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ABSTRACT

While statistical modeling of distributional data has gained increased attention, the case of
multivariate distributions has been somewhat neglected despite its relevance in various applica-
tions. This is because the Wasserstein distance, commonly used in distributional data analysis,
poses challenges for multivariate distributions. A promising alternative is the sliced Wasserstein
distance, which offers a computationally simpler solution. We propose distributional regression
models with multivariate distributions as responses paired with Euclidean vector predictors. The
foundation of our methodology is a slicing transform from the multivariate distribution space to
the sliced distribution space for which we establish a theoretical framework, with the Radon trans-
form as a prominent example. We introduce and study the asymptotic properties of sample-based
estimators for two regression approaches, one based on utilizing the sliced Wasserstein distance
directly in the multivariate distribution space, and a second approach based on a new slice-wise dis-
tance, employing a univariate distribution regression for each slice. Both global and local Fréchet
regression methods are deployed for these approaches and illustrated in simulations and through
applications. These include joint distributions of excess winter death rates and winter tempera-
ture anomalies in European countries as a function of base winter temperature and also data from
finance.
KEY WORDS: Distributional data analysis, Multivariate distributional data, Radon transform,
Slice-wise Wasserstein distance, Fréchet regression
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1 INTRODUCTION

It is increasingly common for statisticians to encounter data that consist of samples of multivariate

distributions. Examples include distributions of anthropometric data (Hron et al., 2023), stock

price returns for multiple stocks or indices (Guégan and Iacopini, 2018) and systolic and diastolic

blood pressure data (Fan and Müller, 2021). Distributional data differ from functional data in

that they do not form a vector space. In the emerging field of distributional data analysis, the

focus has been on approaches designed for univariate distributions (Matabuena et al., 2021; Ghosal

et al., 2023; Petersen et al., 2022) while there is a lack of methodology for the case where samples

feature multivariate distributions (Dai, 2022). In this paper, we propose a new regression approach

for situations where responses are multivariate distributions and predictors are Euclidean vectors.

Our approach is based on a novel general slicing transform framework with the Radon transform as

a prominent example and we also introduce a new slice-wise Wasserstein distance. The regression

models are developed for both the previously established sliced (in the following referred to as

slice-average) Wasserstein (Bonneel et al., 2015) and the new slice-wise Wasserstein paradigms.

For the case of univariate distributions, global bijective transformations, including the log quan-

tile density transform and log hazard transform, have been used to map univariate distributions to

a Hilbert space L2 (Petersen and Müller, 2016), where established functional regression methods

can then be deployed. Alternative transformations evolved in the field of compositional data anal-

ysis, referred to as Bayes Hilbert space (Hron et al., 2016; Menafoglio et al., 2018). When using the

Wasserstein metric in the space of one-dimensional distributions the quasi-Riemannian structure

of this space has been exploited by deploying log maps to tangent bundles. One can then de-

velop principal component analysis (Bigot et al., 2017) and regression models (Chen et al., 2023a)

in tangent spaces, which are Hilbert spaces so that classical functional data analysis regression

models can be applied. This approach comes with some caveats as the inverse exp maps are not

defined on the entire tangent space (Pegoraro and Beraha, 2022) and its extension to multivariate

distributions has only been considered for the special case of multivariate Gaussian distributions

(Okano and Imaizumi, 2023).
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An alternative approach for distributional regression is based on learning optimal transports

between distributions, where Ghodrati and Panaretos (2022) directly targeted transport maps

from predictor to response distributions, and provided a theoretical study of potential extensions

of this approach to the multivariate case without discussing or illustrating actual implementations

in Ghodrati and Panaretos (2023), while Zhu and Müller (2023a) used rudimentary algebraic

operations on the space of optimal transports to build optimal transport regression models, which

were demonstrated with the autoregressive modeling of time series of one-dimensional distributions.

Fréchet regression is yet another approach that provides an asymptotically consistent regression

method for univariate distributions as responses with scalar- or vector-valued predictors (Petersen

and Müller, 2019), but this approach lacks theoretical guarantees for the case of multivariate

distributions. Overall, much less is known about regression models for multivariate distributional

data. In addition to Ghodrati and Panaretos (2023), a Bayes Hilbert space approach to model

bivariate density functions has been discussed (Guégan and Iacopini, 2018; Hron et al., 2023),

without any theoretical guarantees.

Due to the computational and theoretical difficulties when applying optimal transport and

Wasserstein distances for multivariate distributions, the sliced Wasserstein distance (Bonneel et al.,

2015), a computationally more efficient alternative to the Wasserstein distance, has gained popu-

larity in statistics and machine learning (Courty et al., 2017; Kolouri et al., 2019; Rustamov and

Majumdar, 2023; Tanguy et al., 2023; Quellmalz et al., 2023). To the best of our knowledge,

current studies employing the sliced Wasserstein distance for regression have been limited to the

application of kernel methods in machine learning (Kolouri et al., 2016; Meunier et al., 2022; Zhang

et al., 2022) and lack a focus on statistical data analysis and asymptotic convergence.

These considerations motivate the development of a generalized regression framework utilizing

the sliced Wasserstein distance based on a slicing transform from the multivariate distribution

space to the slicing space. We implement this novel framework with multivariate distributions as

responses with two regression techniques, the first of which utilizes the sliced Wasserstein distance

in the multivariate distribution space, while the second slice-wise approach utilizes a regression

step for each slice, followed by an inverse transform from the sliced space to the original distribu-
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tion space. These approaches come with theoretical guarantees on the convergence of the fitted

regressions under suitable regularity conditions. Our results build on the strengths of univariate

distribution regression while accounting for the effects of the inverse transform. We provide addi-

tional assumptions and details for the case where the response distributions need to be recovered

from random samples generated by the underlying distributions in section S.3 of the Supplement.

The paper is organized as follows. We introduce analytical tools for slicing transforms with

emphasis on the Radon transform in Section 2 and delineate the slicing space in Section 3. In

Section 4 we present the two regression models as outlined above, where corresponding estimates

are discussed in Section 5. Asymptotic convergence results are presented in Section 6 and practical

algorithms in Section 7. We report the results of simulation studies in Section 8 and illustrate the

proposed methods with data on excess winter mortality in European countries and also data on

weekly returns of the S&P500 index and VIX index in the United States in Section 9, followed by

a discussion in Section 10. Additional results and proofs are in the Supplement.

2 SLICING TRANSFORMS FOR MULTIVARIATE DISTRIBUTIONS

2.1 Preliminaries

We denote by } ¨ }2 the L2 norm and by } ¨ }8 the sup norm for vectors or functions and throughout

use C0, C1, . . . to denote various constants and their dependence on relevant quantities R will be

indicated by writing C0pRq, C1pRq, . . . . All notations are listed in Section S.1 of the Supplement.

We assume that the multivariate distributions under consideration possess density functions and

share a common support set D, assumed to be known or diligently chosen, usually from subject-

matter considerations, where

(D1) The support set D Ă Rp is compact and convex.

Denote the space of multivariate density functions on Rp with compact support D by

F “

"

f P L1
pRp

q : fpzq ě 0,

∫
Rp

fpzqdz “ 1, supportpfq “ D, f satisfies (F1)
*

, (1)
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where

(F1) There exists a constant M0 ą 0 and an integer k ě 2 such that for all f P F ,

maxt}f}8, }1{f}8u ď M0 on D and f is continuously differentiable of order k on D and has

uniformly bounded partial derivatives.

(F2) k ą p{2.

(F3) k ě p ` 1.

Smoothness of higher order leads to faster decay rate of Fourier-transformed functions and

conditions (F2)-(F3) will be utilized to obtain rates of convergence. We also require a set

G “

"

g P L1
pRq : gpuq ě 0,

∫
R
gpuqdu “ 1, g satisfies (D2) and (G1)

*

of univariate density functions. Denoting the support set of g P G by Ipgq, we also require

(D2) For all g P G, the support set Ipgq is compact and
Ť

gPG Ipgq is bounded.

(G1) For k as in (F1), there exists a constant M1 ą 0 such that for all g P G, maxt}g}8, }1{g}8u ď

M1 on Ipgq; g is continuously differentiable of order k on Ipgq with uniformly bounded derivatives.

Throughout, we utilize the unit sphere to denote a slicing parameter set in Rp,

Θ “ tz P Rp : }z}2 “ 1u. Defining the density slicing space ΛΘ as a family of maps from Θ to G,

ΛΘ “

"

λ : Θ Ñ G,
∫
Θ

∫
R

rλpθqpuqs
2 dudθ ă 8

*

,

ΛΘ can be endowed with a L2 metric,

d2pλ1, λ2q “

ˆ∫
Θ

∫
R

pλ1pθqpuq ´ λ2pθqpuqq
2 dudθ

˙1{2

, for all λ1, λ2 P ΛΘ, (2)

where we note that the integral is well defined because of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Two

maps λ1, λ2 will be considered to be identical if they coincide except on a set of measure zero.
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Figure 1: Scheme for the two-dimensional Radon transform. For each unit vector θpαq “

pcospαq, sinpαqq, the Radon transform integrates along the line xz, θy “ u for each u P R.

2.2 Radon Transform and Slicing Transforms

The Radon transform R (Radon, 1917) is an integral transform, which maps an integrable p-

dimensional function to the infinite set of its integrals over the hyperplanes of Rp. Following

the notation in Epstein (2007), let θ be a unit vector in Θ, u be an element in R, and lu,θ the

affine hyperplane represented as lu,θ “ tz P Rp : xz, θy “ uu. Employing an orthonormal basis

tθ, e1, ..., ep´1u for Rp with xθ, ejy “ 0 and xej, ely “ δjl, for j, l “ 1, ..., p ´ 1, the p-dimensional

Radon transform R : F Ñ ΛΘ is defined through integrals over lu,θ,

Rpfqpθ, uq “

∫
Rp´1

f

˜

uθ `

p´1
ÿ

j“1

sjej

¸

ds1 ¨ ¨ ¨ dsp´1, for θ P Θ and u P R, (3)

where we write Rpfqpθ, uq for Rpfqpθqpuq; see Figure 1 for a schematic illustration of the two-

dimensional Radon transform. Since lu,θ and l´u,´θ are the same line, the Radon transform is an

even function that satisfies Rpfqpθ, uq “ Rpfqp´θ,´uq.

