the
scenarios where it matters. Thus, existing valuation often asks how valuable is this data?; we ask
what kind of value does this group provide, under what evaluation scenarios, and with what risk
profile? A group can be valuable on average and still risky.

Data-CAPM treats group valuation as an evaluation methodology problem. Each group has a vector
of returns across scenarios. We decompose that vector into mean return, systematic exposure beta,
idiosyncratic alpha, residual risk, and alpha normalized by residual risk. The analogy to finance is
operational, not literal: data groups are not assumed to satisfy market-equilibrium assumptions. The
goal is diagnostic audit evidence for dataset-integrity decisions such as source acquisition, inspec-
tion, pruning, documentation, or stress testing.

Our contributions are:

1. We formulate group data valuation as an evaluative claim over scenario-wise return vectors, mak-
ing validation slices, metrics, model classes, market-factor construction, and supported claims
explicit.

2. We introduce Data-CAPM, a diagnostic factor decomposition of group returns into mean return,
beta, alpha, residual risk, and Alpha/Risk for auditing dataset integrity under shift.

3. We stress-test scalar data-evaluation practice under controlled synthetic and real-covariate short-
cut mechanisms, exposing a failure mode in which a shortcut group ranks first by mean return
but last by risk-adjusted diagnostics.

4. We provide an executable evaluation suite with operational acquisition/pruning probes, sensitivity
diagnostics, a 24-group stress test, and natural metadata-domain sanity checks.

5. We provide data-asset documentation and reproducibility support, including executable artifact
code, resolved run configurations, a machine-readable Croissant metadata record, an evaluation
card, and responsible-use guidance.

We are not aware of prior work that explicitly uses an alpha-beta-risk decomposition of group-level
data-valuation returns for shortcut-sensitive auditing under distribution shift.

2 Related Work

Data valuation. Shapley-style methods estimate scalar marginal contribution over coali-
tions [Ghorbani and Zou, [2019]. Beta Shapley changes how contributions are aggregated across
coalition sizes and is unrelated to CAPM beta [Kwon and Zou, |2022]]. Data-OOB estimates value
efficiently from bagging out-of-bag behavior [Kwon and Zou, 2023]]. Influence functions and group
influence methods approximate removal effects through local sensitivity [Koh and Liang, [2017].
Data-CAPM can be layered on such return estimators; this paper uses leave-one-group-out returns
for transparency.

Validation-guided and robust valuation. DVRL learns sample values through validation-
performance rewards [Yoon et al., 2020]. Our validation-model, marginal-information, and meta-
reweight baselines are lightweight proxies, not faithful reproductions of DVRL’s neural estimator or
reinforcement-learning loop. Distributionally robust data valuation defines value through improve-
ment in robust generalization error [Lin et al.,2024]. Data-CAPM differs by keeping scenario-wise



utility changes as return vectors and decomposing them into exposure, alpha, and risk rather than
replacing the objective with a worst-case robust utility.

Dataset auditing and shift evaluation. Datasheets, model cards, and dataset-auditing work em-
phasize provenance, intended use, and subgroup behavior [|Gebru et al., {2021} Mitchell et al., 2019].
Distribution shift, dataset bias, and domain-generalization failures are longstanding evaluation prob-
lems [[Quifionero-Candela et al., 2008|, |Torralba and Efros|, |2011} |Gulrajani and Lopez-Paz, [2021]).
Shortcut-learning and WILDS-style benchmarks show that high IID performance can reflect brittle
cues [[Geirhos et al.} [2020, [Koh et al., [2021]. Group robustness methods optimize for worst-group
or domain performance [Sagawa et al., 2020]. Data-CAPM is complementary: it does not train a
robust model, but audits which training groups look like robust contributors, redundant contributors,
or high-exposure shortcut groups.

Factor models. CAPM and portfolio theory separate expected return from systematic exposure
and risk [Sharpel 1964, |[Lintner, |1965| [Markowitz, |1952]. We borrow this language as a diagnostic
analogy for data valuation. We do not claim financial CAPM assumptions hold for data.

3 Method

3.1 Group Returns and Market Factor

Let the training set be partitioned into groups D1, ..., Dg, and let t € {1,...,T} index evalua-
tion scenarios. A scenario may include a random seed, model class, validation slice, metric, and
year/domain metadata. For utility U on validation slice V;, the leave-one-group-out return is

Rg,t - U(fth Vvt) - U(f*ga ‘/t)u (1)

where fa is trained on all groups and f_j is trained without D,. Positive return means removing g
hurts utility; negative return means removing g helps.

