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Finite sample approximations of exact and entropic Wasserstein distances
between covariance operators and Gaussian processes™

Ha Quang Minhf

Abstract. This work studies finite sample approximations of the exact and entropic regularized Wasserstein
distances between centered Gaussian processes and, more generally, covariance operators of func-
tional random processes. We first show that these distances/divergences are fully represented by
reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) covariance and cross-covariance operators associated with
the corresponding covariance functions. Using this representation, we show that the Sinkhorn diver-
gence between two centered Gaussian processes can be consistently and efficiently estimated from
the divergence between their corresponding normalized finite-dimensional covariance matrices, or
alternatively, their sample covariance operators. Consequently, this leads to a consistent and effi-
cient algorithm for estimating the Sinkhorn divergence from finite samples generated by the two
processes. For a fixed regularization parameter, the convergence rates are dimension-independent
and of the same order as those for the Hilbert-Schmidt distance. If at least one of the RKHS is
finite-dimensional, we obtain a dimension-dependent sample complexity for the exact Wasserstein
distance between the Gaussian processes.
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1. Introduction. This work studies exact and entropic regularized Wasserstein distances
and divergences between centered Gaussian processes, and more generally, between covariance
operators associated with functional random processes. Our main focus is on the finite sample
approximations of the entropic divergences, which we show to be dimension-independent.
Our main results are obtained via the analysis of reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS)
covariance and cross-covariance operators associated with the covariance functions of the given
random processes. This work builds upon [33, 35|, which formulated entropic Wasserstein
distances between Gaussian measures on Hilbert spaces and their convergence properties.

The topic of distances/divergences between covariance operators and stochastic processes
has attracted increasing interests in statistics and machine learning recently, e.g. [37, 15,
39, 29, 30, 50]. In [30, 50], the Kullback-Leibler divergence between stochastic processes was
studied, the latter in the context of functional Bayesian neural networks. In the field of func-
tional data analysis, see e.g. [43, 12, 21], one particular approach for analyzing functional data
has been via the analysis of covariance operators. Recent work along this direction includes
[37, 15], which utilize the Hilbert-Schmidt distance between covariance operators and [39, 29],
which utilize non-Euclidean distances, in particular the Procrustes distance, also known as
Bures-Wasserstein distance. The latter distance is precisely the 2-Wasserstein distance be-
tween two centered Gaussian measures on Hilbert space in the setting of optimal transport
(OT) and can better capture the intrinsic geometry of the set of covariance operators. This
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distance is always well-defined for singular covariance operators, which is a distinct advan-
tage over the Kullback-Leibler divergence, which requires equivalent Gaussian measures [34].
OT distances are, however, generally numerically difficult to compute and can have, more-
over, poor convergence rates (more below), which motivated the study of entropic regularized
OT. This direction has recently attracted much attention in machine learning, statistics, and
related fields [7, 13, 18, 31, 38]). This line of research is also closely connected with the
Schrédinger bridge problem [47], which has been studied extensively [3, 4, 8, 25, 46].

In [28, 22, 9], explicit formulas were obtained for the entropic regularized 2-Wasserstein
distance and Sinkhorn divergence between Gaussian measures on Euclidean space. These
were generalized to infinite-dimensional Gaussian measures on Hilbert spaces in [33], with
the entropic formulation being valid for both settings of singular and nonsingular covariance
operators. The Gaussian setting reveals explicitly several favorable theoretical properties of the
entropic regularization formulation, including strict convexity, unique solution of barycenter
equation in the singular setting, and Fréchet differentiability, in contrast to the 2-Wasserstein
distance, which is not Fréchet differentiable in the infinite-dimensional setting.

Furthermore, it has been shown that the Sinkhorn divergence has much better convergence
behavior and sample complexity compared with the exact Wasserstein distance. It is well-
known that the sample complexity of the Wasserstein distance can grow exponentially in the
dimension of the underlying space RY, with the worst case being O(n~/?) [11, 52, 14, 20].
In [17], it is shown that, as a consequence of entropic regularization, the Sinkhorn divergence
between two probability measures with bounded support on R? achieves sample complexity
O((14 € L4/2yn=1/2) 'that is the same as the Maximum Mean Discrepancy (MMD) for a fixed
e > 0. However, the constant factor in the sample complexity in [17] depends exponentially

on the diameter of the support. In [31], the rate of convergence O (6 (1 + %) n—1/2>

was obtained for o2-subgaussian measures on R?. In [35], it was shown that the Sinkhorn
divergence in the RKHS setting achieves the rate of convergence O ((1 + %)n_l/ 2) for all
€ > 0, which is thus dimension-independent. In particular, this applies to Sinkhorn divergence
between Gaussian measures on Euclidean space and infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces.

Contributions of this work. In this work, we apply the results in [33, 35] to the
setting of centered Gaussian processes, and more generally, covariance operators associated
with functional random processes. Specifically,

1. We show that the Wasserstein distance/Sinkhorn divergence between centered Gauss-
ian processes are fully represented by RKHS covariance and cross-covariance operators
associated with the corresponding covariance functions. From this representation,
we show that the Sinkhorn divergence can be consistently and efficiently estimated
via the corresponding normalized finite covariance matrices. The convergence rate is
dimension-independent and has the form O(%n_l/Q) (Section 4). Alternatively, the
Sinkhorn divergence can be consistently estimated via the corresponding sample co-
variance operators with similar convergence rate (Section 7).

2. We present an algorithm that consistently and efficiently estimates the Sinkhorn di-
vergence from finite samples of the two given random processes. The convergence rate
is dimension-independent. (Section 5).

3. For the exact 2-Wasserstein distance, we obtain the corresponding sample complexity
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when the RKHS of at least one of the covariance functions is finite-dimensional. The
convergence rate is dimension-dependent (Section 6).
Notation. Throughout the paper, let H be a real, separable Hilbert space, with dim(H) =
oo unless explicitly stated otherwise. Let £(?) denote the set of bounded linear operators
on H, with norm [[A|| = supjy <1 [|Az]|. Let Sym(H) C L(H) be the set of bounded, self-
adjoint linear operators on H. Let Sym™(H) C Sym(H) be the set of self-adjoint, positive
operators on H, i.e. A € SymT(H) <= (Ax,z) > OVx € H. The Banach space Tr(H)
of trace class operators on H is defined by (e.g. [44]) Tr(H) = {A € L(H) : ||Allee =
S e, (A*A)1/2e;) < oo}, for any orthonormal basis {ej,}ren € H, where || ||, is the trace
norm. For A € Tr(H), its trace is then given by tr(A) = > 37, (ex, Aex). The Hilbert space
HS(H1,H2) of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from #H; to Hsz is defined by (e.g.[23]) HS(H1, Hz) =
{A € L(H1,Ha) : ||Al|3g = tr(A*A) = Y72 ||Aex||* < oo}, for any orthonormal basis
{ex}ken in Hi, with inner product (A, B)ps = tr(A*B). For H1 = He = H, we write HS(H).
We give more detail of HS(H;, H2) and the Hilbert-Schmidt norm || ||gs in Section 12.
Proofs for all main results are presented in Section 10.

2. Background and previous work. Let (X,d) be a complete separable metric space
equipped with a lower semi-continuous cost function ¢ : X x X — R>q. Let P(X) denote
the set of all probability measures on X. The optimal transport (OT) problem between two
probability measures vy, v; € P(X) is (see e.g. [51])

(2.1) OT(vg, 1) = min  E,[c] = min / c(z,y)dy(z,y)
~y€Joint(vg,v1) ~v€Joint(vo,v1) J X x X

where Joint (v, v1) is the set of joint probabilities with marginals vy and v;. For 1 < p < oo,
let Pp(X) denote the set of all probability measures 1 on X of finite moment of order p,
ie. [y dP(xo,z)du(x) < oo for some (and hence any) zo € X. The following p- Wasserstein
distance W), between 1y and vy defines a metric on P,(X) (Theorem 7.3, [51])

1
(22) Wp(l/o, I/l) = Opo (1/0, 1/1)p .
For two Gaussian measures v; = N(m;, C;), i = 0,1 on R™ [19, 10, 36, 24] and on a separable
Hilbert space H[16, 6], Wa(vp,v1) admits the following closed form

2 2 12~ ~1/2) /2
(2.3) W2 (1/0, V1) = Hmo — m1|| + tr(Co) + tl"(Cl) — 2tr (CO 0100 ) .

Entropic regularization. The OT problem (2.1) is often computationally challenging and
it is more numerically efficient to solve the following regularized optimization problem [7]

(2.4) OTi(p,v) = min  A{E,[] +eKL(y|[p®v)}, >0,
~y€Joint (p,v)

where KL(v||u) denotes the Kullback-Leibler divergence between v and p. The KL in (2.4)
acts as a bias [13], with the consequence that in general OT¢(p, u) # 0. The following p-
Sinkhorn divergence [18, 13] removes this bias

(2.5) S5(1,v) = 0T (1) — 3 (0T g1, 1) + OT5p (v, ).
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In the case X = H is a separable Hilbert space and u, v are Gaussian measures on H, both
OT¢, and S5 admit closed form expressions, as follows.