The inverse Radon transform is related to the Fourier transform. The p-dimensional Fourier

transform Jp : L1pRpq Ñ C is

Jppfqpιq “

∫
Rp

e´ixz,ιyfpzqdz, for all ι P Rp,
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with the one-dimensional Fourier transform J1 : L1pRq Ñ C given by J1pgqprq “
∫
R gpuqe´iurdu

for all r P R. The connection between the Fourier transform and the Radon transform is as follows.

Proposition 1 (Central Slicing Theorem (Bracewell, 1956)). Assume f P F . For any real number

r and a unit vector θ P Θ, J1 pRpfqpθqq prq “ Jppfqprθq.

The inverse Radon transform has been well investigated both theoretically and numerically

(Abeida et al., 2012; Herman, 2009; Mersereau and Oppenheim, 1974). A common device to recon-

struct the original multivariate function from its Radon transform is the filtered back-projection,

R´1
pλq pzq “

1

2p2πqp

∫
Θ

∫
R
J1 pλpθqq prqeirxθ,zy

|r|p´1drdθ, (4)

which satisfies R´1 pRpfqq “ f for any f P F (Natterer, 2001; Epstein, 2007). The inversion

formula can be decomposed into two steps. The first step acts as a high-pass filter, suppressing low-

frequency components and amplifying high-frequency components. The second step implements

an angular integral which can be interpreted as a back-projection of the filtered Radon transform

(Epstein, 2007; Helgason, 2010). However, R´1 is not a continuous map, and small errors in the

reconstruction of Rpfq are amplified (Epstein, 2007). Therefore, regularization is usually applied

when reconstructing the original function from its Radon transform (Horbelt et al., 2002; Qureshi

et al., 2005; Shepp and Vardi, 1982), often through the use of a ramp filter that has a cut-off in

the high-frequency domain (Epstein, 2007; Kak and Slaney, 2001).

Defining a regularizing function ϕτ prq with tuning parameter τ as ϕτ prq “ 1 for |r| ď τ and

ϕτ prq “ 0 for |r| ą τ , the regularised inverse map Ř´1
τ : ΛΘ Ñ L1pRpq is obtained by cutting off

the high-frequency components in the filtered back-projection (4) through

Ř´1
τ pλq pzq “

1

2p2πqp

∫
Θ

∫
R
J1 pλpθqq prqeirxθ,zy

|r|p´1ϕτ prqdrdθ. (5)

As this regularized inverse is not guaranteed to be a multivariate density function, normalization
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is applied to map the resulting L1 function into the multivariate density space F via

R´1
τ pλq pzq “

$

’

’

&

’

’

%

ˇ

ˇŘ´1
τ pλqpzq

ˇ

ˇ {
∫
D

ˇ

ˇŘ´1
τ pλqpzq

ˇ

ˇ dz if
∫
D

ˇ

ˇŘ´1
τ pλqpzq

ˇ

ˇ dz ą 0,

1{|D| otherwise,
(6)

where |D| is the Lebesgue measure of the domain set D. Note that R´1
τ pλq pzq satisfies the differ-

entiability assumption in (F1) while the boundedness assumption can be enforced by projecting

to the space F where (F1) is satisfied.

If Rpfq is approximated by ĆRpfq, the reconstruction function rfτ “ R´1
τ ˝ ĆRpfq will approximate

the original function f with the reconstruction error represented as the sum of two error terms

∆τ “ f ´ rfτ “
`

f ´ R´1
τ ˝ Rpfq

˘

` R´1
τ ˝

´

Rpfq ´ ĆRpfq

¯

.

Let ∆τ,1 “ f ´ R´1
τ ˝ Rpfq and ∆τ,2 “ R´1

τ ˝

´

Rpfq ´ ĆRpfq

¯

.

Theorem 1. Assume (D1), (F1) and (F3). If f P F , as d2
´

Rpfq, ĆRpfq

¯

Ñ 0 and τ Ñ 8,

}∆τ,1}8 “ O
`

τ´pk´pq
˘

, }∆τ,2}8 “ O
´

τ pd2

´

Rpfq, ĆRpfq

¯¯

,

}∆τ}8 “ O
´

τ´pk´pq
` τ pd2

´

Rpfq, ĆRpfq

¯¯

.

The first error term ∆τ,1 arises from the regularised inverse map and decreases with τ . The

convergence of ∆τ,1 relies on the smoothness assumption for densities, where higher order smooth-

ness corresponds to a faster convergence rate of the Fourier transform in the frequency domain.

The second error term ∆τ,2 results from the approximation of Rpfq and increases with τ . The

value of the tuning parameter τ is then ideally chosen to minimize the total error ∆τ . While the

focus of this paper is primarily on the Radon transform, there are other transforms that may also

be of interest such as the circular Radon transform (Kuchment, 2006) and the generalized Radon

transform (Beylkin, 1984; Ehrenpreis, 2003); see Section S.6 in the Supplement for further details.

Next, we consider a general slicing transform ψ : F Ñ ΛΘ that maps a multivariate density
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function on D into a density slicing function indexed by the slicing parameter set Θ and satisfies

(T0) ψ is injective.

(T1) For a constant C0, d2 pψpf1qpθq, ψpf2qpθqq ď C0d2pf1, f2q, for all f1, f2 P F and θ P Θ.

(T2) An inverse transform ψ´1 exists such that ψ´1 ˝ ψpfq “ f, for all f P F .

(T3) There exists a sequence of approximating inverses ψ´1
τ and constants C1pτq, C2pτq such that

d8 pψ´1
τ ˝ ψpfq, fq ď C1pτq for all f P F and

d8 pψ´1
τ ˝ ψpfq, ψ´1

τ pλqq ď C2pτqd2 pψpfq, λq for all λ P ΛΘ, f P F , as d2 pψpfq, λq Ñ 0, where

C1pτq and C2pτq depend only on τ , and C1pτq is decreasing to 0 while C2pτq is increasing as τ Ñ 8.

Assumption (T1) is concerned with the continuity of the forward transform, while assumption

(T2) provides the existence of an inverse transform from the image set ψpFq to F . Note that

ψpFq is not required to cover the entire space ΛΘ and the inverse transform ψ´1 is only defined

on the image space ψpFq of F . The sequence of approximating inverses ψ´1
τ in assumption (T3)

is required when mapping elements in ΛΘ that are not in ψpFq back to F . To be able to make

use of a slicing transform for both forward and inverse transformations we require an additional

property and call a slicing transform valid if in addition to (T1)-(T3) it satisfies

(T4) Under (D1) and (F1), it holds that ψpFq Ă ΛΘ and (D2), (G1) are satisfied for all λpθq for

which λ P ψpFq.

Proposition 2. The Radon transform R is a valid slicing transform, i.e., it satisfies assumptions

(T0)-(T4) where C1pτq “ Opτ´pk´pqq and C2pτq “ Opτ pq as τ Ñ 8.

3 DISTRIBUTION SLICING AND SLICED DISTANCE

As a formal device we use a map φ that assigns to any given distribution its associated density

function, while its inverse φ´1 maps a density function to its corresponding distribution. Consider

the metric space pF , dq, where F = tµ P F : µ has a density function φpµq P Fu and d is a

metric on F . Many metrics can be considered, including the Fisher-Rao metric (Dai, 2022; Zhu

and Müller, 2023c) or the Wasserstein metric (Gibbs and Su, 2002), which is closely connected
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with the optimal transport problem (Kantorovich, 2006; Villani, 2003). The L2-Wasserstein metric

between two random distributions is defined as

d2W pµ1, µ2q “ inf
µPPpµ1,µ2q,
pZ1,Z2q„µ

E
`

}Z1 ´ Z2}
2
2

˘

, for all µ1, µ2 P F , (7)

where Z1 and Z2 are random variables on Rp, µ1 and µ2 are random distributions supported on

D and Ppµ1, µ2q is the space of joint probability measures on D ˆ D with marginal distributions

µ1 and µ2. We use the notations G “ tν P G : ν has a density function φpνq P Gu for a space of

univariate distributions, G for the map that maps univariate distributions to their corresponding

quantile function, with G´1 mapping a quantile function to its corresponding distribution and

Q “ tQ P Q : There exists a univariate distribution ν P G such that Q “ Gpνq}.

The L2-Wasserstein metric (7) can be equivalently expressed in terms of quantile functions,

d2W pν1, ν2q “

∫ 1

0

`

G´1
pν1qpsq ´ G´1

pν2qpsq
˘2
ds, for all ν1, ν2 P G .

When the dimension p of the random distribution is larger than 1, i.e., p ě 2, one does not

have an analytic form of the Wasserstein distance and the algorithms to obtain it are complex

(Rabin et al., 2011; Peyré et al., 2019). The sliced Wasserstein distance (Bonneel et al., 2015)

is a computationally more efficient alternative that utilizes the Radon transform. It has become

increasingly popular for multivariate distributions due to its attractive topological and statistical

properties (Nadjahi et al., 2019, 2020; Kolouri et al., 2016).