The main estimator uses a shared cross-sectional market factor,
-1
Ry =G Ry )
g

The shared market keeps alpha values comparable across groups. The artifact also supports median
and trimmed-mean market variants as sensitivity diagnostics, but these are not default replacements.
A leave-one-out market,

Ry g =(G—=1)7"Y Ry,
J#g
is evaluated as a sensitivity check but is not the primary estimator because it gives each group a
different benchmark and can remove the very shortcut factor being diagnosed.

3.2 Diagnostic Profile

For each group we compute

_ COV(Rga RM) .
Po = Var(Ry) ag = E[Ry] — ByE[Rp]. 3)
Residual risk and Alpha/Risk are
res a
Uge - Std(Rq N BQRM)’ Sg = ores q+ € (4)
g

Sy is a Sharpe-like diagnostic and is labeled Alpha/Risk; it is not a financial Sharpe ratio. For
acquisition or pruning policies that must avoid extreme systematic exposure, we also report a beta-
penalized risk-adjusted selection score,

CAPMScore,; = oy — Amax(Sy,0), (5)

with A = 0.1 in reported experiments. This is not tuned as an optimum and is not used to retrofit
alpha after seeing failures. It is the portfolio-style rule that asks for idiosyncratic contribution while



explicitly penalizing positive exposure to the shared market factor. In large cross-sections, sam-
ple covariance noise can make alpha alone less sensitive to extreme systematic risk; reporting a
beta-penalized score is therefore a standard risk-adjusted selection diagnostic. The paper’s recom-
mendation is still to inspect the full alpha-beta-risk profile, not to replace valuation with a single
new scalar.

3.3 Algorithm and Complexity

Algorithm 1: Data-CAPM diagnostic decomposition
Input: groups {D, 1}, scenarios {t}/_,, utility U, return estimator, market aggregator A, beta

penalty .
Output: mean return, beta, alpha, residual risk, Alpha/Risk, optional CAPM score.

1. For each scenario ¢, train fa1 and compute U ( fanr, V1).
2. For each group g, train or approximate f_, and compute Ry ¢+ = U(fau, Vz) — U(f-g, V5).
3. Compute Rase = A({Rg,t}5=1).

res

4. Estimate 3, og, 05, and Sy = ag /(05 + €).

5. Optionally compute CAPMScore, = ay — Amax(fy,0).

Exact leave-one-group-out requires O(T(G + 1)) model trainings. This is practical for small
source/domain audits, and the return estimator can be replaced by cached or approximate estimators
without changing the downstream diagnostic schema.

Scalability and engineering extensions for auditing. The artifact exposes four optional exten-
sions for larger or less curated audits. Influence-style approximation uses a first-order logistic-
regression Hessian deletion update, reducing full retraining from O(T(G + 1)) to O(T") model fits
plus gradient/Hessian solves. Market-aggregator variants replace the mean market with a median or
trimmed mean as sensitivity checks. Beta shrinkage smooths noisy group beta estimates toward the
Cross-group mean in many-group settings. KMeans auto-grouping creates provisional groups when
source labels are unavailable. The main mechanism study uses exact returns and predefined groups
for transparency; Appendix [Freports numeric boundary checks for market construction and scaling
hooks. The exact-LOGO mean-market and mild beta-shrinkage settings preserve the central shortcut
warning, while median-market and influence-approximation checks expose important failure modes.
We therefore treat these variants as sensitivity diagnostics rather than default replacements.



How Data-CAPM Reads Group Value

Robust alpha Market-exposed value
Rare/OOD value Useful on average

9] low market exposure but coupled to market
% prioritize or retain check redundancy
>

© .9

&®

28 a>0

5s

Q

538

2
o
o
£

Low alpha / low beta Shortcut e>

Weak, redundant, or noisy Low alpha, high beta
lower priority unless mean utility may be brittle
coverage requires it audit or prune

B>1

higher beta: more systematic exposure to shared scenario returns

Figure 1: Conceptual diagnostic map. Positive alpha suggests value beyond the shared scenario
market; high beta suggests systematic exposure. The beta threshold is a visualization aid and is not
calibrated across datasets. Labels are audit prompts, not automatic keep/drop decisions.