Theorem 2.1 (Entropic Wasserstein distance and Sinkhorn divergence between Gauss-
ian measures on Hilbert space, [33], Theorems 3, 4, and 7). Let uo = N(mg,Cop), p1 =
N(mq,Cy) be two Gaussian measures on H. For each fized € > 0,

1
(2.6) OT% (o, 1) = |Imo — ma[? + tr(Co) + tr(Cy) — %tr(Mél) + glog det <I + 2M51> .
€
2.7)  S5(po, 1) = |lmo — mal]® + 18 (Moo — 2Mgy + M, ]

(1+3M5)° ]
(I + 5 Mg,) (I+5Mf)

€
—log det
+40ge

The optimal joint measure is the unique Gaussian measure v¢ = N (<m0> , < C*b CXY) > ,

where Cxy = %Cé/z (I + %Mél)fl 03/201. Here det is the Fredholm determinant and ij :
1/2 12\1/2
H — H are trace class operators defined by Mf; = —I + (I + gCi/ CjCZ-/ ) ,4,7=0,1.

In particular, lim¢_,o OT g, (10, p11) = lime 0 S5(po, p1) = W2 (o, 1) and lime o0 S (110, 1) =
|[mo — m1||>. When dim(H) < oo, we recover the finite-dimensional results in [28, 22, 9].

Convergence property. S5 is a divergence function on Gauss(H ), the set of all Gaussian
measures on H and has the following convergence property.

Theorem 2.2 ([35]-Theorems 2 and 5). Let A, B, { Ay, Bn}nen € Sym™ (H)NTr(H). Ve > 0,

(28) S0, An), N0, A4)] < [l Aullss + 114l ss]| | An — Allss.

< —[l[Anllas + [|Al[as + 2[|Bllus]||An — Allns

oW

3
(2.9) + €[2||An‘|HS + || Allus + || B||us]||Brn — Bl|us-

In this work, we apply Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 to estimate Sinkhorn divergence between centered
Gaussian processes and, more generally, covariance operators of random processes.

Related work. The 2-Wasserstein distance was applied to Gaussian processes in [29, 27],
however the treatment in [27] is generally only valid in finite dimensions. Sample complexities
were obtained in [35] for Sinkhorn divergence between Gaussian measures on Euclidean and
Hilbert spaces. In [26], the author obtained results similar to our Theorem 4.5, however the
main theoretical analysis carried out in [26] is flawed (see discussion in Section 4).

3. Kernels, covariance operators, and Gaussian processes. Throughout the paper, we
make the following assumptions
1. Assumption 1 7T is a o-compact metric space, that is T' = U2, T;, where T1 C Ty C
-+, with each T; being compact.
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2. Assumption 2 v is a non-degenerate Borel probability measure on T, that is v(B) > 0
for each open set B C T.

3. Assumption 3 K, K!',K? : T x T — R are continuous, symmetric, positive definite
kernels and dx > 0, k1 > 0, k2 > 0 such that

(3.1) /Kmdy /K’:rxdz/ z) < K2,

4. Assumption 4 ¢ ~ GP(0,K), ¢ ~ GP(0,K"), i = 1,2, are centered Gaussian pro-
cesses with covariance functions K, K*, respectively.
For K satisfying Assumption 3, positivity implies K (x,t)? < K(z,z)K(t,t) Vz,t € T, thus

(3.2) /TK(:L’,t)zdu(t) <ooVreT, o K (z,t)%dv(x)dv(t) < co.

The first inequality means K, € £2(T,v) Vz € T, where K, : T — R is defined by K,(t) =
K(x,t). Let Hg denote the corresponding reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS), then
Hy C L2(T,v) [49]. Define the following linear operator

(3.3) Ry = Rk, : L2(T,v) — Hr,

(3.4) Rif = [ Kef@vlt). (Rif)(a / K, ) f(£)du().
T
Since ||Rx fllpe < [ 1Kl [ f(8)dv(t) < 4/ [ K(t, t)dv(t)||fllz2(1), Ric is bounded, with
(3.5) [Ric : £2(T,v) — Hucl| < /K(t,t)du(t) <k
T

Its adjoint is Ry, : Hxg — L2(T,v) = J : Hig — L2(T,v), the inclusion operator from H
into £2(T,v) [45]. Ry then induces the following self-adjoint, positive, compact operator

(3.6) Ok = Ckp = RicRy : L2(T,v) — L*(T,v),
(3.7) (Cref)(a / K(z, 0 f(£)du(t), ¥f € LX(T,v),
(3.8) ICk i (e2 () = . K (z,t)2dv(z)dv(t) < k.

The operator Ck has been studied extensively, e.g. [5, 49, 45]. Let {\x}ren be its eigen-
values with normalized eigenfunctions {¢x }ren forming an orthonormal basis in £2(T,v). A
fundamental result for positive definite kernels is Mercer’s Theorem, which states that

(3.9) K(z,y) =Y Mor(@)or(y) V(w,y) € T xT,
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(see version in [49]), where the series converges absolutely for each pair (z,y) € T x T and
uniformly on any compact subset of T. By Mercer’s Theorem, K is completely determined
by Ck and vice versa. The RKHS H is explicitly described by

[e’) oo 2
a
(310) Hx=<feLlYTv),f= § Cagdn || fll, = § : 7’; < o0 p C LT, v).
k=1 k=1,),>0

Furthermore, Cx € Sym™ (H) N Tr(H), H = L*(T,v), with
(3.11) tr(Cre) =3 M = / Kt du(t) < 2
k=1 T

Gaussian processes. Consider the correspondence between Gaussian measures, covari-
ance operators C as defined in Eq.(3.6), and Gaussian processes with paths in £2(T,v) [42].
Let (2, F, P) be a probability space, & = ({(t))ter = ({(w,t))ter be a real Gaussian process

n (2, F, P), with mean m and covariance function K, denoted by £ ~ GP(m, K), where

(3.12) m(t) =EE(t), K(s,t) =E[((s) —m(s))(X) —m@))], s,teT.

The sample paths &(w, ) 6 H = L2(T,v) almost P-surely, i.e. [&*(w,t)dv(t) < co almost
P-surely, if and only 1f , Theorem 2 and Corollary 1)

(3.13) /m t)dv(t) < oo, /Kttdy ) < 0.

In this case, £ induces the following Gaussian measure Pe on (H,B(H)): Pe(B) = P{w € Q:
¢(w,) € B}, B € B(H), with mean m € H and covariance operator Cx : H — H, defined
by Eq.(3.6). Conversely, let © be a Gaussian measure on (H, Z(H)), then there is a Gaussian
process & = ({(t))ier with sample paths in H, with induced probability measure P =

Since Gaussian processes are fully determined by their means and covariance functions, the
latter being fully determined by their covariance operators, we can define distance/divergence
functions between two Gaussian processes as follows, see also e.g. [37, 15, 39, 29].

Definition 3.1 (Divergence between Gaussian processes). Assume Assumptions 1-4. Let
H = L3(T,v). Let & ~ GP(my, K;), i = 1,2, be two Gaussian processes with mean m; € H
and covariance function K'. Let D be a divergence function on Gauss(H) x Gauss(H). The
corresponding divergence Dgp between &' and €2 is defined to be

(3.14) Dcp(€'|€?) = DN (ma, Cger) ||V (ma, Ck2)).
It is clear then that Dgp(£Y|€2) > 0 and Dgp(€]|€2) = 0 <= my = ma, K! = K?. Subse-
quently, we assume m; = mg = 0 and compute S5[N (0, Cx1), N (0, Cx2)].

RKHS covariance operators. To empirically estimate SSIN (0, C1), N(0,Ck2)], we

employ RKHS covariance operators and cross-covariance operators. The operator Ry defined
in Eq.(3.4) induces the following self-adjoint, positive, compact RKHS covariance operator

(3.15) Lk = RxRY : My — Hg, Lg = /(Kt ® K;)dv(t),
T

(316)  Lif(x /Kt U, K di(t) /K 2O F(O)dv(t), f e Hr.
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Lk has the same nonzero eigenvalues as O and thus Lx € Sym™ (Hy) N Tr(Hg), with
(3.17) tr(Lg) = tr(Cx) < K2, ||Lkllnsoug) = ICklusic2(r.)) < &°

We note also that for f € Hi, Cxf = Lk f. However, as we see below, despite their many
common properties, Cx and Li are generally not interchangeable.

Empirical RKHS covariance operator. Let X = (z;)/*, be independently sampled
from T according to v. This defines the following empirical version of Lg

(3.18) Lxx = 72 (Ky, @ Ky,) « Hie — Hre,

(3'19) LK,Xf: 7ZK£E1 I, K :Jcl Zf Xg K:Em feHk.

Let Hy x = span{K,, }i"; C Hk, then Lgx : Hx — Hxx. In particular, Lxgx : Hrgx —
Hirxand Vj,1 < j<m, LgxK;; = % Sty K(xj, i) Ky, Let K[X] denote the mxm Gram
matriz, with (K[X]) ij = K (x;,xj), then the matrix representation of L x : Hxx — Hi x in
span{ K, }", is L K[X]. In particular, the nonzero eigenvalues of L x are precisely those of
L —K[X], correspondlng to eigenvectors that must lie in H i x. Thus, the nonzero eigenvalues of
C'K L3(T,v) — L(T,v), tr(Ck), ||Ck||ns, which are the same as those of Lk : Hx — Hx,
can be empirically estimated from those of the m x m matrix L K[X] (see [45]).