We define the quantile slicing space ΓΘ as a family of maps from Θ to Q,

ΓΘ “

"

γ P ΓΘ : Θ Ñ Q,
∫
Θ

∫
r0,1s

γpθqpsq2dsdθ ă 8

*

and introduce a map ϱ : ΓΘ Ñ ΛΘ as ϱpγqpθq “ φ pG´1pγpθqqq , γ P ΓΘ, which sends a quan-

tile function γpθq to its corresponding density function. Similarly, ϱ´1 can be defined through

ϱ´1pλqpθq “ G ˝ φ´1pλpθqq, λ P ΛΘ; see Figure 2 for a schematic illustration. A slicing transform
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ψ between F and ΛΘ can be naturally extended to a transform rψ between F and ΓΘ,

rψpµq “ ϱ´1
˝ ψ ˝ φpµq, µ P F . (8)

The inverse transform rψ´1 and regularized inverse transform rψ´1
τ can be extended as

rψ´1
τ pγq “ φ´1

˝ ψ´1
τ ˝ ϱpγq, γ P ΓΘ and rψ´1

pγq “ φ´1
˝ ψ´1

˝ ϱpγq, γ P rψpF q. (9)

Note that the space of ΓΘ is closed and convex. Define the distribution-slicing Wasserstein

Figure 2: Schematic of maps involved in the slicing transform. Here φ maps the multivariate
distribution space F to the multivariate density space F and ϱ maps the quantile slicing space ΓΘ

to the density slicing space ΛΘ. A slicing transform ψ and its inverse ψ´1
τ with a tuning parameter

τ between F and ΛΘ can be naturally extended to a slicing transform between F and ΓΘ through
the induced maps rψ and rψ´1

τ .

metric on ΓΘ through the aggregated Wasserstein distance across the slices

dDW pγ1, γ2q “

ˆ∫
Θ

d2W
`

G´1
pγ1pθqq, G´1

pγ2pθqq
˘

dθ

˙1{2

“

ˆ∫
Θ

∫
r0,1s

pγ1pθqpsq ´ γ2pθqpsqq
2 dθ

˙1{2

, γ1, γ2 P ΓΘ. (10)

Here the integral is well defined because of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We then define the

slice-averaged Wasserstein distance as

dSW pµ1, µ2q “ dDW p rψpµ1q, rψpµ2qq, for all µ1, µ2 P F . (11)
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Proposition 3. The slice-averaged Wasserstein distance is a distance over F if and only if (T0)

is satisfied.

4 SLICED WASSERSTEIN REGRESSION FOR MULTIVARIATE DISTRIBUTIONS

A general approach for the regression of metric-valued responses and Euclidean predictors is Fréchet

regression with both global and local versions (Petersen and Müller, 2019; Chen and Müller,

2022), where its application to distributional data extensively discussed in recent studies (Fan and

Müller, 2022; Zhou and Müller, 2023). We extend Fréchet regression to the case of multivariate

distributions by providing two types of sliced regression models. The first model applies Fréchet

regression to the multivariate distribution space F equipped with the slice-averaged Wasserstein

distance, while the second model applies a Fréchet regression step for each slice, followed by the

regularized inverse transform.

Suppose pX,µq „ F is a random pair, where predictors X and responses µ take values in Rq

and F and F is their joint distribution. Denote the marginal distributions of X and µ as FX and

Fµ respectively, and assume that mean EpXq and variance VarpXq exist, where VarpXq is positive

definite. The conditional distributions Fµ|X and FX|µ are also assumed to exist. Given any metric

d on F , Fréchet mean and Fréchet variance of the random distribution µ are defined as

ω‘ “ argmin
ωPF

E
“

d2pµ, ωq
‰

, V‘ “ E
“

d2pµ, ω‘q
‰

. (12)

The conditional Fréchet mean, i.e., the regression function of µ given X “ x, targets

mpxq “ argmin
ωPF

Mpω, xq, Mp¨, xq “ E
“

d2pµ, ¨q|X “ x
‰

, (13)

where Mp¨, xq is the conditional Fréchet function. The global Fréchet regression given X “ x is

mGpxq “ argmin
ωPF

MGpω, xq, MGp¨, xq “ E
“

sGpX, xqd2pµ, ¨q
‰

, (14)
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where the weight sGpX, xq “ 1 ` pX ´ EpXqqT VarpXq´1px ´ EpXqq is linear in x.

The proposed slice-averaged Wasserstein (SAW) regression employs Fréchet regression over the

multivariate distribution space F equipped with the slice-averaged Wasserstein distance

mSAW
pxq “ argmin

ωPF
MSAW

pω, xq, MSAW
p¨, xq “ E

“

d2SW pµ, ¨q|X “ x
‰

. (15)

The global slice-averaged Wasserstein (GSAW) regression given x is defined as

mSAW
G pxq “ argmin

ωPF
MSAW

G pω, xq, MSAW
G p¨, xq “ E

“

sGpX, xqd2SW pµ, ¨q
‰

. (16)

The second proposed model is the slice-wise Wasserstein (SWW) regression, where Fréchet

regression is applied over the quantile slicing space ΓΘ, equipped with the distribution-slicing

Wasserstein metric, followed by the regularized inverse transform,

mSWW
τ pxq “ rψ´1

τ

„

argmin
γPΓΘ

MSWW
pγ, xq

ȷ

, MSWW
p¨, xq “ E

”

d2DW p rψpµq, ¨q|X “ x
ı

. (17)

The global slice-wise Wasserstein (GSWW) regression given X “ x is

mSWW
G,τ pxq “ rψ´1

τ

„

argmin
γPΓΘ

MSWW
G pγ, xq

ȷ

, MSWW
G p¨, xq “ E

”

sGpX, xqd2DW p rψpµq, ¨q
ı

. (18)

We note that for SAW based models the minimization is carried out over the space F and thus

is automatically a multivariate distribution, while for SWW based models the minimization is

carried out slicewise and as the slice-wise minimizers are not guaranteed to be situated in ψpF q,

a regularized inverse is needed since the inverse ψ´1 is only defined on ψpF q.

Proposition 4. Let γG,x “ argminγPΓΘ
MSWW

G pγ, xq, see (18). It can be characterized as

γG,xpθq “ argmin
νPG

E
”

sGpX, xqd2W

´

G´1
´

rψpµqpθq

¯

, ν
¯ı

, for almost all θ P Θ.

This characterization of SWW regression provides a practical implementation of this method.
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Proposition S6 in the Supplement demonstrates that the search space of SAW is a subset of the

search space of SWW. Note that besides global Fréchet regression as described above one can

analogously develop more flexible local Fréchet regression based models for both SAW and SWW

regression approaches. These combine SAW and SSW with local Fréchet regression rather than

the above described global regression and are referred to as LSAW for the local version of SAW

and LSWW for the local version of SWW. Details about the implementation of these local versions

can be found in Section S.4 in the Supplement. So overall the proposed methodology encompasses

four regression approaches (GSWW, GSAW, LSWW, LSAW).

5 ESTIMATION

Suppose we have a sample of independent random pairs tpXi, µiquni“1 „ F . Sample mean and

covariance can be obtained as

X̄ “ n´1
n
ÿ

i“1

Xi, Σ̂ “ n´1
n
ÿ

i“1

pXi ´ X̄qpXi ´ X̄q
T .

If random distributions µi are fully observed on domain D, sample-based estimators for GSAW

and GSWW are given by

m̌SAW
G pxq “ argmin

ωPF
M̌SAW

G pω, xq, M̌SAW
G p¨, xq “ n´1

n
ÿ

i“1

“

siGpxqd2SW pµi, ¨q
‰

, (19)

m̌SWW
G,τ pxq “ rψ´1

τ

„

argmin
γPΓΘ

M̌SWW
G pγ, xq

ȷ

, M̌SWW
G p¨, xq “ n´1

n
ÿ

i“1

”

siGpxqd2DW p rψpµiq, ¨q
ı

, (20)

where siGpxq “ 1 ` pXi ´ X̄qT Σ̂´1px ´ X̄q is the sample version of sGpX, xq.

An additional challenge in many statistical applications is that random distributions tµiu
n
i“1

are not directly observed and instead one has available only the observations that they generate.

For such scenarios, we implement a preliminary density estimation step, with further details on

this provided in Section S.3 in the Supplement, where also extended assumptions for this sce-

nario are listed that aim at avoiding the interference of boundary effects and also at dealing with
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distribution-specific domains, in which case the target distributions are considered to correspond

to the truncated distributions on a common domain D. Employing kernel density estimates as

provided in µ̂i (S.1) of Section S.3, one obtains

m̂SAW
G pxq “ argmin

ωPF
M̂SAW

G pω, xq, M̂SAW
G p¨, xq “ n´1

n
ÿ

i“1

“

siGpxqd2SW pµ̂i, ¨q
‰

, (21)

m̂SWW
G,τ pxq “ rψ´1

τ

„

argmin
γPΓΘ

M̂SWW
G pγ, xq

ȷ

, M̂SWW
G p¨, xq “ n´1

n
ÿ

i“1

”

siGpxqd2DW p rψpµ̂iq, ¨q
ı

. (22)

Sample version estimators of the local smoothing models for SAW and SWW, along with an

analysis of the bandwidth selection, can be found in Section S.4.2 in the Supplement.

A practical data-driven approach to select the tuning parameter τ when an i.i.d. sample of ran-

dom pairs tpXi, µiquni“1 is available can be obtained by leave-one-out cross-validation. Specifically,

we aim to minimize the discrepancy between predicted and observed distributions, given by

τ̂ “ argmin
τ

n
ÿ

i“1

d2SW pµi, m̂
SWW
G,τ,´ipXiqq,

where m̂SWW
G,τ,´ipXiq is the prediction at Xi from the GSWW regression of the ith-left-out sample

tpXi1 , µi1 qui1 ‰i. When the sample size n exceeds 30, we substitute leave-one-out cross-validation

with 5-fold cross-validation to strike a balance between computational efficiency and the accuracy.

We define a slice-averaged Wasserstein R2 coefficient to quantify the discrepancy between ob-

served distributions and predicted distributions from the regression model as

R2
‘ “ 1 ´

Erd2SW pµ,mpxqqs

Erd2SW pµ, µ‘qs
,

where mpxq is a regression object through either SAW or SWW regression and µ‘ is the slice-

averaged Wasserstein Fréchet mean µ‘ “ argminωPF d2SW pµ, ωq, with empirical estimates

R̂2
‘ “ 1 ´

řn
i“1 d

2
SW pµi, m̂pxqq

řn
i“1 d

2
SW pµi, µ̂‘q

, (23)
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for a sample tpXi, µiquni“1. Here µ̂‘ “ argminωPF n´1
řn
i“1 d

2
SW pµi, ωq is the sample Fréchet mean

and m̂pxq is the sample estimator of the regression object mpxq for SAW or SWW regression.