4 Experimental Design

Controlled synthetic benchmark. We construct six groups: core clean data (G0), redundant core
data (G'1), rare clean data (G2), OOD clean data (G3), label-noise data (G4), and spurious shortcut
data (G'5). Validation has IID, rare, OOD, and spurious-shift slices. The default setup uses 5 seeds,
2 model classes, and 4 validation slices, yielding 5 x 2 x 4 = 40 return observations per group.

Adult controlled shortcut benchmark. We use UCI Adult Income covariates and labels [Becker
and Kohavi,|1996]], then inject controlled rare/OOD/noise/shortcut group mechanisms. This is mech-
anism validation on real tabular covariates, not natural shortcut discovery. Across three dataset
seeds, each run uses two evaluation seeds, one model class, and four validation slices.

Natural metadata-domain pilots. Adult workclass, Folktables ACSIncome [Ding et al., |2021],
and RxRx1 official embeddings [Sypetkowski et al., 2023|] use naturally defined metadata groups
without injected shortcuts. These pilots are sanity checks, not fairness audits, batch-quality rankings,
or state-quality rankings; full details are deferred to Appendix

Operational probes and baselines. Acquisition selects top-k groups and evaluates robust av-
erage balanced accuracy over rare, OOD, and spurious-shift slices. Pruning removes bottom-k
groups and retrains. Baselines include mean return, leave-one-group-out ranking, loss-based rank-
ing, worst-slice return, random ranking, validation-guided proxies, meta-reweight-lite, approximate
group Shapley, and an oracle used only as an upper bound.

5 Results

5.1 High Mean Return Can Hide Shortcut Exposure

Table [T]and Figure 2] show the main synthetic result. The shortcut group G5_spurious ranks first by
mean return but last by alpha and Alpha/Risk. Its beta is 6.88, indicating strong systematic exposure
to the shared return market; after this exposure is accounted for, its alpha is negative. The rare and
OOD clean groups have the strongest alpha/Alpha-Risk ranks despite lower mean returns.



Table 1: Synthetic Data-CAPM scores. Lower rank is better.

Group Mean Beta Alpha Alpha/Risk R R. Rs
G3_ood_clean 0.0189 -0.2680 0.0225 0.5820 2 1 2
G2_rare_clean 0.0142 -0.5463 0.0217 0.7438 3 2 1
GO_core_clean -0.0016 -0.1735 0.0008 0.0671 5 3 3
G4 _label_noise 0.0018 0.1757 -0.0006 -0.0913 4 4 4
G1_redundant_core -0.0025 -0.0717 -0.0015 -0.1426 6 5 5
G5_spurious 0.0512 6.8839 -0.0429 -1.4173 1 6 6
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Figure 2: Empirical alpha-beta map on the synthetic benchmark. The x-axis uses a symmetric
log scale so the high-beta shortcut and low-beta rare/OOD groups remain visible. Marker area is
proportional to residual risk.

Across 10 synthetic dataset seeds, G2 and G3 appear in the top two by alpha in every run, while
G5 _spurious appears in the bottom two by alpha in every run and is ranked first by mean return
in every run. Sensitivity sweeps over label noise, rare-group size, spurious strength, and spurious-
shift strength preserve bottom-two alpha and Alpha/Risk ranks for G5_spurious (Appendix Table|[6)).
Bootstrap and market-factor diagnostics are summarized in Appendix Table[7}

5.2 Mechanism Validation on Adult Covariates

On Adult with controlled shortcut intervention, the same alpha-beta pattern appears on real covari-
ates. The spurious group ranks first by mean return and last by alpha across three dataset seeds; its
average beta is 7.48 and average alpha is —0.0388 (Table[2). This supports the mechanism claim
while preserving the boundary: the shortcut is injected.

5.3 Operational Consequences

When mean return is misled by the shortcut group, risk-adjusted acquisition improves robust average
performance. Alpha, Alpha/Risk, CAPM score, and diversified alpha-beta choose the same top-
k groups in the six-group benchmark, so their scores coincide; the equality is a property of this
benchmark, not a general equivalence.



Table 2: Adult controlled shortcut benchmark, G5 _spurious over three dataset seeds.

Statistic Mean Beta Alpha  Alpha/Risk R Ra Rs
Mean 0.0255 7.4760 -0.0388 -3.8372  1.0000 6.0000 5.6667
Std. 0.0066 0.4065  0.0084 23111 0.0000 0.0000 0.5774

Table 3: Operational probes. Synthetic acquisition reports robust-average balanced-accuracy delta
versus mean-top-k. Pruning reports delta versus full-data training.