RKHS cross-covariance operators. Let K', K2 be two kernels satisfying Assumptions
1-4, and H g1, H > the corresponding RKHS. Let Ry : £2(T,v) — Hyi, i = 1,2 be as defined
in Eq.(3.4). They give rise to the following RKHS cross-covariance operators

(320) R12 = RKlR;{Q : HKQ — HKI, RQl = RKQR*Kl : HKl — HKQ = RTQ
Both L and Ris, Ro1 are encompassed in the following, which is straightforward to verify.

Lemma 3.2. The operators R;j = RyiRy; : His — Hgi, 1,5 = 1,2, are given by

(3.21) Rij —/(KZ®Kj)d1/ Riif = /KZ (f K] )aq,, dv(t), 4,5 =1,2,
(3.22) Rijf(x /Kt dv(t) = /TK’(x,t)f(t)dy(t), feHtgi,
Then R;; = Ly, R]y = Ro1, and the operator RioRi2 : Hy2 — Hyz is given by
(323) Risiaf = [ K2 [ Kt f(dr(wntt), S € e
(RigRi2f)(x) = A TK2(a:,t)K1(t,u) f(w)dv(u)dy(t), Yo eT.
x

We remark that with f € £2(T,v), Cg1 f(t) = [, K*(t,u) f(u)dv(u) and
(3.24) (Cg2Cpr f)(z) = / K2(2,t)(Cra f)(t)dv(t) = K2(z,t) K (t,u) f(u)dv(u)dy(t).
T TXT

Thus for f € Hyz, Cx2Cp1 f = RisRiaf € Hyez, however Cp2Crr : L2(T,v) — L2(T,v) is
generally not self-adjoint, whereas R}, R12 € Sym™ (H 2).
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Lemma 3.3 (Hilbert-Schmidt norm).  Under Assumptions 1-3, R;j € HS(Hy, Hy:),
with || Rij|[us ;i) < Fisys 1,5 = 1,2

Lemma 3.4 (Empirical RKHS covariance and cross-covariance operators). Let X =

{z1,...,zm} in T™. Define the empirical integral operators Rijx : Hyi — Hyi i,5 = 1,2, by
1 & . .
(3.25) Rijx = — S (KL @ KIL) My — He,
k=1 k=1

Then Riix = Lii x, RTZ,X = Ra1.x, and the operator Rikz,XRIZX :Hygz — Hpye is given by

* 1 <
(3.27) RiyxRuxf=—5 > flai)K' (0 2)) K7, € Mo x.

3,j=1

Thus Riy x Ri2.x + Hz — Hye x and on the subspace Hyz x, in span{ng };»”:1, RiyxRiax
Hi2x — Hgex has matriz representation #Kl[X]K2 [X].

4. Estimation of Sinkhorn divergence from finite covariance matrices. Main goal.
Assume Assumptions 1-4. Our main goal in this work is to estimate Wa[N (0, Cg1), N'(0, Cg2)]
and S5IN(0, C1), N (0, C2)] given finite samples {{€}(z;)} N, {512(5’5])}5\;21}?;1 from the two
processes £1, 2 on the set of points X = (a:j);-”:l in T'. These correspond to N; realizations of
process £, i = 1,2, sampled at the m points in T given by X.

Let X = (x;)!", be independently sampled from (T, v). The Gaussian process assumption
¢ ~ GP(0, K*) means that (£(., zj))iL, are m-dimensional Gaussian random variables, with
(§i(.,xj));7"”:1 ~ N(0, K'[X]), where (K'[X])jx = K'(xj,7x), 1 < j,k < m. We first assume
that the covariance matrices K'[X] are known. In this section, we show that

S5 [N <0, ;Kl[X]> N (0, ;K%X])] consistently estimates S5IN (0, Cg1), N(0, Cg2)].

Let H be any separable Hilbert space. Let ¢ € R, ¢ # 0 be fixed. Consider the following
function G : Sym™ (H) N Tr(H) — R defined by

1
(4.1)  G(A) = tr[M(A)] — log det (I + 2M(A)> , where M(A) = —I + (I + 2A)Y2.
With this definition, with ¢ = %, SSINV(0,Ck1), N(0,Cge)] can be expressed as
1
(42)  S5IN(0,Cr) N0, Cpea)] = = |G(Cha) + G(Cha) = 2G(C Yl Cra D)
We now represent this via the RKHS covariance and cross-covariance operators in Section 3.
RKHS covariance operator terms. Since Cfi € Tr(L*(T,v)) and Ly € Tr(Hgi),

i = 1,2, have the same nonzero eigenvalues, we have G(C%,) = G(L%,), which can be approx-

imated by their empirical versions G(L%i,x), i = 1,2, which are the same as G(-15 (K[X])?).
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RKHS cross-covariance operator term. Consider the term G(C}é2 Cio Cfl{/f ) in Eq.

(4.2). Recall that Ry : L2(T,v) — Hpi, Ry : Hgi — L2(T,v), with Cyxi = R} Ry -
L3(T,v) — L2(T,v). The nonzero eigenvalues of Cll</120 K2 C;(/lz are the same as those of
(43) Cror Crer = (Rigs Bor ) (Ria Ria) : £2(T,0) — £A(T,v),

which, in turns, are the same as the nonzero eigenvalues of the operator

(44) RT2R12 = RKQ (R;{1RK1)R;{2 : HKQ — %KQ,

or equivalently, of Ry Ry = Ryt (RiaRic2)Rigy = Hyt — Hya. Thus G(CYLCK,ClLY) =
G(Rj5R12), with the empirical version being G(RTQ’XRH,X). By Lemma 3.4, the nonzero
eigenvalues of Rj, xRi2x are those of #K UX]K?[X], or equivalently, of #(K 1X])1/2x
K2[X)(K'[X])Y2. Thus G(Rjy x Riax) = G (K [X])V/2K2[X] K ([X])'/?). We thus have

Proposition 4.1 (RKHS covariance and cross-covariance operator representation for
Sinkhorn divergence). Under Assumptions 1-4, let X = (x;)", € T™. Then

1

(4.5) S5N(0, Cr), N (0, C2)] = [G(L3.1) + G(L%2) — 2G(RiyR12)] -
s (0. 2xx)) & (0. L x71x )]
(4.6) _ % (G(L3 ) + T x) — 26(Riy x Rizx)|

The representations in Proposition 4.1 suggest that, given a random sample X = (z;)",
Ss [NV (0, LK[X]) , NV (0, LK2[X])] — S$IN(0,Cx1), N(0,Ciez)] as m — co. We now ana-
lyze the rate of this convergence. The function G as defined in Eq.(4.1) satisfies the following
Proposition 4.2. Let H,H1,Ho be separable Hilbert spaces. Then
3 2
(4.7) |G(A) — G(B)| < %HA — Bll&x VA, B € Sym™(H) N Tr(H).

3 2
(48) |G(A*) - G(BY)| < %[HAHHS + [|Bllus]||A — Bllus, VA, B € Sym(H) NHS(H).

Let A, B € HS(H1,Hs), then A*A, B*B € Sym™ (H1) N Tr(H1) and

. N 3c?
(4.9) |G(A*A) —= G(B*B)| < T[HAHHS(Hth) + 1Bl (21 32) 1A = Bllas (1, 32)-
By Proposition 4.2, we thus need to estimate ||Lg: x — Lgi|lug(i), it = 1,2 and [|Ri2 x —
R12HHS(HK2,HK1)- We apply the following law of large numbers for Hilbert space-valued ran-
dom variables, which is a consequence of a general result by Pinelis ([40], Theorem 3.4).

Proposition 4.3 ([48]). Let (Z, A, p) be a probability space and § : (Z, p) — H be a random
variable. Assume that IM > 0 such that ||£|| < M < oo almost surely. Let o?(€) = E|[¢]|*.
Let (z)™, be independently sampled from (Z,p). Y0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — 9,

2Mlog§ N 202(§) log%
m m '

<

(4.10) Hnll > &(z) —EE

i=1
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4.1. Estimation with bounded kernels. We first consider the following setting
Assumption 5. K, K, K? are bounded, i.e. 3k, k1, k2 > 0 such that

(4.11) sup K(z,z) < k2, sup K'(z,z) < k2,5 =1,2.
z€T ze€T

This is satisfied for exponential kernels exp(—al|z — y||P), @ > 0,0 < p < 2, on T = R? and
for all continuous kernels if 7" is compact. Applying Proposition 4.3, we obtain the following.

Proposition 4.4 (Convergence of RKHS empirical covariance and cross-covariance op-
erators).  Under Assumptions 1-5, ||Rijx|[us(, ; m,0) < Kikj, 4.5 = 1,2, VX € T™. Let

X = (z;)" be independently sampled from (T,v). YO < 6 < 1, with probability at least 1 — 9,

2log 2 2log %
(4.12) [1Rix = Ragllas (ot a0 < kg | ==\ = = |

. . 2log 2 [21og 2

and V0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — 6,

= v

2log 2 2log 2
< 2 3 4y 5
HS(HKi) = hy m + m

Proposition 4.4 generalizes Proposition 4 in [35], which states the bound in Eq.(4.14). Com-
bining Propositions 4.1, 4.2, and 4.4, we are led to our first main result.