6 ASYMPTOTIC CONVERGENCE

To study the convergence of SAW/SWW regression, we require a curvature condition at the true

minimizer, as is commonly assumed for M estimators. For Fréchet regression such a curvature

condition has been established for the case of univariate distributions but not for multivariate

distributions. Convexity assumptions have also been invoked in previous work (Fan and Müller,

2021; Boissard et al., 2015; Zhou and Müller, 2022). Specifically, we require

(A1) rψpF q is closed and convex.

(A2) argminγPΓΘ
MSWW

G pγ, xq as per (18) is in rψpF q.

Assumption (A1) guarantees the existence and uniqueness of the minimizer of the SAW regres-

sion, while assumption (A2) ensures the underlying minimizer of the GSWW regression belongs

to the image space of the slicing transform. The following results are for global SAW and SWW

regression for the two scenarios where densities are known or must be estimated from data. In

the latter case, we require additional assumptions (P1), (K1), (K2) and (F11) that are provided

in the Supplement Section S.3, which also contains details about the construction of the density

estimates, as well as the results for local SAW and local SWW regression in Theorems S1 and S3

for known densities and in Theorems S2 and S4 for the case where densities must be estimated.

Theorem 2. (Convergence of global SAW regression). Assume (D1), (F1)-(F2), (A1) and (T0)-

(T2). For a fixed x P Rq, it holds for mSAW
G pxq, m̌SAW

G pxq and m̂SAW
G pxq as per (16), (19) and

(21) that

dSW
`

mSAW
G pxq, m̌SAW

G pxq
˘

“ Oppn
´1{2

q, sup
}x}EďB

dSW
`

mSAW
G pxq, m̌SAW

G pxq
˘

“ Oppn
´1{p2`ϵq

q,

for a given B ą 0 and any ϵ ą 0. For the case where densities need to be estimated, under the
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Figure 3: Diagram for SAW (left) and SWW (right) sample estimation. The red dots are population
minimizers, the yellow dots are the sample SAW minimizer, the blue dots are the sample SWW
minimizers and the green dot is the intermediate state used to facilitate the error analysis of
SWW. Bidirectional yellow maps represent rψ and rψ´1 while directional blue maps represent the
regularized inverse rψ´1

τ .

additional assumptions (P1), (F11), (K1)-(K2) in Section S.3 of the Supplement,

dSW
`

mSAW
G pxq, m̂SAW

G pxq
˘

“ Oppn
´1{2

q, sup
}x}EďB

dSW
`

mSAW
G pxq, m̂SAW

G pxq
˘

“ Oppn
´1{p2`ϵq

q.

Using global Fréchet regression for tracking the global SAW target thus yields a parametric

convergence rate that does not depend on the dimension of the distribution space. For SAW,

convergence in terms of the sup norm is not possible due to the inverse transform rψ´1, which

amplifies estimation error in the image space, as exemplified above for the Radon transform. Since

the regularized inverse transform rψ´1
τ is continuous due to (T3), it is possible to obtain sup norm

convergence for SWW. Under assumption (A2), the population-level target mSWW
G is

mSWW
G “ rψ´1

„

argmin
γPΓΘ

MSWW
G pγ, xq

ȷ

, (24)

where MSWW
G is as in (18).

Theorem 3. (Convergence of global SWW regression). Assume (D1), (F1), (F3), (A2), (T0)-

(T4). For a fixed x P Rq, for mSWW
G pxq, m̌SWW

G,τ pxq and m̂SWW
G,τ pxq as per (24), (20) and (22),

C1pτq and C2pτq from (T3),

d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̌SWW

G,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´2{7
˘

.
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Furthermore, for a given B ą 0 and any ϵ ą 0,

sup
}x}EďB

d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̌SWW

G,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´2{p7`ϵq
˘

.

For estimated densities one obtains the same rates under (P1), (F11), (K1)-(K2) in Section S.3 of

the Supplement, for d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̂SWW

G,τ pxq
˘

and sup}x}EďB d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̂SWW

G,τ pxq
˘

.

The reconstruction error has two parts. The first term C1pτq is linked to the approximation

bias in the reconstruction, while the second term C2pτq ensures that the approximation in the

transformed space ΓΘ is not excessively amplified (see Figure 3). If the slicing transform is the

Radon transform, Corollary 1 shows that the curse of dimensionality is manifested in both C1pτq

and C2pτq, as the required order of smoothness increases with the dimension of the distribution

to achieve the same convergence rate. We only provide the more intricate scenario when densities

are not fully observed; analogous results hold for the case of known densities.

Corollary 1. When taking the Radon transform R and the corresponding regularized inverse R´1
τ

as per (3) and (6), under the assumptions of Theorem 3,

d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̂SWW

G,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

τ´pk´pq
` τ pn´2{7

˘

,

sup
}x}EďB

d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̂SWW

G,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

τ´pk´pq
` τ pn´2{p7`ϵq

˘

,

and with τ „ n2{7k,

d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̂SWW

G,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

´

n´2 k´p
7k

¯

, sup
}x}EďB

d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̂SWW

G,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

´

n´2 k´p
7k`ϵ

¯

.

7 NUMERICAL ALGORITHM

7.1 SAW Regression

To solve problem (21) in practice, we use a numerical optimization process proposed in Bonneel

et al. (2015) that involves parametrizing a probability measure with equal weights. Specifically,
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we use random observations W “ tWju
N
j“1 P RpˆN where each observation Wj P Rp follows

a distribution characterized by a density function fW in F . We introduce the Radon slicing

operation x¨, θy : Rp Ñ R for each random observation, resulting in a univariate distribution with

the density function R ˝ fWpθq. The multivariate distribution µ corresponding to the density fW

can be represented as a discrete input measure µW “ 1
N

řN
j“1 δWj

. Similarly, we represent the i-th

distribution µi as a discrete input measure µWpiq “ 1
N

řN
j“1 δWij

where Wpiq “ tWiju
ni
j“1 P RpˆN

and Wij „ µi. The GSAW regression of (21) given X “ x can be represented as

argmin
WPRpˆN

MGpW, xq “ n´1
n
ÿ

i“1

“

siGpxqd2SW pµWpiq , µWq
‰

. (25)

It is known that the target function is smooth for the Radon transform, a result that we state

below for reference. We use the notation Wpθq “ pxWj, θyqNj“1 P RN and similarly Wpiqpθq “

pxWij, θyqNj“1 P RN . For any A “ tAju
N
j“1 P RN where Aj P R, ΠA is a permutation operator on

A, such that ΠApAq “ pAΠp1q, AΠp2q, ..., AΠpNqq
T with AΠp1q ď AΠp2q ď ¨ ¨ ¨ ď AΠpNq.

Proposition 5 (Theorem 1 (Bonneel et al., 2015)). For each fixed x and Ni ” N , MGpW, xq :

RpˆN Ñ R is a L1 function with a uniformly ρG-Lipschitz gradient for some ρG ą 0 given by

∇MGpW, xq “ n´1
n
ÿ

i“1

„

siGpxq

∫
Θ

θ
´

Wpθq ´ Π´1
Wpθq

˝ ΠWpiqpθq ˝ Wpiq
pθq

¯T

dθ

ȷ

.

The operation Π´1
Wpθq

˝ΠWpiqpθq˝Wpiqpθq aligns Wpiqpθq with Wpθq in the sense of non-decreasing

order for calculating the empirical Wasserstein distance. In practice, an equidistant grid pθ1, θ2, ..., θLq

along the angular coordinate θ is used to approximate the integration over Θ. Note that (25) is

non-convex and Algorithm 1 uses gradient descent to find a stationary point.

Since the algorithm implied by Proposition 5 requires that the sample sizes Ni at which each

distribution is sampled are identical, we set N “ mini“1,...,nNi in step 2 of the following algorithm.

In instances where Ni ą N , we choose a randomly selected subsample of size N , referred to as

downsampling in the following. For an additional discussion about the local modeling approach

for SAW, we refer to Section S.4.4 in the Supplement.
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Algorithm 1 GSAW Algorithm when using the Radon Transform
1: Initialize a grid pθ1, θ2, ..., θLq along Θ
2: Set N “ mini“1,...,nNi, convergence threshold ε and learning rate η
3: For each µWpiq , downsample Wpiq such that all Wpiq P RpˆN

4: Initialize Wr0s P RpˆN arbitrarily and fix the output predictor X “ x
5: repeat
6: Calculate ∇MGpWrks, xq

∇MGpWrks, xq “ pnLq
´1

n
ÿ

i“1

L
ÿ

l“1

siGpxqθl

´

Wpθlq ´ Π´1
Wpθlq

˝ ΠWpiqpθlq
˝ Wpiq

pθlq
¯T

7: Wrk`1s “ Wrks ´ η∇MGpWrks, xq

8: until Algorithm converges with
›

›Wrk`1s ´ Wrks
›

›

2
{
›

›Wrks
›

›

2
ă ε to Wr8s

9: Consider each column of Wr8s as a sample from m̂SAW
G pxq and apply the kernel density esti-

mator (S.1) in the Supplement to derive the density estimator f̂

7.2 SWW Regression

Since SWW regression is split into completely separate slicewise regression steps, one can leverage

parallel computing to enhance computing efficiency; the permutation operator is not needed. We

note that the local model for the SWW approach can be implemented analogously simply by using

local instead of global Fréchet regression in the algorithm.