Setting Method k Delta  Selected/removed group evidence
Synthetic acquisition ~ Alpha top-k 2 0.1038 selects G2, G3, avoids G5
Synthetic acquisition ~ Alpha/Risk top-k 2 0.1038  same top-2 as alpha

Synthetic acquisition ~CAPM top-k 2 0.1038 same top-2 as alpha

Synthetic pruning alpha 1 0.0131 removes G5 first

Synthetic pruning mean return 1 0.0021 removes G1, not G5

Adult pruning alpha 1 0.0305 removes G5 first

Adult pruning mean return 1 0.0134 removes G4, not G5

Validation-guided proxy baselines also demote G5_spurious in the synthetic benchmark. This is a
useful outcome, not a failure: Data-CAPM is not the only way to detect the shortcut. Its distinctive
value is the explanatory profile: high mean return, high beta, negative alpha, high residual risk, and
poor Alpha/Risk.

5.4 Natural Metadata-Domain Sanity Checks

Natural metadata pilots on Adult workclass, Folktables/ACSIncome state domains, and RxRx1 ex-
perimental batches give weaker, smaller signals than the controlled shortcut benchmarks. In ACS
and RxRx1, absolute effects are only on the order of 1073, so we make no end-to-end accuracy-
improvement claim. The value of these pilots is diagnostic: even without injected shortcuts, mean
contribution, systematic exposure beta, and idiosyncratic alpha separate into different profiles; de-
tailed tables and alpha-beta plots are in Appendix D}

5.5 Failure Modes

Leave-one-out market CAPM can fail in the six-group benchmark by ranking G5_spurious first by
alpha. Removing the dominant shortcut group from its own market also removes the shortcut factor,
making the group appear idiosyncratically valuable. The shared market is therefore the primary
estimator.

In a 24-group synthetic stress test, G5_spurious has mean-rank 1.0 by mean return, 10.4 by alpha, 7.6
by Alpha/Risk, and 24.0 by CAPM score; its beta is 21.9. Alpha alone becomes less stable because
the larger cross-section dilutes the market factor and increases covariance-estimation noise. The
beta-penalized CAPM score should therefore be read as a risk-adjusted portfolio-selection diagnostic
for large data pools, not as an ad hoc patch to rescue a ranking. This motivates reporting the full
profile rather than using alpha as a universal scalar.

Sensitivity diagnostics show that the central exact-LOGO warning is stable under the default shared
market and mild beta shrinkage, but not under all market or approximation choices. In particular, a
median market can promote the shortcut group in the six-group setting, and the influence approxi-
mation does not reproduce the exact-LOGO shortcut ranking under non-smooth balanced accuracy.
These failures motivate reporting the full alpha-beta-risk profile and keeping exact LOGO with a
shared arithmetic market as the primary estimator.

6 Limitations and Responsible Use

No CAPM literalism. Data-CAPM is a factor-model analogy and diagnostic decomposition, not a
claim that data markets satisfy financial equilibrium assumptions.



Group-level only. The method audits predefined groups and does not replace sample-level Data
Shapley, influence functions, or DVRL.

Controlled interventions. The strongest results use constructed shortcut mechanisms. Adult co-
variates are real, but the shortcut is injected. The Folktables/ACS and RxRx1 pilots are illustrative
rather than confirmatory.

Scenario dependence. Diagnostics depend on validation slices, metrics, model classes, and market-
factor construction. A low-alpha result under one design is an audit signal, not an intrinsic group

property.

Interaction and redundancy blindness under leave-one-group-out. The default return estimator
is leave-one-group-out (LOGO), which measures the marginal effect of removing one group while
all others remain. If two high-quality sources are highly redundant, removing either one may barely
change validation utility because the other source substitutes for it. LOGO can therefore underesti-
mate redundant but useful clean groups. Future versions should combine Data-CAPM with Group
Shapley-style joint marginal contributions or interaction influence functions to price redundancy and
complementarity more accurately.

Responsible use. Low alpha or high beta should not be interpreted as evidence that a population,
user group, state, or demographic group is intrinsically low value. Data-CAPM flags data mecha-
nisms for inspection and should be paired with human review, fairness analysis, domain knowledge,
and deployment context.