In particular, ||Lg: x|las,..) < K2

(4.14) |Lxix — Lii

Theorem 4.5 (Estimation of Sinkhorn divergence between Gaussian processes from fi-
nite covariance matrices - bounded kernels). Assume Assumptions 1-5. Let X = (x;)" be
independently sampled from (T,v). For any 0 < 6 < 1, with probability at least 1 — 6,

SS {/\/ (0, ;Kl[X]> N (0, Tan2[X]> — S5 [NV(0, CKl),N(o,CKg)]H

6 2log ¢ 2log 8
415 < 92 2)2 5 5
(4.15) < 6(’41 + K3) m + m

Discussion. Similar results to Theorem 4.5 were reported in ([26], Theorem 8). However,
the main theoretical analysis in [26] is flawed, in particular Proposition 2 there. We note
that in the last term of Eq.(4.2), Cx: € Tr(L3(T,v)) cannot be replaced by Ly € Tr(Hg:).
This is because in general Hy1 and Hy2 are different. For example, let 7' C R™ be compact
with nonempty interior, K! be the Gaussian kernel K(z,y) = exp(—ol|lz — y||?),0 > 0,
and K2 be any polynomial kernel. Then H g1 does not contain any polynomial [32], that
is Hxr N Hyz = {0}. Thus, while Cx1Cx2 and (C1)/2Cx2(Cx1)'/? are well-defined on

L2(T,v), the products L%? Ly L%f and Ly Ly2 are generally not defined.



ENTROPIC WASSERSTEIN DISTANCES BETWEEN GAUSSIAN PROCESSES 11

Furthermore, for any compact operators A; € £L(H), i = 1,2, the operators A¥A and A; A}
have the same nonzero eigenvalues, but this is generally not true for the products A7 A;A5A,
and A1 AJA2A%, which generally have different nonzero eigenvalues. This can be readily
verified numerically when H = R".

Thus ([26], Proposition 2) and the most crucial step in its proof, which substitutes C:
by Ly, is not valid. We note also that Kato’s Theorem ([26], Theorem 1) does not apply to
operators of the form AB, A, B € Sym™ (H) compact, since AB is generally not self-adjoint.

4.2. Estimation with general kernels. Consider the following more general setting, where
the kernels are not necessarily bounded, e.g. polynomial kernels on 7 = R? d € N. In this
case, the sample bounds are less tight compared to those in Section 4.1.

Assumption 6 dx, k1, ko > 0 such that

(4.16) /T K (2, 2)]2dv(z) < K, /T (K (2, 2)2dv(z) < Kb, i = 1,2.

This is related to the fourth moments of the processes (Assumption 6(*) in Section 8) and
implies (3.1) in Assumption 3. The following is the corresponding version of Proposition 4.4.

Proposition 4.6. Under Assumptions 1-4 and 6, let X = (z;)[", be independently sampled
from (T,v). For any 0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — 0,

2Hi/€j 2/€in
(4.17) 1 Bijxlls i, ) < =5 N1Bix = Rijlluser, mye) < i

In particular, for K = K7 = K, Y0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — 6,

2k2 252
(4.18) 1Lk x| HS (1) < 5 ILrx — Li|lus(mg) < NG

Combining Propositions 4.2 and 4.6, we obtain the corresponding version of Theorem 4.5.

Theorem 4.7 (Estimation of Sinkhorn divergence between Gaussian processes from fi-
nite covariance matrices - general kernels). Under Assumptions 1-4 and 6, let X = (z;)]",
be independently sampled from (T,v). For any 0 < ¢ < 1, with probability at least 1 — 4,

SS [N <o, ;Kl[X]> N (o, ;K2[X])] — SSIN(0, Cer), N (0, C2)]

(4.19) < 1?8(&% + K3)? (1 - ?) \/71%5.

5. Estimation of Sinkhorn divergence from finite samples. We now return to our main
goal stated in Section 4, where we are only given finite samples of the Gaussian processes
€1, €2, Tt is then necessary to estimate the covariance matrices K'[X], K2[X] and the Sinkhorn
divergence between them. For simplicity and without loss of generality, in the theoretical
analysis we let N1 = Ny = N. We recall that the Gaussian process £ = (§(w,t)) is defined
on the probability space (2, F,P). Let W = (wi,...,wn) be independently sampled from
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(Q, P), which corresponds to N sample paths &(z) = &(wi,z),1 < i < N,z € T. Let
X = (x;)i*, € T™ be fixed. Consider the following m x N data matrix

§(w1,x1),...,§(w1\r,x1),
(5.1) Z= = [z(w1), ... z(wy)] € R™N,

£(w17$m)7 oo 7E(WN7$m)

Here z(w) = (z;(w))™; = (&(w,z;))™,. Since (K[X]);; = E[§(w, z;){(w,x;)], 1 <14,j < m,
(5.2) K[X] = E[z(w)z(w)T] = /Qz(w)z(w)TdP(w).

The empirical version of K[X], using the random sample W = (w;)¥_ |, is then

1 N 1
72 — 77
(5.3) : 1z NZZ .

The convergence of Kw/[X] to K[X] is given by the following.

Proposition 5.1. Assume Assumptions 1-5. Let & ~ GP(0,K) on (Q,F,P) Let X =
()™, € T™ be fized. Then ||[K[X]||r < mr®. Let W = (w1,...,wn) be independently
sampled from (Q, P). For any 0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — 9,

2v/3mk2 S 2mr2
_— KwlX < .

Let now & ~ GP(0, K*), i = 1,2, on the probability spaces (£, F;, P;), respectively. Let
Wi = (w W j=1, be 1ndependently sampled from (£2;, P;), corresponding to the sample paths
{f; (t) = & (wj, )Y i1, t €T, from ¢, i = 1,2. Combining Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 2.2,
we obtain the following empirical estimate of S§ [N (0, 2 K'[X]) , NV (0, 2 K?[X])] from two
finite samples of ¢! ~ GP(0, K') and ¢2 ~ GP(0, K?) given by W1 W2,

Theorem 5.2. Assume Assumptions 1-5. Let X = (z;)!, € T™, m € N be fived. Let Wl =
(w )j L W2 = (w );V:1 be independently sampled from (Q1, P1) and (g, P2), respectively. For
any 0 <6 <1, wzth probability at least 1 — ¢,

y [ v (07 i [X]) W (o, L3, pq)] s [N (o, ;Kl[X]) N (o, ;KQ[x])] \

12\/ 8 1
< {(l-ﬁ-é) /6‘11—1—(34— 5) nfﬁ%—i—m%} TN

Here the probability is with respect to the product space (Q1, P)N x (Qa, Py)N

(5.4) | KwlX] - K[X]||F <

(5.5)

Combing Theorem 5.2 with Theorem 4.5, we are finally led to the following empirical esti-
mate of the theoretical Sinkhorn divergence S5[N (0, C1), N (0, Ck2)] from two finite samples
Z',Z? of €' ~ GP(0, K') and €2 ~ GP(0, K?).
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Theorem 5.3 (Estimation of Sinkhorn divergence between Gaussian processes from fi-
nite samples - bounded kernels). Assume Assumptions 1-5. Let X = (x;)", be indepen-

dently sampled from (T,v). Let W' = (wjl-);v:l, W? = (wjz)ﬁvzl be independently sampled from

(Q, P1) and (Q2, P3), respectively. For any 0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — 9,

S [N (o, %f(},vl [X]) N <o, %K%V [X])] — SSIN(0, T ), (O, CKz)]‘

6 2log 2 2log 2 | 243 8 16 1
5.6) < (k24 K3)? 8 3 142 k44 (3 2.2 4 .
(56) < c (K1 + K3) { e m T T5 )R (9T 5 | Kikz TRy ~

Here the probability is with respect to the space (T,v)™ x (Q1, P )N x (Q2, P)N.

We note that if k1,ks are absolute constants, e.g. for exponential kernels, then the con-
vergence rate in Theorem 5.3 is completely dimension-independent. Theorem 5.3 provides
the theoretical justification for the Sinkhorn divergence estimation in Algorithm 5.1 (we set
N; = Ny = N in the theoretical analysis only for simplicity).

Algorithm 5.1 Estimate Wasserstein distance and Sinkhorn divergence between centered
Gaussian processes from finite samples

Input: Finite samples {¢}(z;)}, from N; realizations &, 1 < k < N, of processes &%, i = 1,2,
sampled at m points z;, 1 < j <m
Procedure:
Form m x N; data matrices Z; , with (Z;);, = f,i(mj), 1=1,2,1<j<m,1<k<N;
Compute m X m empirical covariance matrices Ki= %ZZZZT ,1=1,2
Compute W = Wy {N (0, %IA@) N <0, %Kzﬂ according to Eq.(2.3)

Compute S = S5 [J\/ <0, %Kq) N (0, %IA@)] according to Eq.(2.7)
return W and S

6. Estimation of Wasserstein distance between Gaussian processes. In contrast to the
Sinkhorn divergence of centered Gaussian processes, which is continuous in the || ||gs norm,
the 2-Wasserstein divergence is continuous in the || ||¢; norm ([29, 2]). We note that Theorem
8 in [27], which claims that W5 is continuous in the operator norm || ||, is not correct in
infinite-dimensional setting (see [29], Proposition 4 and discussion). More specifically ([35]),

(6.1) WZIN(0,C1), N(0,C2)] < [|C1 = Co |-

It is not clear if concentration results in e.g. [40], which require 2-smooth Banach space norms,
can be extended to the || ||y norm. We now present estimates of the 2-Wasserstein distance
when min{dim(#:),i = 1,2} < oo, in which case || |[ux3,.,) and || [lus(z, ;) are equivalent
for at least one ¢ = 1,2. They are not valid in the case dim(Hg1) = dim(Hg2) = oo.
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Theorem 6.1 (Estimation of 2-Wasserstein distance from finite covariance matrices).
Under Assumptions 1 — 5, let X = (z;)", be independently sampled from (T,v). Then

(6.2) WEZIN(0,Cg1), N(0,Cx2)] = tr(Lg1) + tr(Lg2) — 2tr[(RiyR12)'?].