Algorithm 2 GSWW Algorithm for the Radon Transform
1: Initialize a grid pθ1, θ2, ..., θLq along Θ and fix the output predictor X “ x
2: Perform a Radon slicing operation over random observations, i.e. xWpiq, θly, i “ 1, ..., n, l “

1, ..., L
3: for l “ 1, ..., L do in parallel
4: Apply the Fréchet regression for sliced random pairs,

`

Xi, xW
piq, θly

˘

, i “ 1, ..., n (Petersen
and Müller, 2019; Chen et al., 2023b)

5: Calculate the fitted density on the output X “ x as λ̂pθlq
6: end for
7: Apply the regularized Radon reconstruction f̂ “ R´1

τ pλ̂q through (6)

8 SIMULATION STUDY

We studied two simulation scenarios, one of which is inspired by Fan and Müller (2021) and involves

bivariate Gaussian distributions with mean and covariance depending linearly on a predictor vari-
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able x P r´0.5, 0.5s, with distributions truncated on the compact support r´1, 1sˆr´1, 1s. For both

scenarios we used covariance matrices depending on the predictor x of the form Vpxq “ VDpxqV T ,

V “

»

–

?
2
2

?
2
2

´
?
2
2

?
2
2

fi

fl , Dpxq “ diagpξ1pxq, ξ2pxqq. In the first simulation scenario, we generated a

scalar predictor X from a uniform distribution on r´0.5, 0.5s and the distributional trajectories as

α|X “ x „ N pp0.4x, 0.4xq
T ,Vpxqq, pξ1pxq, ξ2pxqq „

1

100
N pp1.25 ` 0.5x, 0.75 ´ 0.5xq

1, 0.01I2q (26)

In the second simulation scenario we used the same covariance matrix Vpxq as in (26) and

generated distributional trajectories as

α|X “ x „N p0.4x, 0.4x ´ 0.05 sinpπx{0.5qq
T ,Vpxqq, (27)

pξ1pxq, ξ2pxqq „
1

100
N pp0.75 ` x2, 0.625 ` x3q1, 0.01I2q.

We performed simulations with sample sizes n “ 50 and n “ 100, each with two sets of random

observations, N “ 50 and N “ 100. The mean integrated sliced Wasserstein error (MISWE) is

used as the evaluation metric, MISWE “ E
”∫ 1

0
d2SW pm̂pxq,mpxqqdx

ı

, where m̂pxq is the fitted and

mpxq the true model. The empirical MISWE is estimated through Monte Carlo runs,

EMISWE “
1

Mc

Mc
ÿ

k“1

∫ 1

0

d2SW pm̂kpxq,mpxqqdx, (28)

where m̂kpxq is the fit for the k-th Monte Carlo run. The results for all four methods (global slice-

wise Wasserstein GSWW, global slice-average Wasserstein GSAW, and the local versions LSWW

and LSAW, with details in Supplement Section S.4) are shown in Tables 1 and 2.

In all settings, SWW shows superior performance compared to SAW. Specifically, GSWW

outperforms all other methods in the first simulation scenario where the global model tracks the

true model, while LSWW outperforms all other methods in the second simulation scenario, where

the local model is better suited to track the underlying nonlinear model. The overall superior

behavior of SWW can be attributed to the fact that it seeks a unique minimizer for each slice where
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the objective function is guaranteed to be convex, and when aggregating the slice-wise information,

the regularized inverse controls the error that is introduced when inverting the slicing transform.

In contrast, SAW employs gradient descent to directly search for a multivariate distribution target

and is constrained by an overall convexity assumption.

n “ 50 n “ 100
Methods N “ 50 N “ 100 N “ 50 N “ 100
GSWW 7.84 7.36 6.92 6.80
GSAW 13.2 11.0 12.0 10.8
LSWW 11.5 10.0 9.20 7.82
LSAW 14.1 11.8 13.9 11.6

Table 1: Simulation results for the first simulation scenario (26). The values of EMISWE as per
(28) are reported for various sample sizes of distributions (n), numbers of random observations
(N) and methods. The results are averaged over 100 Monte Carlo runs and reported in units of
10´4.

n “ 50 n “ 100
Methods N “ 50 N “ 100 N “ 50 N “ 100
GSWW 10.5 9.70 9.80 9.52
GSAW 13.4 11.9 13.1 11.7
LSWW 10.4 9.59 9.57 8.55
LSAW 12.2 10.3 11.9 9.97

Table 2: Same as Table 1 but for the second simulation scenario (27).

9 DATA ANALYSIS

9.1 Excess Winter Deaths in Europe

Excess winter deaths are a social and health challenge. For European countries, they have become

an acute problem due to rapidly rising heating costs. It is known that in general Northern Euro-

pean countries have lower excess winter mortality rates compared to Southern European countries

(Healy, 2003; Fowler et al., 2015). Our goal in this analysis was to follow up on this by modeling

conditional distributions directly, rather than characterizing mortality effects through summary

statistics such as sample mean or standard deviation, as was done in previous studies. Simply ap-

plying the conventional regression model to the scatter plot between excess winter mortality rates
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and the absolute winter temperature (see Figure 4) makes the analysis susceptible to Simpson’s

paradox, creating a misleading perception of an association between increased excess winter death

rates and higher winter temperature. A better approach is to separate the observations by country.

0.0

0.5

−10 0 10
winter temperature

ex
ce

ss
 w

in
te

r 
de

at
h 

ra
te

Figure 4: Scatterplot of excess winter death rates (y-axis) against winter temperature (x-axis)

We focused on n “ 31 countries with available data from 1999 to 2021, for which we adopted

the proposed GSWW and GSAW models with the country-level base winter temperature averaged

from 1961-90 as predictor and the country-level bivariate distribution between the excess rate of

winter mortality relative to the previous summer and winter temperature anomaly relative to the

base winter temperature from 1961-90 as the response. We chose standardized winter temper-

ature anomalies to ensure better overlap of shared subdomains within country-specific bivariate

distributions. The absolute number of deaths in each of the 31 European countries from 1999

to 2021 was obtained from the Eurostat database https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/main/

data/database and the winter temperature anomalies and base winter temperatures from 1961-

90 from https://www.uea.ac.uk/groups-and-centres/climatic-research-unit/data. The

observed smoothed bivariate distributions are in Figure 5 for a few selected countries.

The fitted densities obtained from the GSWW model are shown in Figure 6, where the corre-

sponding sliced Wasserstein fraction of variance explained is 0.53; the fitted densities when fitting

GSAW for the same countries can be found in Section S.9 in the Supplement. Countries with

warmer climates typically experience a higher rate of excess deaths during the winter season com-

pared to colder countries for the same temperature anomaly. For instance, in Spain, a country
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with a warm climate, there is a roughly 30% increase in the number of deaths during the winter

months compared to the preceding summer. However, in Sweden, a country with a colder climate,

this increase is only around 15%.
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Figure 5: Observed smoothed densities of the joint distributions of excess winter death rates (y-
axis) and winter temperature anomaly (x-axis) for a few European countries, arranged in order of
their base winter temperature. Each panel is labeled by the name of the country; the corresponding
average base winter temperature (in degrees C) from 1961-1990 is also indicated.
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Figure 6: Fitted density surfaces for randomly selected countries obtained by global sliced Wasser-
stein regression (GSWW). The sliced Wasserstein fraction of variance explained is 0.53.

Figure 7 illustrates the Fréchet regression steps for one-dimensional distributions for some
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representative projections. As the base temperature increases, the variance of the temperature

anomalies decreases and the excess winter death rates shift to a higher level. The slice correspond-

ing to the projection angle at 135 degrees illustrates the main effect of the regression, which is

a shift to the right as winter base temperature goes up, leading to higher winter mortality, and

effect that is most pronounced for Spain. Most likely, populations used to a relatively warm win-

ter contain a higher fraction of individuals who are more susceptible to cold temperatures than

populations accustomed to a cold winter.

9.2 S&P500 and VIX Index Joint Modeling

In the realm of financial markets, the application of distributional data modeling techniques holds

promise, particularly concerning assets like stocks, exchange-traded funds or derivatives (Officer,

1972; Madan, 2020). One central challenge for modeling of financial market modeling stems from

complex market dynamics featuring non-normality, low signal-to-noise ratio, and sudden, unpre-

dictable changes in volatility (Madan and Wang, 2017). Traditional modeling of multivariate

distribution in finance has centered on copula-based approaches that link marginal univariate dis-

tributions such as bilateral gamma marginals through a pre-specified copula function (Cherubini

et al., 2004; Küchler and Tappe, 2008; Madan, 2020). The promise of sliced Wasserstein regression

is that it eliminates the need to decompose the bivariate distribution into marginal distributions

and to specify a copula function by directly targeting the bivariate distributions and their relation

with predictors. In this context, there is growing interest in exploring the joint distribution be-

tween weekly returns of two crucial financial indices, the S&P 500 index and the Volatility Index

(VIX), where the latter tracks expected volatility in the stock market over the subsequent 30 days

(Madan, 2020). The objective is to gain a deeper understanding of this joint distribution and

its connection with the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of the United States, which is a annual

monetary measure of final goods or services. The S&P 500 and VIX index data are sourced from

Yahoo Finance (https://finance.yahoo.com/). The observed smoothed bivariate distributions

are in Figure 8 for a few selected years, ordered by the associated GDP growth rate.

Consistent with the findings in the prior study by Madan (2020), the VIX returns are seen
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to exhibit more variation than the S&P 500 returns, along with an evident negative correlation

between these two returns. This inverse relationship occurs because elevated VIX levels, indicat-

ing market turbulence, typically coincide with lower stock prices, reflecting investor anxiety. In

contrast, periods of market stability or upward trends in stock prices are associated with lower

VIX values. The fitted densities obtained from the GSWW model are shown in Figure 9. They

are seen to generally track the observed trends but not the sharpness of the density peaks; the

Wasserstein fraction of variance explained is low at 0.15. Details of how the sliced regression works

can be seen in Figure 10, which illustrates the (global) Fréchet regression step for the univariate

distributions corresponding to a few representative slices.