Human-centered interpretation. The same caution becomes especially important when data
groups correspond to people, institutions, clinical sites, regions, or other human-associated contexts.
A low diagnostic score may reflect a mismatch between the evaluation environment and the group,
a model class that cannot use the group’s signal, a utility metric that omits relevant forms of value,
or unequal opportunity for that group to contribute under the selected scenarios. We therefore view
Data-CAPM as a tool for improving evaluation and documentation so that deployment choices can
be inspected more carefully, not as a mechanism for assigning worth to human-associated groups or
narrowing access to opportunity.

7 Conclusion

Data-CAPM reframes group data valuation as diagnostic evaluation under distribution shift. By de-
composing scenario-wise group returns into mean return, beta, alpha, residual risk, and Alpha/Risk,
it exposes when scalar marginal utility reflects high-beta shortcut exposure rather than robust contri-
bution. The controlled results demonstrate the mechanism; the Adult, Folktables, and RxRx1 pilots
clarify its scope on real covariates, official embeddings, and natural metadata groups. The central
claim is not that Data-CAPM is a universal valuation method, but that alpha-beta-risk decomposition
can make data-value claims more transparent, documented, and stress-testable.

Reproducibility
The accompanying code archive implements the reported evaluation suite. The artifact uses synthetic
data and public datasets; it does not introduce a new hosted dataset. We provide a machine-readable
Croissant metadata record at metadata/croissant. json for the evaluation suite. The full run is:
bash scripts/run_paper_suite.sh
The controlled suite alone can be run with:
python run_experiment.py —-paper_suite true
The Folktables/ACS pilot can be regenerated after installing optional dependencies:
python run_experiment.py --run_folktables true \

—--folktables_task acs_income \

—--folktables_states CA TX NY FL \
—--folktables_years 2018 \



—--folktables_dataset_seeds 0 1 2 \

—--folktables_models logistic_regression random_forest \
—--folktables_n_train_per_group 1200 \
--folktables_n_validation_per_slice 1000 \

--output_dir results_folktables_acs

The RxRx1 official-embeddings audit can be regenerated without downloading raw images:

cd data_capm_experiment
bash experiments/rxrx1_batch_audit/scripts/run_rxrxl_auto_download_mac_paper_min.sh

This downloads only the public RxRx1 metadata and official deep-learning embeddings to an
ignored cache under experiments/rxrx1_batch_audit/outputs/, then runs the 24-domain,
31-class, 3-seed embeddings-first exact-LOGO audit. Controlled and Folktables-suite outputs
include the core CSVs group_returns.csv and capm_scores.csv; operational summaries
such as portfolio_paired_deltas.csv and bad_group_pruning_summary.csv; sensitiv-
ity outputs such as sensitivity_summary.csv; generated tables under paper/generated_
tables/; PNG figures under paper/latex/figures/; and a resolved run_config.json.
RxRx1-specific outputs are written under experiments/rxrx1_batch_audit/outputs/ and in-
clude rxrx1_group_returns.csv, rxrxl_group_returns_with_market.csv, rxrxl_capm_
scores.csv, rxrxl_audit_summary.csv, rxrxl_pruning_probe.csv, selected_samples.
csv, class_counts.csv, domain_counts.csv, class_domain_counts.csv, manifest.
json, run_config.json, figures/rxrxl_alpha_beta_map.png, and paper_generated/
rxrxl_audit_section.md. Appendix [Fablations can be regenerated with:

python scripts/build_appendix_f_numeric_ablation.py \
—-—input_returns results_workshop_final/group_returns.csv \
—--output_dir results_ablation \
--beta_shrinkage_value 0.1 \
--include_influence true

The table script reuses stored exact-LOGO returns for the market and shrinkage rows to avoid unnec-
essary retraining. Full retraining commands for optional market and influence hooks are documented
in the artifact README.

LLM usage. LLMs were not part of the proposed Data-CAPM diagnostic method, evaluation met-
ric, baselines, experimental decision process, or result interpretation. LLM assistance was used for
implementation support, code refactoring, plotting and table-generation scripts, artifact documen-
tation, and language polishing. Synthetic data and reported results were produced by the released
experiment scripts rather than by LLMs as generative experimental subjects. All LLM-assisted code
paths, experiments, tables, figures, references, and claims were reviewed by the authors, who retain
final responsibility for the artifact and paper.
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A Evaluation Claims

Table [] summarizes how the diagnostics should be interpreted. Each quantity supports a limited
evaluation claim under explicit assumptions; none is an intrinsic group-quality label.