(6.3) W3 [N (0, %Kl [X]) N (07 ;KQ[X}N = tr(Lg1 x) + tr(Lge x) — 2tr[(Riy x Ri2.x) 7).

Assume further that dim(Hg2) < oco. V0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — 0,

‘wg [N (o, ;Kl[X]> N (o, ;KQ[X]H — WEIN(0, C ), N0, CKzﬂ]

21og 8 21og 8 21log 8 21log 8
(6-4) < (fi% + /‘i%) ) + 85 + 2\/51-61/12 dim(HKz) &3 + LX) .
m m m

m

Theorem 6.2. Assume Assumptions 1-5. Let X = (x;)™, € T™, m € N be fived. Let W' =
(w})?f:l, W2 = (w?)évzl be independently sampled from (Q1, P1) and (Qqa, P2), respectively. For
any 0 < 6 < 1, with probability at least 1 — ¢,

1 15 _ 1 1.9

‘WQ [N (o, L iy [X]) N (o, LR [X])] W [N <0, L [X]) N (0, L [X]ﬂ ‘
4 Jm 4

6.5 <3 3 .

(00 = 3m J”ir“)\/N(s2 TN ( ' W&)

Theorem 6.3 (Estimation of 2-Wasserstein distance from finite samples). Assume As-
sumptions 1-5. Let X = (z;)™, be independently sampled from (T,v). Let Wl = (wjl-)j-vzl,
W? = (w?)évzl be independently sampled from (1, P1) and (Q2, Ps), respectively. For any
0 < 0 < 1, with probability at least 1 — ¢,

‘WQ [N (0,77111%‘1,‘,1 [X]) N (0, %K%V [X])] — WQ(N(O,CKI),N(O,CKQ))‘

21og 12 21og 12 21og 12 2log 12
&5 +1/ ) + 2251 Ko dim(H g2) 5 + &5
m m m m

R B )

In contrast to Theorems 4.5 and 5.3, the convergence rates in Theorems 6.1 and 6.3 both
depend on dim(H2). As an example, if T = [0,1]¢ and K2(x,y) = (z,y)”, D € N, then

5] dim(Hgz2) = (D ;;_dl_ 1>. Theorem 6.3 provides the theoretical justification for the

1/2

(6.6) < | (87 +K3)

estimation of the 2-Wasserstein distance in Algorithm 5.1 when dim(Hg2) < 0.

7. Estimation of Sinkhorn divergence via sample covariance operators. For comparison,
we now estimate the Sinkhorn divergence via sample covariance operators, which is a standard
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approach in functional data analysis (see e.g. [37, 21]). For £ ~ GP(0, K) on the probability
space (2, F, P), define the rank-one operator &(w,.) ® &(w,.) € L(L*(T,v)) by [{(w,.) ®
E(w, ) f(x) = &(w,z) [ E(w,t) f(t)dv(t), w € Q, f € L2(T,v). Then

(7.1) 1§ (w, ) @ &§(w, Musc2rv)) = /Tf(w,t)2d1/(t) < oo P-almost surely.
Thus [¢(w,.) ® &(w,.)] € HS(L%(T,v)) P-almost surely. By Fubini Theorem (Lemma 10.7),
(7.2) Ck =E[(®¢], Ckf(z /§wx E(w, t)f(t)dv(t /th t)dv(t).

Let W = (wj)j-v:l be independently sampled from (2, P), corresponding to the samples
{&(t) = &(wy, t)};-\[:1 from &. It defines the pair of sample covariance function/operator

1 & 1 &
(73)  Kwlzy) = Zawi,a:)s(wi,y), Crw = 7 D Ewir) ©&(wi, ),
; =1

(4 Cxwil NZ | g nrwans = [ Kwnioio,

For each fixed W, Kw is symmetric, positive definite. It is continuous if the sample paths
&(w,.) are continuous P-almost surely, but not necessarily uniformly bounded over W even if
K is bounded. We always have, however, that H -, = span{{(wj,.) é\le C L2(T,v) is a vector
space of dimension at most N, Ck w is a finite-rank operator, together with the following

Lemma 7.1. Under Assumptions 1-4 and 6, taking expectation with respect to W gives
(7.5) IE/ Kw(z,z)%dv(z) < 3/ K(z,z)%dv(z) < 3.
T T

In particular P{W € (Q, P)N : [ Kw(z, z)%dv(z) < %} >1—6 forany 0 <9 <1.

Proposition 7.2. Assume Assumptions 1-4 and 6. Let W = (wj)é-v:l be independently sam-
pled from (2, P). For any 0 < 6 < 1, with probability at least 1 — 4,

2K2 2/3K2
. < <
(7.6) ICkwllusczruy < =5 [ICkw = Crllusczruy) < Nk

Combining Theorem 2.2 and Proposition 7.2, we obtain the following result.
Theorem 7.3 (Estimation of Sinkhorn divergence between Gaussian processes from

sample covariance operators). Under Assumptions 1-4 and 6, let W = (W)X, i = 1,2,

be independently sampled from (Q;, P;). Y0 < ¢ < 1, with probability at least 1 — ¢,

|S€ 0 CKI Wl) N(O, CKZ,WQ)] - SE[N(O, CKI),N(O, CKQ)H

(7.7) < 12;5[ <<1 + 5) K+ <3 + i) KIKZ mg) \/1N
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On a set X = (z;)%, € T™, the Gram matrix of Ky is precisely Kw[X], as in Eq.(5.3).
Combining Lemma 7.1, Theorem 4.7, and Theorem 7.3, we obtain the following result

Theorem 7.4 (Estimation of Sinkhorn divergence between Gaussian processes from fi-
nite samples - general kernels). Under Assumptions 1-4 and 6, let W! = (w )j L, W2 =

(wf)é\f:l be independently sampled from (1, P1) and (22, P2), respectively. Let X = (x;)i" be
independently sampled from (T,v). For any 0 < 6 < 1, with probability at least 1 — 0,

s [N (07 Lr, [x]) N (0, %K%V [X])] — SSIN(0, Cn ), (0, Cra )]

48\f 4 32\ 5 5 4\ 1 864, , 12\ 1
(78) >~ s (<1+ 5)”1"‘(3"‘5) R1K +Iiz ﬁ‘i‘?(ﬁl—f— ) 1+ — 5 ﬁ

We note that a similar version of Theorem 7.4 can also be obtained from Theorem 4.7.

8. Divergences between covariance operators of stochastic processes. Assume that
€1, €2 are centered stochastic processes, not necessarily Gaussian, with covariance functions
K!, K% and paths in £2(T,v). Then Wo[N (0, Ck1),N(0,Cg2)], SSIN(0, Ci1), N (0, Cg2)] are
distance/divergence between the two covariance operators C1, Cp2 associated with &1, €2,

Assumption 6(*) &, ¢ i = 1,2, are centered stochastic processes and 3k, x; > 0 with

(8.1) E/Tﬁ(w,x)éldl/(a:) < 3r%, E/Tfi(w,x)‘ldy(x) < 3k

For ¢ ~ N(0,K), & ~ N (0, K?), Assumption 6(*) reduces to Assumption 6, as follows.

Lemma 8.1. Under Assumption 6(*), &(w,.) € L2(T,v) P-almost surely. Furthermore,
Jp K (z,2)%dv(z) < 36* and IEH{H‘éz(TV) < 3k*. In particular, if € ~ N(0,K), then

(8.2) E[¢(.,2)Y) = 3K (z,z)? Vo € T, IE/Tﬁ(w,x)‘Ldl/(a:) = 3/TK(x,m)2dV(x).

Hence, Proposition 4.6, 7.2, and Theorems 4.7 7.3, 7.4 for S§ carry over virtually unchanged,
except for some absolute constant factors. We note that condition E||£ HAZQ(T y < 3kt is
sufficient for proving Proposition 7.2 and Theorem 7.3. Similar results also hold for Ws.

9. Numerical experiments. We demonstrate W5 and S5 on the following Gaussian pro-
cesses & = GP(0,K%), i =1,2, on T = [0,1]¢ C RY, where d = 1, 5, 50, with

(9.1 K (o) = expl=alle =yl K¥o9) = exp (= lle ol ).

In the experiments, we fix a = 1,0 = 0.1. Figure 1 shows samples of these processes for d = 1.

(i) Let X = (x;)!"; be randomly chosen from T', where m = 10,20, 30, ...,1000. We plot
in Figures 1 and 2 the following divergences between (1/m)K![X] and (1/m)K?*[X]: || ||4g
(squared Hilbert-Schmidt), W2 (squared Wasserstein), and S§ (Sinkhorn, e = 0.1 and € = 0.5).

(ii) Consider two sets of N sample paths from each process, each path sampled at m = 500
points X = (z;)™ ,, which are randomly chosen and fixed in advance from 7. We then compute
the different divergences using Algorithm 5.1, for N = 10, 20,...,1000 (Figure 3).