0 45 90 135

−1.0 −0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0−1.0 −0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0−1.0 −0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0−1.0 −0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
−10

0

10

20

projection for each slice

ba
se

 w
in

te
r 

te
m

pe
ra

tu
re

−10

−5

0

5

10

15
winter temperature

Figure 7: Fréchet regression between the base winter temperature (predictor, on the y-axis) and
the slicing distributions (responses, on the x-axis) for various projections. The number at the top
of each panel indicates the angle of the respective projection with the x-axis in Figure 5.
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Figure 8: Observed smoothed densities of the joint distributions of the weekly returns of the VIX
index, which reflects expected market volatility (y-axis) and of the SP&500 index (x-axis) for
selected years, arranged in order of the associated yearly GDP growth rate. Each panel is labeled
by year; the corresponding yearly GDP growth rate (as a percentage) is also indicated.
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Figure 9: Fitted density surfaces for selected years obtained by the GSWW version of sliced
Wasserstein regression. Each panel is labeled by year; the corresponding yearly GDP growth rate
(as a percentage) is also indicated.

Further results for GSAW (instead of GSWW) and the local models (LSWW and LSAW) can

be found in Section S.9 in the Supplement. The slice-wise fits elucidate the association between

the GDP growth rate and the bivariate distributions, showcasing the profound influence of GDP

growth on the marginal distribution of the S&P 500 index’s weekly return and its relationship with

the VIX index. In Figure 10, an increase in the GDP growth rate coincides with a substantial

decrease in the variance of the S&P 500 index return, contrasting with the relatively stable variance

of the VIX index. Moreover, as depicted in Figure 9, a higher GDP growth rate intensifies the
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responsiveness of VIX index upticks to downticks in the S&P 500 index. In essence, during times

of robust economic health (indicated by higher GDP growth rates), declines in the S&P 500 index

are more likely to associate with market turbulence, resulting in an increase in the VIX index.

For instance, during challenging periods such as 1990 (amidst the Gulf War), 2001 (following the

September 11 terrorist attacks), 2008-2009 (amidst the financial crisis and substantial recession),

and 2020 (amidst the COVID-19 pandemic), when the US economy faced significant hardships,

a notable increase in the variance of the S&P 500 index was expected. In contrast, during more

favorable economic phases like 2004 (highlighted by solid economic performance and low inflation

rates), 2018-2019 (marked by sustained economic expansion and robust GDP growth), and 2021

(notably aided by fiscal stimulus to rebound from the pandemic’s impact), when the US economy

was thriving, downturns in the S&P 500 index were more prone to coincide with surges in the VIX

index. This association potentially stems from fears regarding an impending economic downturn.
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Figure 10: Fréchet regression between the GDP growth rate (predictor, on the y-axis) and the
slicing distributions (responses, on the x-axis) for various projections. The number at the top of
each panel indicates the angle of the respective projection with the x-axis in Figure 8.

9.3 Exchange Traded Funds

An additional data illustration is presented in the Supplement Section S.5 to highlight the appli-

cation of the local versions LSWW and LSAW of the sliced Wasserstein regression models.
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10 DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

The proposed SAW and SWW regression approaches are new tools for the statistical analysis of

multivariate distributional data that come with theoretical guarantees and with the flexibility to

employ both global and local Fréchet regression methods. The SAW regression model employs

Fréchet regression over the multivariate distribution space equipped with the established slice-

averaged Wasserstein distance, where the pointwise rates of convergence are optimal for both global

and local SAW regression models under certain regularity conditions. The SWW approach offers

a new perspective on how slicing transforms can be utilized for the analysis of data that consist

of multivariate distributions. SWW regression is based on a regression step for each slice, thus

allowing for parallel computation and avoiding the entanglement of the slices that is a characteristic

of SAW regression. SWW is coupled with a regularized inverse transform from the sliced space to

the original distribution space and is motivated by the idea that executing a regression step for

each slice minimizes the slice-wise prediction error and when integrating this error it is smaller

than the SAW error, as the latter seeks to minimize the aggregated error across all slices.

A downside of SWW regression is that it is associated with a slower rate of convergence.

This is due to the fact that the slice-wise minimizers are not necessarily in the image space rψpF q,

necessitating to employ a generalized version of the inverse slicing transform rψ´1
τ when transforming

back to F , which requires a regularization parameter τ and slows down the convergence of the final

distribution estimates in the distribution space F . Additionally, SWW requires a higher order

of smoothness for the densities of the underlying distributions to achieve comparable convergence

rates to SAW, since the convergence rates of SWW depend crucially on the convergence of the

Fourier transform, where the undesirable assumption k ě p`1 is required to ensure sufficiently fast

convergence. However, these disadvantages are mitigated by the improved performance of SWW

regression compared to SAW regression in both simulation settings and real data applications.

This superior performance likely is due to smaller constants in the error rates for the slice-wise

optimization in SWW as compared to the slice-averaged optimization in SAW, where the better

rates of convergence of SAW cannot overcome this advantage for moderate sample sizes as typically
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encountered in statistical data analysis.

We investigated two cases, the theoretically ideal case where the underlying densities are all

known, an assumption that has been routinely made in previous research on sliced Wasserstein

methods, and a more realistic case where the densities are not known and must be estimated from

data that they generate. When densities need to be estimated, several additional issues arise.

One of these is that uniform convergence of the estimators over the entire domain D is required,

while the resulting estimates also need to be bona fide densities on D. While we offer a valid

approach by truncating distributions to suitable subdomains, in order to keep the focus of the

paper on the sliced Wasserstein approaches, a full resolution of this issue is left for future research.

Commonly available estimators such as kernel estimators and their many variants do not achieve

both properties over the entire domain; see Petersen and Müller (2016) for an in-depth discussion

of the analogous issue for the one-dimensional case.

An ideal solution would lead to a bona fide density estimator that takes advantage of the

additional order of smoothness k in the SWW case. However, our practical experience with kernel

density estimation has shown that faster rates of convergence that are theoretically attainable for

higher order smoothness of the underlying density functions coupled with higher order kernels

rarely materialize for moderate sample sizes typically encountered in statistical data analysis. The

reason for this is the same as mentioned above for the superiority of SWW over SAW in practical

applications: The improvement in the rate of convergence is not strong enough to mitigate the

effect of the larger constants associated with higher order kernels and one also incurs the problem

of negative-valued density estimates (since higher order kernels cannot be non-negative).

In view of these considerations, we implemented a simple approach: We assume all distributions

have nice smooth densities f on domains Df Ą Dϵ Ą D, where D is a convex compact and

reasonably nice set, densities are estimated with positive kernels (of order 2) on Dϵ and the

truncated versions of these estimates on domain D are used as estimates of the densities on D,

which are assumed to be the targets. This allows for boundary-effect free estimation, yielding

bona fide densities on D that satisfy the requisite assumptions. The individual domains Df may

be known or unknown, and more often than not they will be unknown. In such cases subject-matter
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knowledge and common statistical sense will guide the choice of D.

Concurrent with our work, geometric properties associated with the so-called disintegrated

distributional space have been recently studied (Kitagawa and Takatsu, 2023) and it was shown

that the SAW representation and metric associated with the slice-averaged Wasserstein distance

does not lead to a geodesic space (Park and Slepčev, 2023). In contrast, the SWW representation

and associated distribution-slicing Wasserstein metric permits geodesics and thus is a geodesic

space; this is a straightforward consequence of the fact that the Wasserstein space for univariate

distributions is a geodesic space with the McCann interpolants serving as geodesics (Gangbo and

McCann, 1996). A geodesic space is a prerequisite for adopting promising intrinsic approaches

for principal component analysis (Bigot et al., 2017), regression (Zhu and Müller, 2023b) and

extrapolation (Fan and Müller, 2021). The geodesic structure of the novel slice-wise methodology

that we introduced in this paper is thus a major advantage of this approach and exploiting this

structure is a promising avenue for future research.

30



Supplement to "Sliced Wasserstein
Regression"

S.1 ABBREVIATIONS, NOTATIONS AND SUMMARY OF MODELS

Notation Explanation
D known support of multivariate distribution

|D| Lebesgue measure of the support D
p dimension of the multivariate distribution
q dimension of the predictor X

fpzq, F multivariate density functions (space)
gpuq, G univariate density functions (space)
Ipgq support of univariate distribution, g P G

qpsq, Q quantile functions (space)
µ,F multivariate distributions (space)
ν,G univariate distributions (space)
θ,Θ slicing parameter (set)
λ, ΛΘ density slicing functions (space) from Θ to G
γ, ΓΘ quantile slicing functions (space) from Θ to G
ψ, ψτ slicing (regularized slicing) transform from F to ΛΘ

R, Rτ Radon (regularized Radon) transform from F to ΛΘ

ϕτ prq a regularizing function on Fourier domain
∆τ reconstruction error

J1,Jp univariate (multivariate) Fourier transform
φ map from F to F or from G to G
ϱ map from ΓΘ to ΛΘ

G map from G to Q
rψ, rψτ induced slicing (regularized slicing) transform from F to ΓΘ

Table S3: List of notations (1). The bracketed explanation corresponds to the second half of the
notation.
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Notation Explanation
d metric on F
dW Wasserstein distance on F or G
dDW distribution-slicing Wasserstein metric on ΓΘ

dSW slice-averaged Wasserstein distance on F
d2 L2 norm
d8 L8 norm

Z1, Z2 random variables on Rp

Ppµ1, µ2q probability measure with marginal distributions µ1, µ2

µ,X random pair with µ P F , X P Rq

F joint distribution of X and µ
FX , Fµ marginal distribution of X (of µ)
mpxq Fréchet minimizer
Mp¨, xq conditional Fréchet function

sGpX, xq, si,Gpxq (sample) weight function of global Fréchet regression
SAW, GSAW (global) slice-averaged Wasserstein

SWW, GSWW (global) slice-wise Wasserstein
mSAW
G pxq,mSWW

G,τ GSAW (GSWW) regression minimizer
MSAW

G p¨, xq,MSWW
G p¨, xq GSAW (GSWW) conditional Fréchet function

γG,x minimizer of MSWW
G p¨, xq

tpXi, µiquni“1 a sample of random pairs of predictors and measures
µ̂i, f̂pxq estimated distribution (density function)
X̄, Σ̂ sample mean (variance) of tXiu

n
i“1

R2
‘ slice-averaged Wasserstein R2 coefficient

W “ tWju
N
j“1 random observations

Wpiq “ tWiju
ni
j“1 random observations from µi

Wpθq,Wpiqpθq sliced observation (observations from µi)
MGpW, xq GSAW objective function

x¨, θy Radon slicing operation on random observation in Rp

ΠA permutation operator on A P RN

η step parameter in the gradient descent

Table S4: List of notations (2). The bracketed explanation corresponds to the second half of the
notation.