Table 4: Interpretation guide for Data-CAPM diagnostics.

Quantity Claim it can support Required assumption Does not support
Mean return The group improves average utility = The scenario mixture reflects intended  Robustness or shortcut
over chosen scenarios. use. safety.
Beta The group co-moves with the shared ~ The market factor captures meaningful  Causal proof of shortcut
scenario-level market. common movement. use.
Alpha The group contributes beyond beta-  Relevant shifts and stress tests are in-  Universal data value.
scaled market movement. cluded.
Residual risk Market-adjusted  contribution is  Enough scenarios estimate variance. A keep/drop decision.
volatile.
Alpha/Risk Alpha scaled by residual volatility. Residual risk is an appropriate scale diag- A financial Sharpe ratio.
nostic.
CAPM score A beta-penalized audit ranking. The fixed penalty is an explicit diagnostic ~ An optimal policy.
choice.

B Evaluation Card

Table 5: Evaluation card for the Data-CAPM artifact.

Field Documentation

Scope Diagnostic group-level auditing of data-source, domain, or cohort contributions under explicitly defined
evaluation scenarios. The artifact supports controlled shortcut stress tests, Adult mechanism valida-
tion, Folktables/ACS metadata-domain pilots, RxRx1 official-embeddings batch audits, and user-provided
grouped tabular or embedding features.

Primary claims Scalar mean-return valuation can overvalue shortcut-driven groups under distribution shift; scenario-wise
return vectors can be decomposed into mean return, beta, alpha, residual risk, and Alpha/Risk to make
data-value claims more interpretable and stress-testable.

Assumptions Groups and validation scenarios must be meaningful for the deployment question; utilities should reflect
intended use; the shared market factor should summarize common scenario movement; low alpha/high
beta is an audit signal, not a causal proof.

Limitations The main evidence is group-level and strongest under controlled shortcut interventions. The method does
not learn groups by default, does not replace sample-level valuation, and does not prove natural shortcut
discovery or universal superiority over validation-guided baselines.

Responsible use Do not interpret low alpha as evidence that a population, state, hospital, user cohort, or demographic
group is intrinsically low value. Use diagnostics to trigger inspection, documentation, fairness analysis,
and domain review before acquisition or pruning decisions.

Reproducibility The archive includes run scripts, fixed seed lists, resolved run_config.json files, generated
CSVs/figures, optional Folktables commands, and a Croissant metadata record for the evaluation suite.

C Sensitivity and Statistical Diagnostics

Table 6: Sensitivity sweep summary. Values are minimum fractions across the tested settings within
each sweep; higher is better for all fraction columns.

Sweep #  GS5bottom-2 « G5 bottom-2 A/R G5 top-1 mean  G2/G3 top-2 « Notes

label noise sweep 4 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 s_lable shortcut demo-

rare-group size sweep 4 1.000 1.000 0.800 1.000 :I(::'tl)le shortcut demo-

spurious strength sweep 4 1.000 1.000 0.400  0.200 ;lt(;ﬁle shortcut demo-

spurious-shift strength sweep 4 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 :t‘:;le shortcut demo-
tion
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Table 7: Statistical diagnostics for the shortcut group G5 _spurious.

Diagnostic Default result Stability summary Interpretation
default rank profile mean return rank 1/6; alpha rank  bootstrap mean-rank CI [1.0,  GS is top-ranked by mean return but
6/6; Alpha/Risk rank 6/6 2.5] bottom-ranked by risk-adjusted di-

agnostics.

bootstrap CI for beta 6.845 [6.289, 7.333] CI remains strongly positive G5 has high systematic exposure.

bootstrap CI for alpha -0.043 [-0.058, -0.031] CI remains below zero G5 has negative idiosyncratic value
under the shared market.

bootstrap CI for Alpha/Risk -1.461 [-2.080, -1.043] CI remains below zero Risk-adjusted alpha is poor.

lambda sweep for CAPM G5 CAPM rank 6/6 Ranks across lambda values: 6 The six-group shortcut demotion

score does not require tuning lambda.

scenario-weighting sensitiv-  shared default alpha rank 6/6 alpha ranks [6]; Alpha/Risk G5 remains bottom-ranked under

ity ranks [6] simple slice reweightings.

return-normalization sensi-  none: alpha rank 6/6; z-score: 4/6;  scenario-centering can reverse  Centering removes the shared mar-

tivity centered: 1/6 the diagnosis ket factor and is treated as a warn-
ing, not the main estimator.

shared vs leave-one-out  shared alpha rank 6/6; leave-one- leave-one-out market can fail The primary estimator uses a shared

market out alpha rank 1/6 market so alpha is comparable

across groups.