In agreement with theory, the convergence of the Sinkhorn divergence and Hilbert-Schmidt
distance, being dimension-independent, is consistent across different dimensions, whereas the
convergence of the Wasserstein distance is slower the larger the dimension d is.
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Figure 1: Samples of the centered Gaussian processes defined in Eq.(9.1) on 7" = [0,1] and
approximations of divergences/squared distances between them. Left: K!(x,y) = exp(—al||z—
y||), @ = 1. Right: K?(x,y) = exp(—||z — y|[*/0?), o = 0.1. Here m = 10,20, ..., 1000.
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Figure 2: Approximate divergences/squared distances between the Gaussian processes defined
in Eq.(9.1), using normalized m x m covariance matrices, on T = [0,1]% c R, Left: d = 5.
Right: d = 50. Here m = 10,20, ...,1000.

10. Proofs of main results.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Tt suffices to prove this for the case i = 1,5 = 2. Let {ex }xen be
any orthonormal basis in H g2, then

2

/ KX ep, K2) ., dv(z)

o) o
HRIQH%{S(HKz,HKl) = Z HRH@’“H%‘KI - Z )
Kl

<Z(/||K||%Kl e )@ ) Z/HKIHH @) [ Ve K2 Pato)

= / HK;H%_[KIdU(l‘) / Z |{ek, K§>HK2 |?dv(x) by the Monotone Convergence Theorem

/HKIH?{ Ldv(x /||K2||H ,dv(x) /K x,x)dv(x /K2:v z)dv(z) < K3K3. [ ]
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Figure 3: Approximate divergences/squared distances between the Gaussian processes defined
in Eq.(9.1) on T = [0,1]? € RY. Left: d = 1. Middle: d = 5. Right: d = 50. The estimation
is obtained using N realizations of each process, sampled at m = 500 points, according to

Algorithm 5.1. Here N = 10,20, ...,1000.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. For any f € Hy2, g € Hp,

(9, Riax f)m, 0 = <97 % Zf(l'i)K;i> = %Zf(l'i)g(xi) = (R21,x9, f)# 0
=1 H =1

K1

showing that Rj, x = Ro1x. It follows that for any f € Hez,

* ]‘ %
Riy xRz x f = ZRH xf (@) Ky, = m2 Z Kl el >

_ % S Fa) K (w2 K2

ij=1

1 & 1 &
* 2 1
R127XR12,XK3% 2 Z (zg, 7)) K (-"51733] 7m g

)k]Kz

It follows that, in the span{Kj 2}m |, the matrix representation of R’{27XR127X t Higex —

Hye x is - (K2X]KHX]))T = mzKl[X]K2[X].
Lemma 10.1 (Corollary 5 in [35]). For A, B € Sym™(H) N Tr(H),

(10.1) (I +A) = (I+ Bl < vllA = Bllu, 0<7<1.

Corollary 10.2. For A, B € Sym™ (H) N Tr(H),
(10.2) te[—T + (I + A)?) = tr[-T + (I + B)"/?]| < %HA — B}
Lemma 10.3 (Corollary 6 in [35]). For A, B € Sym™(H) N Tr(H),

(10.3)

1.1 1.1 1
log det <21+ S+ A)1/2> — log det <2I+ S+ B)1/2>‘ < 714 = Bl
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Proof of Proposition 4.2. (i) For A, B € Sym™ (#H) N Tr(H),
log det <I + ;M(A)) — log det <I + ;M(B))‘
= |tr[~T + (I + A2 — te[~1 + (I + 2B)Y?]

1.1 1.1
log det (21 + 5(I + c2A)1/2) — log det (21 + 5(I + c23)1/2>

c? c? 3c?
EHA — Bl + ZHA — Blltr = THA — Bl|tr, by Corollary 10.2 and Lemma 10.3.

(ii) For A, B € Sym(H) N HS(H), using the first part,

G(A) = G(B)| < [tr[M(A)] - tr[M(B)]| +

_l’_

<

3c? 3c?
G(A%) = G(B?)| < THAQ — B||ix < — 144 = B) + (A~ B)Bl|u

3c?
< (1 Allns + 11 Blus]llA — Bllus.

(iii) For A, B € HS(H1, H2), by Proposition 12.1, A*A, B*B € Sym™ (H1) N Tr(H1) and
3 2
|G(A*A) — G(B*B)| < %HA*A — B Bl|x(3,) from part (i)
3c?
<~ WAlms G ) + [1Bllas ) [I1A = Bllms s 742) - u

Proof of Proposition 4.4. It suffices to prove this for the case i = 1, j = 2. Define the
random variable & : (T,v) — HS(Hg2, Hg1) by £(x) = KL @ K2 : Hygo — Hpr, E(n)f =
KL(f, K2) = f(2)KL Vf € Hyr. Then E[g(@)] = [ (KL ® K2)dv(a) = Riz, &30, €(:) =
L3 KL ® K2 = Ripx. By Lemma 12.3,

1€(@) s (3,2 1) = Bzl (1B l3es = VE @, 2) K2 (2, 2) < Rika, Vo €T,

1 m
1Bz xS (g2 2,0) < D KL, @ K2 llus(,0,00) < F1K2,
=1

Il ) = [ K00 K2, 2)o(a) <

The bound for ||Ri2x — Ri2|lusx follows from Proposition 4.3. By Corollary 12.2,

2 Hg1)
| Rigx Ri2x — RisRiolliw(m,.)
< ([Rr2,x s o ) + B2l s (20, 3,00 1 R12.x — Ruzllus e )
which gives the desired bound for |]R’1‘27XR127X — R’{2R12\|tr(HK2). [ |
Proof of Theorem 4.5. By Proposition 4.1, let ¢ = 2, then

€’

A = 10, Ci N0, o =5 |3 (0, 8101 ) (0 ) |

1 « x
< = |I6(L3 x) = G(Lha) |+ [G(Lia x) = G(Lka)| + 2{G(Riy x Riox) — G(Riy )|
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We now combine Proposition 4.2 with Propositions 4.4. For 0 < é < 1, define

3c 2log 2log &
=X eT™: |G(Ly: x) — G(L%)| < 2 2 i =1,2
Uz{e (L ) G<K>|_2n(m+\/m =12,
3¢? 2log 8 [21og &
U3:{XETmZ|G(RT27XR12’X)—G(REng)l<gﬁ%ﬁg[ 756—’_ ’nf& }

™(Ug) > 1 — g, v(Us) > 1 — 9. From the Inclusion-Exclusion

3

Then v"™(U;) > 1
™(U;) +v™(U;) —v™(Ui N Uy),

Principle, using the property v (U; UU;) = v
l/m(U1 NUsN Ug) = Vm(Ul uUs U Ug) + Vm(Ul) + I/m(UQ) + l/m(Ug)

5
—W"™(UUU2) +v"™ (U UU3) +v™ (U UU3) > 1+ 3(1 — g) —-3=1-9
Thus for any 0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — 4,
3¢, o 2.2 2log% 2logg 6, , 9\9 | 2log 3 QIOgg
ASE(’ilﬂL@) + - = — (K1 + K3) - u

Proof of Propositions 4.6. Define the random variables Y : (T, )™ — HS(H 2, Hy1)
by Y;(X) = Kl ® K2 1 <j <m, where X = (z;)72; is independently sampled from (T’ v).

The Y;’s are IID with IEY Ryp and 37" Yj(X) = Rizx. By Lemma 12.3,

1Y, s 4,0) = /||K1||HK1||K2HHK2du /ﬂ@ 7,2)VE2(@,2)dv(z)

\//Klwxdv \//K2xx)du( ) < Kiko,

ENIY; Bisre, 0 t,0) = /T 130 2 B, = /T K (@, 2) K2(z, 2)dv(x)
< \/ / [Kl(sc,xn?du(a:)\/ / K2(a,2)2dv(z) < K3K3,
T T
Define the random variable n : (7T, —Rb = H EYH =
n random vari n ( V) y77 ng 1 ]( ) J HS(H 0 H 1)
HR127X - R12HHS(HK2,HK1)' Since the Y}’S are HD,
2
2 1 ¢ 1 & 2 1 & 2 2 KIKS
Bt = B|| 2V, -BY)| = o5 DB - BYillhs = o S ls — 1B lhs) < <02
j=1 HS j=1 j=1

By Chebyshev inequality, for any t > 0, P(n > t) < %
s then PAXC: [|[Rig x — Rig|lus = n(X) < TH%} >
o i ElYjllus < wikg, we have P{X : HRlz,XHHs <

intersection of these two sets of events and replacing § by g, we obtain the desired bounds.l

En?
< - < fE Let5_*\””/1£2<:>t_
1 — 4. Similarly, since E||Ri2 x||as <
A2} > 1 — 6. Computing the
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Proof of Theorem 4.7. Define A as in the proof of Theorem 4.5. We now combine
Proposition 4.2 with Propositions 4.6. For 0 < § < 1, define

Ui:{XeTm:|G(L§<¢,X)—G( )|<3i <1+6> i } i=1,2,

2 Jmo
m * ? 6 3
Then v™(U;) > 1 — g, i =1,2,3. Thus for any 0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — §,
3c 6 3 18 6 1
A< 22 (1402) 2 22 22,9y 1 -
< g Rt ) < +5)m5 R )
Proof of Lemma 8.1. Since E||£||4£2(T vy = E (f;&(w :L')2<11/(:U))2 < E [, &(w,z)*dv(z)

< 3k*, we have EHfH%Q(T’ ElEN 270y < V3k?2, thus ¢(w,.) € L%(T,v) P-almost surely.