Notation Explanation
α|X “ x distribution trajectory

Vpxq “ VDV T covariance matrix
D “ pξ1, ξ2q eigenvalues

Mc Monte Carlo run
MISWE, EMISWE (empirical) mean integrated sliced Wasserstein error

Table S5: Notations for the simulation. The bracketed explanation corresponds to the second half
of the notation.
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Notation Explanation
Dϵ neighborhood surrounding the common support D
Df support of the density function f
Di support of the i-th distribution

fi,Di
, µi,Di

the i-th sample density (distribution) on support Di

fi,Di|Dϵ the i-th sample density on the subdomain Dϵ

Ni, Ñi number of observations on Di (Dϵ)
κ, b kernel function (bandwidth) for density estimation

EX|µ, EX conditional (marginal) density of X
K, h kernel function (bandwidth) for local regression
T domain of the predictor X when q “ 1

sLpX, x, hq, siL,hpxq (sample) weight function of local Fréchet regression
LSAW local slice-averaged Wasserstein
LSWW local slice-wise Wasserstein

mSAW
L,h pxq,mSWW

L,h,τ LSAW (LSWW) regression minimizer
MSAW

L,h p¨, xq,MSWW
L,h p¨, xq LSAW (LSWW) conditional Fréchet function

γL,h,x minimizer of MSWW
L,h p¨, xq

ML,hpW, xq GSAW objective function
Dk differentiation operator on F
K, a kernel function (bandwidth) used for a proof

Npϵ,F , dq covering number using balls of size ϵ
Bδrm

SAW
G pxqs δ-ball in F centered at mSAW

G pxq

BGpxq best approximation
Ψ map from quantile functions to distribution functions

η0, η1, η2, β0, β1, β2 constants
A1, A2, A3, B0, B1 constants

τ0, τ1, τ2, C0, C1, C2, C, ζ constants

Table S6: List of notations for the Supplementary material. The bracketed explanation corresponds
to the second half of the notation.

33



Type Regression Object Result

Global

weight function sGpX, xq “ 1 ` pX ´ EpXqqT VarpXq´1px ´ EpXqq

SAW target function mSAW
G pxq “ argminωPF M

SAW
G pω, xq

MSAW
G p¨, xq “ ErsGpX, xqd2SW pµ, ¨qs

convergence dSW pmSAW
G pxq, m̂SAW

G pxqq “ Oppn
´1{2q

SWW
target function mSWW

G,τ pxq “ rψ´1
τ

“

argminγPΓΘ
MSWW

G pγ, xq
‰

MSWW
G p¨, xq “ E

”

sGpX, xqd2DW p rψpµq, ¨q
ı

convergence d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̂SWW

G,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´2{7
˘

Local

weight function sLpX, x, hq “ KhpX ´ xqrυ2 ´ υ1pX ´ xqs{σ2
0

SAW

target function mSAW pxq “ argminωPF MSAW pω, xq

MSAW p¨, xq “ E rd2SW pµ, ¨q|X “ xs

local target mSAW
L,h pxq “ argminωPF M

SAW
L,h pω, xq

MSAW
L,h p¨, xq “ ErsLpX, x, hqd2SW pµ, ¨qs

convergence dSW pmSAW pxq, m̂SAW
L,h pxqq “ Oppn

´2{5q

SWW

target function mSWW “ rψ´1
“

argminγPΓΘ
MSWW pγ, xq

‰

MSWW p¨, xq “ E
”

d2DW p rψpµq, ¨q|X “ x
ı

local target mSWW
L,h,τ pxq “ rψ´1

τ

“

argminγPΓΘ
MSWW

L,h pγ, xq
‰

MSWW
L,h p¨, xq “ E

”

sLpX, x, hqd2DW p rψpµq, ¨q
ı

convergence d8pmSWW pxq, m̂SWW
L,h,τ pxqq “ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´8{35
˘

Table S7: Summary of the global and local regression models.

S.2 ADDITIONAL ASSUMPTIONS

(A3) argminγPΓΘ
MSWW

L,h pγ, xq P rψpF q as per (S.6).

(L1) The kernel K used in the definition of the local sliced Wasserstein regression in Section S.4
is a probability density function and is symmetric around zero. Furthermore, defining Kkj “∫
RK

kpuqujdu, |K14| and |K26| are both finite.

(L2) The marginal density of X denoted as EXpxq and the conditional density of X given µ “

ω, EX|µp¨, ωq, exist and are twice continuously differentiable, the latter for all ω P F , with
supx,ω |

`

B2EX|µ{Bx2
˘

px, ωq| ă 8. Additionally, for any open U Ă F ,
∫
U
dFµ|Xpx, ωq is contin-

uous as a function of x.

(L3) The derivative K 1 exists and is bounded on the support of K, i.e., supKpuqą0 |K 1puq| ă 8;
additionally,

∫
R u

2|K 1puq|p|u log |u||q1{2du ă 8.

(L4) Let T be a closed interval in R and T o be its interior. Denote EXpsq and EX|µp¨, ωq as
per (L2), which exist and are twice continuously differentiable on T o, the latter for all ω P F .
The marginal density EXpxq is bounded away from zero on T , infxPT EXpxq ą 0. The second-
order derivative E2

Xpxq is bounded, supxPT o |E2
Xpxq| ă 8. The second-order partial derivatives
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pB2EX|µpx, ωq{Bx2qpx, ωq are uniformly bounded, i.e., supxPT o,ωPF |pB2EX|µ{Bx2qpx, ωq| ă 8. Addi-
tionally, for any open set U Ă F ,

∫
U
dFµ|Xpx, ωq is continuous as a function of x; for any x P T ,

Mp¨, xq is equicontinuous, i.e.,

lim sup
yÑx

sup
ωPF

|Mpω, yq ´ Mpω, xq| “ 0.

S.3 ADDITIONAL PRELIMINARY DENSITY ESTIMATION STEP

We assume for our main results that the multivariate distributions under consideration are well
defined and possess density functions on a common domain D, satisfying (D1) and (F1). In
practice, the common domain D will either be pre-specified in statistical applications or will be
chosen by the analyst based on subject-matter or practical considerations. This is exemplified in
our data examples. Once D has been selected, distributions truncated on D are the targets of the
analysis and serve as responses for the SAW or SWW regression models. The actual distributions
may have domains of which D is a subset and these domains may vary from distribution to
distribution and could be unbounded.

For the practically important case where the distributions µi are not known but must be
inferred from observations, we make some robust assumptions that will suffice to side-step the
issue of boundary effects in denisty estimation without delving into complex technical details. A
first assumption is that there exists ϵ ą 0 so that Dϵ “

Ť

zPD Bpz, ϵq is a subset of the domain of
each underlying distribution, where Bpz, ϵq is a ball with radius ϵ centered at z. This assumption
makes it possible to avoid a detailed discussion of boundary effects when estimating densities
from available data they generate. We furthermore assume that the continuous differentiability
assumption (F1) holds on Dϵ. If a random distribution in the sample with density fDf

has the
(random) domain Df , we require that Df Ą Dϵ and that on Dϵ the density fDf

is uniformly
bounded from below and above, continuously differentiable of order k and has uniformly bounded
partial derivatives, where the uniformity requirement extends across all fDf

. Formally,

(F11) There exists a constant M0 ą 0 and an integer k ě 2 such that for all f P F , the density
function f is the density of a truncated distribution on the domain D, where the original distri-
bution has a domain Df with Df Ą Dϵ and a density fDf

that is defined on Df . It holds that
maxt}fDf

}8, }1{fDf
}8u ď M0 on Dϵ and that fDf

is continuously differentiable of order k on Dϵ,
with uniformly bounded partial derivatives. The target distribution with density f is the truncated
version of the fDf

on D, so that for all z P D one has fpzq “ fDf
pzq{

∫
D
fDf

puqdu.

Assume we have a sample of distributions µ1,D1 , . . . , µn,Dn with densities f1,D1 , . . . , fn,Dn and
domains Di Ą Dϵ and Ni i.i.d. observations generated by fi,Di

by a random mechanism that
is independent of the random mechanism that generates the µi,Di

. Let Ñi be the number of
observations made for fi,Di

that fall inside the domain Dϵ. We impose the following assumption
(P1) on the Ni to ensure that the L2 convergence rate of the density estimates is faster than or at
least as fast as the parametric rate n´1{2.

(P1) Npnq “ min1ďiďnNi Á npp`4q{4, where Ni is the number of random observations for the i-th
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distribution µi,Di
.

The following proposition shows that Ñi follows the same rate as (P1) with probability ap-
proaching one.

Proposition S1. Assume (P1) and (F11
q. Let Ñ “ min1ďiďn Ñi. There exists a constant c̃ such

that

P
´

Ñ ě c̃npp`4q{4
¯

Ñ 1, as n Ñ 8.

To obtain the consistency of estimates of SAW regression and SWW regression when estimated
densities are used, one needs to quantify the discrepancy between the true densities of the distri-
butions tµiu

n
i“1 and their estimates. This preliminary density estimation step can be implemented

with standard density estimation methods, which have been extensively studied in the literature
for both univariate and multivariate scenarios (Cowling and Hall, 1996; Hazelton and Marshall,
2009).