D Natural Metadata-Domain Pilots

Adult workclass and Folktables/ACSIncome use naturally defined metadata groups without injected
shortcuts or label noise. These are sanity checks, not fairness audits and not evidence of natural
shortcut discovery.

Table 8: Adult workclass pilot over three dataset seeds. Lower rank is better.

Group Mean Beta Alpha Alpha/Risk R.,, R. Rg
self-employed  0.0086 -0.6802  0.0148 1.0441 20 10 1.0
government 0.0068  0.3591  0.0008 0.1727 30 23 23
private 0.0394 34586 -0.0029 -0.1432 1.0 27 27
other -0.0014  0.8625 -0.0127 -1.7190 4.0 4.0 4.0

Table 9: Folktables ACSIncome state-domain benchmark. Groups are U.S. states used as natural
metadata domains; lower ranks are better. These are data-source audit signals, not value judgments
about states or populations.

Group Mean Beta Alpha Alpha/Risk R,, R, Rg

acs.CA 0.0010 1.1617 -0.0006 -0.1882 23 23 27
acs. FL  0.0013 1.2375  0.0003 -02791 23 23 23
acs:NY 0.0001 0.7632 -0.0010 -0.2580 30 27 23
acs.TX 0.0016 0.8376  0.0013 0.4024 23 27 27

RxRx1 official-embeddings batch audit. We also run an embeddings-first audit on the public
RxRx1 official deep-learning embeddings [Sypetkowski et al.,|2023]. RxRx1 contains repeated ex-
perimental batches and is designed to study technical batch variation in cellular microscopy. We
restrict to HUVEC, use experimental batch as the group/domain, use sirna_id as the label, and
evaluate held-out validation samples from each selected batch. The paper-minimum run uses 24
batches, 31 classes, 3 random seeds, and 24 held-out validation domains, yielding 72 return obser-
vations per group, 1,728 LOGO return entries, and 1,800 total classifier fits including full-model fits.
This is a natural official-embeddings batch-audit sanity check, not a claim that a batch is intrinsically
high or low quality.

The RxRx1 effect sizes are modest: the top alpha group, HUVEC-05, has mean return 0.0025, beta
1.58, and alpha 0.0016, while HUVEC-09 has the highest beta (1.62) but negative alpha (—0.0007).
Low alpha or high beta should not be read as evidence that an experimental batch is intrinsically low
quality; it is an audit signal under the selected official-embedding representation, classifier, and held-
out-domain scenario design. The pruning probe is directional and small: removing the bottom two
groups by alpha or Alpha/Risk changes the robust-average validation score by 0.0019 on average,
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Folktables ACS state-domain Data-CAPM profile
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Figure 3: Folktables ACSIncome state-domain pilot. Marker area is proportional to residual risk.
This is a metadata-domain diagnostic, not a state-quality ranking.

Table 10: RxRx1 official-embeddings batch audit. Groups are HUVEC experimental batches;
scenarios are 3 random seeds x 24 held-out validation batches, for 72 return observations per
group. Lower ranks are better. Values are small natural-metadata audit signals, not intrinsic
biological batch-quality labels. Full residual-risk and CAPM-score diagnostics are provided in
rxrxl_capm_scores.csv.

Group Mean Beta Alpha  Alpha/Risk R,  Ra Rayr
HUVEC-05 0.0025 1.5826  0.0016 0.1341 1 1 6
HUVEC-13  0.0015 0.9684  0.0009 0.2357 2 2 1
HUVEC-18  0.0015 1.2299  0.0008 0.1691 3 3 4
HUVEC-07  0.0010 0.5661  0.0007 0.1836 6 4 3
HUVEC-15 0.0011 0.8714  0.0006 0.2129 5 5 2
HUVEC-24  0.0013 1.4477  0.0005 0.1384 4 6 5
HUVEC-09  0.0002 1.6155 -0.0007 -0.1745 17 21 21
HUVEC-20 -0.0001 1.0712 -0.0007 -0.1972 21 22 22
HUVEC-23 -0.0007 0.5977 -0.0010 -0.3448 23 23 23
HUVEC-01 -0.0010 0.8930 -0.0015 -04750 24 24 24
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RxRx1 embeddings batch audit: alpha-beta map
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Figure 4: RxRx1 official-embeddings batch audit. Groups are HUVEC experimental batches;
marker area is proportional to residual risk. The plot shows modest but interpretable separation
between alpha and beta profiles on official embeddings. HUVEC-09 is a high-beta, negative-alpha
audit candidate, while HUVEC-05 has both high beta and high alpha, suggesting market-exposed
but useful contribution under this evaluation design. These are inspection signals, not biological
quality labels.