By Holder Theorem and Tonelli Theorem

/K z,x)%dv(x / </£w z)%dP(w >2du(x) </Q/T£(w,x)4dP(w)du(x) < 3k

If ¢ ~ N(0, K), then for each fixed z € T', we have £(.,z) ~ N (0, K(z,z)). Thus
/ﬁw z)2dP(w /t4dN(0 K(z,2))(t) = 3K (z, z)*

by using the integral [ t*dN(0,\)(t) = 3A? (see Formula 7.4.4 in [1]). [ ]

Proof of Proposition 5.1. We have ||K[X]||r = m||Lx x| |ns@) < mx* by Proposi-
tion 4.4. Define the map z : Q& — R™ by z(w) = ({(w,x;)); € R™. Let Y; : (, P)N —
Sym*t(m), 1 < j < N, be IID Sym™(m)-valued random variables defined by Y;(W) =
z(wj)z(w;j)T, where W = (wy,...,wy) is independently sampled from (€2, P)¥. Then

. 1 & 1 &
K[X]ZAZ(w)Z(w)TdP(W)=E%> va[X]ZNZZ(wj)Z(wj)TZNZYj(W),

m
E||Y;|[F = Ellzl|* =E [(Zé(w,xi )?)?
=1

< mZE &(w, xz = SmZK(xi,xi)z < 3m?kt

by Lemma 8.1. Define 7 : (Q, P)Y — R by n(W) = HN Z] LY (W) — EY]HF = ||[Kw[X] —
K[X]||r. Since the Y;’s are independent, identlcally distributed,

N N
1 1

WZEH)/J' — BYjl[% = WZ(EH}GHQF —|EY;|[F) < N
j=1 j=1

1 Y i
|5 > -
Jj=1 F
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By Chebyshev inequality, for any ¢t > 0, P(n > t) < % < ”ItEn2 < \/3%’;2 Let 6 =
A~ 2 . .

ffif; —t= \Q@; , then P{W : || Kw[X] —K[X]||1Am = (W) < %} >1-46. Similarly,

El|Rw(X][lr < & SV EYlle = mr? = B{W : [ KwlX]|lr < ™7} > 1 - 6. Computing

the intersection of these two events and replacing § by g, we obtain the desired bounds. M

Proof of Theorem 5.2. With each pair (W', W2) by Theorem 2.2,
85 [ (0, (1/m) Ry (X]) V7 (0, (1/m) REya(X] )|
—S5 [NV (0, (1/m)K[X]) , NV (0, (1/m)K*[X])]|

%[HKWl[ e+ 1K X7+ 20| KX ][ Ky [X] = K (Xl
3

6

A =AW, W?) =

— 2| Ky (X7 + K X7 + KX F]] Ky [X] = K2 [X][| -
For 0 < § < 1, by Proposition 5.1, the following sets satisfy PN(UZ-) >1-— %, 1=1,2,

43mr? | dmr?
KZ LX S 1
< S I X

Let U = (U1 X Qg) N (Ql X UQ), then (Pl ®P2)N(U) >1-—6 and V(Wl,W2) evU,

Ui = {WZEQN K [X] = K'[X]||r <

3 [4mk2 4/3mr? 3 8mk2 4\fm/<;
AW W?) < — ! 2 ! ! —
(W, W7) < 2 [ +mei + m“z] /NS Tz Ty T MKt +mej NS
123 4\ 4 8\ oo 4] 1
= 14+ - 3+ = . |
Py [( +5> /~€1+< +5> K1K5 + Ko ~

Proof of Theorem 5.3. For each fixed X € (T,v)™, define
Ay =S5 [NV (0, (1/m)K[X]) , N (0, (1/m)K?[X]) — S5 [N(0, Cr), N(0, Cre2)]] | -

By Theorem 4.5, the following set Uy C (T, v)™ satisfies v (Uy) > 1 —

2log% n Qlog%
m m '

For each fixed X € (T,v)™, W' € (Q1, P)N,W? € (Qq, P,)", define

= |sg {N (0,(1/m)K¢V1[X}),N(0 sz )}
=S5 [V (0, (1/m)K'[X]) , N (0, (1 X])]|-

N[>

U, = {X e(T,v)™: A1 < g(lﬁ% + K3)?

By Theorem 5.2, the following set Us € (21, P)Y x (Qy, PQ)N satisfies (P @ Py)N(Up) > 1—

UQ:{(Wl,WQ) Ay <W[( +5>n§*+<3+156> n%n%—i—/ﬁé}\/lﬁ}.

[\Gl[S%)
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Let U = (Uy x (21, P1)N x (Q2, B)N)N ((T,v)™ x Us), then (v @ PN @ P¥)(U) > 1—6 and

6 2log 12 2log 12
A1+A2§E(K%+Hg)2 g5+ Ti(s

243 8 16 1
+ 6:5[ [(1 + (5> H%-i— <3+ 5) /{%1%4—/@‘21] ﬁ’ V(X,Wl’WQ) cU. =

Lemma 10.4. Under Assumptions 1 — 5, let X = (x;)I", be independently sampled from
(T,v). For any 0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — ¢,

21og 2 21og 2
(10.4) ltr(Lcx) — tr(Li)| < w2 | ToBd 4| 20838
m m

R by n(z) = K(z,), then [[n]le <
x? and tI'(LK,X) = %tr [Zyil K$z' ®K$i] = %Zgl K(x’wxl) = %Zgl 77($i)7 tr(LK) =
Jy K (2, 2)dv () = BE, Bnf| = fy K (2, 2)%du(x) <
Proposition 4.3.

Lemma 10.5 (Lemma 4.1 in [41]). For A, B € Sym™(H) N Tr(H),
(10.5) |42 = B2} < [|A — Blfer.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Egs.(6.2) and (6.3) follow as in the case of the Sinkhorn diver-
gence. By Lemma 10.4, V0 < 6 < 1, the following sets satisfy v™(U;) > 1 — g, 1=1,2,

m 2log & 2log &
U, = {X € (T,v)"™ : |tr(Lgi x) — tr(Lgi)| < K7 |: - o+ \ 8 .

Under the assumption dim(Hg2) < oo, we have by Lemma 10.5,
[tr[(Rio x Ri2,x) "% — tr[(RiyRi2) 2| < [|(Rfy x Ri2.x)"? = (RigR12)"?[lex(34 )
< Vdim(H ) [|(Rfy x R12x)"? = (RigR12) " |lnsae,c0)
< Vaim(H )Nl (Riy xRizx) = (RisBao)l e,

By Proposition 4.1, the following set satisfies v (Us) > 1 — %,

2log 8 [21og &
Us = {X c (T, V)m : HRT2,XR12,X — RT2R12HU(’HK2) < 2&%53 |: 75 S 4 Tj o } .

Let U = Uy N U2 NUs. As in the proof of Theorem 4.5, v™(U) > 1 — ¢ and VX € U,
(W3 [NV (0, (1/m) K [X]) , N (0, (1/m) K*[X]) = WS [N(0,Ck1), N(0, Cg2)]]|

21og 8 21og ¢ 21og 8 21og 8
< (K3 + K3) k) + k) + 2V/2k1 ko /dim (H x2) 85 + 85 [ ]
m m m m
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The following is a special case of Corollary 4 in [35], where ux and Cx are the sample
mean and sample covariance matrix, respectively, based on the sample X = (a:z)fi 1

Proposition 10.6 (Estimation of 2-Wasserstein distance between Gaussian measures on
RY). Let pi = N(1;,C;) on R, i =1,2. Let X = (z;)Y, and Y = (g/j)§V:1 be independently
sampled from (R%, p1) and (R?, p), respectively. Y0 < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — 4,

[Wa N (ux, Cx), N (v, Cy )] — WaN (1, C1), N (p2, Ca))|
4 Vd 4
10.6 <92 3
(106) = (nl+n2)\/N52+\/N5( +\/N5)’
where n; = (2[|Cyl| &g + 4, Cipts) + (6105 + [ [2)?)V4, i =1, 2.

Proof of Theorem 6.2. Apply Proposition 10.6 with d = m, u; = 0, C; = %Ki[X],
and t1(Cy) = Lar(K[X]) = 5 30 K (), 25) < A7, [|Cillfs < [te(Ci)]* < wf. Thus n; =

2l Cillfis + [t (CIP)V* < 8% < Sri u
Proof of Theorem 6.3. This follows by combining Theorems 6.1 and 6.2, as in Theorem

5.3. Here we make use of the elementary inequality |a — b|?> < |a? — b?| for a > 0,6 >0. H
Lemma 10.7. Under Assumptions 1-4, Yo € T,Vf € L*(T,v),

(10.7) E[¢ @ &) f /gwa: E(w, t) f(t)dv(t /K:L‘t t)dv(t).

Proof. By Holder Theorem and Tonelli Theorem, Vf € £2(T,v), Vz € T,

([ [1ewast.n <t>\dv<t>dP<w>)2

< / (w, 1) 2dv (1) dP(w) / £(w, )2 (1) dP(w)du (t)
QxT

QxT
= 1K (o 2) [ K00 < 11 K (0 0) < o

Thus £(.,2)E(.,.)f € LY{Q x T, P x v). By Fubini Theorem,

E [ gw.ag o - [ ( / s<w,x>5<w,t>f<t>du<t>) aP(w)
/</£wx (w, 1) F(1)dP(w > /th (D). 0

Proof of Lemma 7.1. By definition of Ky, Lemma 8.1, and Tonelli Theorem,

IE/TKW(x,x)dl/(w) —/TE[g(w,x)Q]dl/(w) —/TK(a;,x)du(x) < K2
2 N
Tr,T v\x w 2 v\x i Wi, L 4 v\x
| Bwla.apavta) /(Zgz, )d”SN/T;f(“)d”
E /T Kw (2, 2)2dv(z) < /T Ej¢ (w, 2)")dv(z) = 3 /T K (x,2)2dv(z) < 3+ 0
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Proof of Proposition 7.2. Define random variable Y; : (€, P)Y — HS(L*(T,v)) by
Y;(W) = {(wj,.) ®€&(wj, .), where W = (wl, ...,wy) is independently sampled from Q. Then
the Y;’s are IID and Cx = EYj, Cxw = zj 1 Y;(W), and

1 s = 16625 sy = [ st
E||Yjllus(c2(mw)) = //{wtzdy t)dP(w /Kttdu

= /Q/Tﬁ(W,t)‘ldy(t)dP(w) = S/TK(tvt)QdV(t) < 3k* by Lemma 8.1.

Define the random variable 7 : (Q, P)Y — R by n(W) = || +Y;(W) — EY; HHS |Crw —
Ck HIZ{S Since the Yj’s are independent, identically distributed,

2
N

N
1 1 3kt
= 3 SUEIY - B s = 13 S EIY;ls ~ 1BV lfEs) < -

HS J=1 =

1 N
=By 2%
Jj=1

By the Chebyshev inequality, for any ¢ > 0, P(n > t) < % < Y 15772 < %"‘: Let § =

gﬁt = t= \\Q{(S’ then P{W : ||Cx.w — Ck|lus = n(W) < ‘/352} > 1 — 4. Similarly, since

E||Ckwllus < ]{, ijl E|Yj||F = k2, we have P{W : [[Crwllus < 5 } > 1— 6. Computing
the intersection of these two sets, replacing § with g, gives us the desired result. |

Proof of Theorem 7.3. By Theorem 2.2,

A= ‘SS[N<O7CK17W1)7N<07CK2,W2)] - SE[N(()? CKl)uN(OacKQ)H

w

< —[lICkr wllus + ||Cr1llns + 2||Cr2||ns]||Crr wr — Ckillus

3
+ - RlICx willns + [|Cxr[lus + [|Crez[[us]l| Cre w2 — Ckez|lms.

[0

For 0 < 6 < 1, by Proposition 7.2, the following sets satisfy P¥(U;) > 1 — %, i=1,2,

: Ak? 4/357
Ui = {Wl - (Q“B) HC’KZ WZHHS < —_— HCKZ Wi — CKZHHS S \/75 }

5
Then U = (U x Q) N (N x Us) satisfies (P x P{)(U) > 1— 6. For (W', W?) € U,

(o S35 5

€
2 4
6\%@(( + >n§‘+<3+§>n%n2+n§>. n

4K

A

IN

3
€
1
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Proof of Theorem 7.4. This is similar to Theorem 5.3. By Lemma 7.1, V0 < § < 1,

Let Al ‘82 0 CKljwl),N(O, CKQ,W2)] - SE[N(O, CKl),N(O, CKQ)H By Theorem 73,

P{(Wl W2> S (Ql,Pl)N X (QQ,PQ)N

48f 4 32 2 92 4 1 1)
<7 — R >1— —.
Al <<1+5>Hl+(3+6)/€1/€ +:‘i2 \/N 1

It follows that the following set satisfies P(U;) > 1 — g,

24k4
5

24r74 48v/3 16 32 1
Kwa(z,x)%d 2 A< 14+ — ) k2 2,2 AN
/T (2, 2)"dv (@) < o L= €d <( 5)”1 <3 5)’i1’i K2> \/N}

Let Ay = SEUV(O,%;R%VID(D,AfUL;%]%%VQD(D]——SEUVKO,CU(QVV1%JV(O,CU(;VV2H‘.'Theo—
rem 4.7 implies that for (W', W?2) € U; fixed, the following set satisfies P(Uz) > 1 — §

Uy = {(Wl,WQ) e (Q, PN x (Qo, P)N / Kwi(z,z)%dv(z) <

Uy = {X € (T,v)": Ay < 1?8(((24/5)1/4&1)2 +((24/8) % Kk9)?)? <1 + 12) \/35
864 12\ 1
= == (5} + k)’ <1+ 5)@}
Let U = (Uy x (T, v)™) N (21, PN x (Q2, P2)N) x Uy), then P(U) > 1 4. n

11. Estimation of Hilbert-Schmidt distance. For completeness, we present the finite
sample estimate of ||Cr1 — Cx2||ug (c2(T,v))- For this, it is not necessary to assume that C,
i = 1,2 are self-adjoint, positive. The only requirement is that Cp: € HS(L2(T,v)).

Assumptlon 7. Let T be a complete, separable metric space, v a Borel probability
measure on T. Let K, K', K? : T — R be pointwise defined. Assume 3k, k1, k2 > 0 such that

(11.1) sup |K(z,y)| < k% sup |K'(z,y)| <k, i=12.
z,y€TXT (z,y)eTXT

It is well-known (see e.g. Theorem VI1.23 in [44]) that the following operator Ck : L2(T,v) —
L2(T,v) (similarly Cg, i = 1,2) is Hilbert-Schmidt

(11.2) (Ckf)(z /K z,y) f(y)dv(y), with ||Crl|ig ﬂz(T,j)—/ K (z,y)*dv(z)dv(y).
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Theorem 11.1 (Estimation of Hilbert-Schmidt distance). Under Assumption 7, let X =
()21, Y = (y;)}=1 be independently sampled from (T,v). Let K[X,Y] € R™" be defined

=1

by (KX, Y])ij = K(x4,y;), 1 <i<m, 1 <j<n. V0< <1, with probability at least 1 — 9,
1
%HKl[X,Y] - K*[X, Y|}~ |ICkr — Crellfis(e2(r0))

2 2
o [ 2log 5 n 2log 5

11.3 < (k% + K3
( ) < (K1 + K3) i i

Lemma 11.2. Under Assumption 7, let X = (z;)i21, Y = (y;)]—, be independently sampled
from (T,v). YO < § < 1, with probability at least 1 — ¢,

2log 2 21log 2
A g5+ &3

1 2 2
(11.4) %IIK[X,YHIF —ICk sz (ruy)| <

mn mn

Proof. Define the random variable n : (T x T,v ® v) — R by n(z,y) = K(x,y)?. Then

Il < ', Eagn= [ K@y dv(@)dv(y) = 1Okl fisceary
X
) — )2 — T 2
e 22 @i y) = Y Y K () = KX Y[
=1 j=1 =1 j5=1
The desired bound the follows from Proposition 4.4. |
Proof of Theorem 11.1. We apply Lemma 11.2 to K' — K2, noting that Cx1 — Cg2 =
Crige and [|[K! = Koo < ||K Moo + |IK?[[o0 < AT + K3, u

12. Hilbert-Schmidt operators between two Hilbert spaces. For completeness, we in-
clude here several properties of the set of Hilbert-Schmidt operators HS(#H1, H2) between two
separable Hilbert spaces H; and Hy. Many standard texts in functional analysis consider the
set HS(H), with H = H1 = Ho. The definition of HS(#1, H2) that we use here is from [23]

(12.1) HS(H1, Ha) = {A € L(H1, Ha) : [|Allns 1) < 00}

where the Hilbert-Schmidt norm || ||z, 3,) is defined by

(12.2) 1A s 30) = D (Aer,€52)5, = Y || Aexalf3, = tr(A*A)
k,j=1 k=1

for any orthonormal bases {ej ;}ren of Hi, i = 1,2, independently of the choice of bases.

Proposition 12.1. Let Hi,Hs be two separable Hilbert spaces. Let A,B € HS(Hi,Hs).
Then A*B € Tr(H1) and ||A* B,y < [ AlluS (30 102 1Bl HS (341 102) -
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Proof. Consider the polar decomposition A*B = U|A*B| where U is a partial isometry on
H,, i.e. an isometry on the closed subspace Hy = ker(U)t = ker(AB)L. Let {ex}ren be an
orthonormal basis in H7, then {Uey}ren is also an orthonormal basis in ‘Hy and

tr|A*B| = tr|A*Bly, = Y (|A*Bler, ex)n, = Y _(U|A*Blex, Uer)n,
k=1 =1
= (A"Bey,Uer)u, = Y _(Bek, AUex)n, < > || Bek| I, || AUek [,
k=1 =1 k=1
1/2

o o
< ZHBekH%Z ZHAU%H%Q < |Bllusr 12) 1Al S (341 342)
=1 =1

where the last inequality is an equality if ker(AB)* = {0}, i.e. Hy = H;. [ ]

Corollary 12.2. Let Hi,Ha be two separable Hilbert spaces. Let A, B € HS(H1,H2). Then
A*A,B*B € Tr(Hy) and

(12.3) [[A*A = B* Bl (1) < (AlES(31 1) + 1Bllas 1) 1A — Bllus 1)

Lemma 12.3. Let Hq,Hso be two separable Hilbert spaces. Let ui € Hi,us € Ho. Then
u1 @ ug € HS(Ha, H1) and [|ur ® uz|lus(py,my) = lurlla [uallw, -

Proof. Let {ex}ren be any orthonormal basis in Hy. By definition, ||u; ® 'LL2H2HS(,H2 ) =

Doy un{ug, er)as 13, = Nuallfy, ey Kuz, en)uol® = ||wall3y, luzl 3, < oo u
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