whereas random pruning is negative in this run. We read this as evidence that Data-CAPM provides
a batch-audit profile on official embeddings, not as an end-to-end performance superiority claim.
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E Supplementary Operational Results
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Figure 5: Synthetic robust-average group acquisition. The y-axis averages balanced accuracy over
rare, OOD, and spurious-shift slices.

Automatic bad-group pruning
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Figure 6: Synthetic pruning robust-average deltas. Pruning removes groups from low value to high
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Table 11: Supplementary synthetic £ = 2 pruning comparison.

Method Removed & Delta Removed Groups Bad Removed
alpha 2 00178 G5,Gl1 G5
Alpha/Risk 2 0.0178 G5,Gl1 G5

CAPM score 2 0.0114 G5,G4 G5, G4
validation-model proxy 2 00114 G4,G5 G4, G5

mean return 2 -0.0310 GI1,G0 none
loss-based 2 -0.0202 G4,G2 G4

F Ablation on Alternative Market Aggregators and Scaling Extensions

Table[I2]reports numeric boundary checks rather than a robustness proof. The goal is to test whether
the main shortcut warning is an artifact of the default arithmetic-mean market. The exact-LOGO
mean-market result is preserved under mild beta shrinkage, while the median-market and influence-
approximation rows expose settings where the alpha or Alpha/Risk ranking alone can fail. These
failures support the paper’s recommendation to inspect the full alpha-beta-risk profile rather than
replacing valuation with any single scalar.

The 10% trimmed-mean row is included as an implementation check rather than a substantive ro-
bustness test, because in the six-group setting this trimming level removes no groups and therefore
matches the arithmetic-mean result.

Table 12: Numeric Appendix F boundary checks on market construction and scaling hooks. Values
use the six-group synthetic benchmark. Exact LOGO rows reuse the 40 stored return observations (5
seeds x 2 models x 4 slices). G2 denotes the rare-clean group, G3 the OOD-clean group, and G5 the
spurious shortcut group. For the mean-market and shrinkage rows, the top two alpha groups are G3
and G2; for the median row, G5 is incorrectly promoted, which is the intended boundary-condition
warning. The 10% trimmed-mean row is an implementation check because, with six groups, this
trimming level removes no group. The influence row is a fast logistic-regression-only smoke check
and is not used as primary evidence.

Configuration rank(mean) GS5beta GS5alpha rank(alpha) G5 A/R  rank(A/R) rank(CAPM)
Exact LOGO + mean 1 6.8839 -0.0429 6 -14173 6 6
Exact LOGO + median 1 8.1568 0.0824 1 0.7810 1 6
Exact LOGO + trimmed mean 1 6.8839 -0.0429 6 -14173 6 6
Exact LOGO + shrinkage 0.1 1 6.2955 -0.0348 6 -1.1013 6 6
Influence approx. 4 0.7891 0.0001 4 0.2063 4 3

The ablation records two important boundary conditions. First, a median market is not automatically
safer in a very small, skewed group universe: it makes G5_spurious appear positive-alpha, although
the group still has extreme beta and a bottom CAPM-score rank. We therefore treat market aggre-
gators as sensitivity diagnostics, not as default replacements. Second, the influence-approximation
hook is retained as an engineering smoke check rather than primary evidence. In the LR-only check,
it does not reproduce the exact-LOGO shortcut ranking under non-smooth balanced accuracy, so we
do not use it to support the main empirical claim.

G Implementation Extension Checks

The released artifact contains engineering hooks for scaling studies, including influence-style ap-
proximation, alternative market aggregators, beta shrinkage, and KMeans auto-grouping. Exact
commands and supported argument names are documented in the artifact README. These hooks
make the audit pipeline extensible, but the primary claims remain tied to the controlled exact-LOGO
mechanism study with the shared arithmetic market.
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