Let µDf
be a random probability distribution with density function fDf

that satisfies (F1’),
from which random observations Z1, ..., ZN are independently sampled. Then a standard kernel
estimator f̌ for fDf

and its truncated version f̂ for the density f truncated to the domain D is

f̌pzq “
1

Nbp

N
ÿ

j“1

κ

ˆ

z ´ Zj
b

˙

, f̂pzq “ f̌pzq

N∫
D

f̌puqdu , z P D Ă Rp. (S.1)

Here, κ is a kernel function and b a positive bandwidth (tuning parameter) satisfying assumptions
(K1) and (K2) listed below.

(K1) The kernel function κ as per (S.1) is a probability density function that has compact support
and is symmetric, bounded and k times continuously differentiable (without loss of generality, the
support is assumed to be contained in the unit cube of Rp).

(K2) For some A ą 0 and ω ą 0, the class of functions Ib “ tκ
`

z´¨

b

˘

, z P Rp, b ą 0u satisfies

sup
P
M

`

Ib, L2pPq, ε}F }L2pPq

˘

ď

ˆ

A

ε

˙ω

,

where MpT, d, εq denotes the ε-covering number of the metric space pT, dq, F is the envelope
function of Ib and the supremum is taken over the set of all probability measures on Rp.

Proposition S2. Assume (D1), (F11) and (K1). Choosing b „ N´ 1
p`4 , the kernel density estima-

tor f̂ in (S.1) satisfies that

sup
fPF

E

„

d2

´

f̂ , f
¯2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

f

ȷ

“ OpN´4{p4`pq
q. (S.2)

We note that by construction, f̂ ě 0,
∫
D
f̂pzqdz “ 1 and since b Ñ 0 as N Ñ 8, we only need
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to consider the scenario where b ă ϵ, when due to the compactness of the support of the kernel
κ there are no boundary effects when estimating f , as for any x P D one has Bpx, ϵq Ă Dϵ. The
following proposition formalizes this in terms of a uniform convergence rate.

Proposition S3. Assume (D1), (F11) and (K1)-(K2) and b „ N´ 1
p`4 . The kernel density estima-

tor f̂ in (S.1) satisfies

sup
fPF

d8

´

f̂ , f
¯

“ Opp
a

logNN´ 2
p`4 q. (S.3)

We have assumed symmetric non-negative kernel functions, thus their first non-zero moments
are of order two (alternatively one can also use products of kernels that are one-dimensional
symmetric densities). If one wants to take full advantage of the higher order smoothness of the
density function f in view of assumptions (F2) or (F3), one can use higher order kernels κ of order
k, where the order of the first non-zero moments is k. We refer to Müller and Stadtmüller (1999)
for a more detailed account on multivariate kernels and boundary effects in multivariate density
estimation. It is well known that such higher order kernel functions cannot be non-negative valued
and thus it is not guaranteed anymore that the resulting kernel density estimates on D satisfy
f̂ ě 0, however one can still show that, since boundary effects can be ignored,

sup
fPF

E

„

d2

´

f̂ , f
¯2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

f

ȷ

“ OpN´2k{p2k`pq
q.

For example, under the condition k ě p ` 1 in (F3) one has

sup
fPF

E

„

d2

´

f̂ , f
¯2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

f

ȷ

“ OpN´2{3
q.

Under (F3), the condition (P1) can then be replaced by a dimension-independent rate, if one
adopts the following condition pP11

q.

(P11) Npnq “ min1ďiďnNi Á n3{2, where Ni is the number of random observations for the i-th
distribution µi when densities need to be estimated.

The fact that f̂ ě 0 is not guaranteed for these faster converging estimates makes this option
less practical for our setting where the density estimates must be bona fide densities. The gains for
higher order kernels are a consequence of their bias-reducing property, while the variance typically
suffers a substantial increase through larger constants that are associated with these kernels. One
can artificially enforce bona fide density estimates by modifying the estimator (Gajek, 1986) but
this leads to new problems. If one nevertheless follows through with these adjustments, it may be
possible to relax condition (P1) to (P11).
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S.4 LOCAL SLICED WASSERSTEIN REGRESSION

S.4.1 Regression Model

For local Fréchet regression (Petersen and Müller, 2019) we consider the case of a scalar predictor
X P R while the extension to X P Rq with q ą 1 is easily possible but tedious and for q ą 3 usually
subject to the curse of dimensionality, just like ordinary nonparametric regression approaches. For
a smoothing kernel Kp¨q corresponding to a probability density and Kh “ h´1Khp¨{hq, where h is
a bandwidth, local Fréchet regression at x is defined as

mL,hpxq “ argmin
ωPF

ML,hpω, xq, ML,hp¨, xq “ E
“

sLpX, x, hqd2 pµ, ¨q
‰

, (S.4)

where sLpX, x, hq “ KhpX ´xqrυ2 ´υ1pX ´xqs{σ2
0 with υj “ ErKhpX ´xqpX ´xqjs for j “ 0, 1, 2

and σ2
0 “ υ0υ2 ´ υ21. The proposed local slice-averaged Wasserstein (LSAW) regression at x is

mSAW
L,h pxq “ argmin

ωPF
MSAW

L,h pω, xq, MSAW
L,h p¨, xq “ E

“

sLpX, x, hqd2SW pµ, ¨q
‰

. (S.5)

The proposed local slice-wise Wasserstein (LSWW) regression at x is defined as

mSWW
L,h,τ pxq “ rψ´1

τ

„

argmin
γPΓΘ

MSWW
L,h pγ, xq

ȷ

, MSWW
L,h p¨, xq “ E

”

sLpX, x, hqd2DW p rψpµq, ¨q
ı

. (S.6)

In analogy to Proposition 4 for GSWW, the following result shows that the LSWW regression is
equivalent to applying the Fréchet regression along each slice θ followed by an inverse transform.

Proposition S4. The minmizing argument γL,h,x “ argminγPΓΘ
MSWW

L,h pγ, xq, see (S.6), is char-
acterized as

γL,h,xpθq “ argmin
νPG

E
”

sLpX, x, hqd2W

´

G´1
´

rψpµqpθq

¯

, ν
¯ı

, for almost all θ P Θ.

S.4.2 Estimation

Suppose we have a sample of independent random pairs tpXi, µiquni“1 „ F , then the sample mean
and variance are

X̄ “ n´1
n
ÿ

i“1

Xi, Σ̂ “ n´1
n
ÿ

i“1

pXi ´ X̄qpXi ´ X̄q
T .
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If random distributions µi are fully observed, sample estimators of LSAW and LSWW are obtained
as

m̌SAW
L,h pxq “ argmin

ωPF
M̌SAW

L,h pω, xq, M̌SAW
L,h p¨, xq “ n´1

n
ÿ

i“1

“

siL,hpxqd2SW pµi, ¨q
‰

, (S.7)

m̌SWW
L,h,τ pxq “ rψ´1

τ

„

argmin
γPΓΘ

M̌SWW
L,h pγ, xq

ȷ

, M̌SWW
L,h p¨, xq “ n´1

n
ÿ

i“1

”

siL,hpxqd2DW p rψpµiq, ¨q
ı

, (S.8)

where siL,hpxq “ KhpXi ´ xqrυ̂2 ´ υ̂1pXi ´ xqs{σ̂2
0 with υ̂j “ n´1

řn
i“1KhpXi ´ xqpXi ´ xqj, j “

0, 1, 2 and σ̂2
0 “ υ̂0υ̂2 ´ υ̂21. If the random distributions µi are estimated by µ̂i as per (S.1), the

corresponding estimators are

m̂SAW
L,h pxq “ argmin

ωPF
M̂SAW

L,h pω, xq, M̂SAW
L,h p¨, xq “ n´1

n
ÿ

i“1

“

siL,hpxqd2SW pµ̂i, ¨q
‰

; (S.9)

m̂SWW
L,h,τ pxq “ rψ´1

τ

„

argmin
γPΓΘ

M̂SWW
L,h pγ, xq

ȷ

, M̂SWW
L,h p¨, xq “ n´1

n
ÿ

i“1

”

siL,hpxqd2DW p rψpµ̂iq, ¨q
ı

. (S.10)

A practical data-driven approach to select the tuning parameter τ and bandwidth h when
an i.i.d. sample of random pairs tpXi, µiquni“1 is available can be obtained through leave-one-out
cross-validation. Specifically, we aim to minimize the discrepancy between predicted and observed
distributions, given by

τ̂ , ĥ “ argmin
τ,h

n
ÿ

i“1

d2SW
`

µi, m̂
SWW
L,h,τ,´ipXiq

˘

,

where m̂SWW
L,h,τ,´ipXiq is the prediction at Xi from the LSWW regression of the ith-left-out sample

tpXi1 , µi1 qui1 ‰i. When the sample size n exceeds 30, we substitute leave-one-out cross-validation
with 5-fold cross-validation to strike a balance between computational efficiency and the accuracy
of the tuning parameter selection.

S.4.3 Asymptotic Convergence

Some additional assumptions listed in Section S.2 are required to derive asymptotic convergence
result for the local models. Assumption (A3) ensures the underlying minimizer of the LSWW
regression belongs to the image space of the slicing transform. Additional kernel and distributional
assumptions (L1)-(L4) are standard for local regression estimation. We provide the following
convergence result for LSAW. Here Theorem S1 provides rates of convergence for the case where
the densities in the random sample are known and Theorem S2 for the case where they are unknown
and must be estimated from the data.

Theorem S1. (LSAW for known distributions). Assume (D1), (F1)-(F2), (A1), (T0)-(T2)
and (L1)-(L2). When adopting the slice-averaged Wasserstein distance, for a fixed x P R and
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mSAW pxq,mSAW
L,h pxq, and m̌SAW

L,h pxq as per (15), (S.5) and (S.7),

dSW pmSAW
pxq,mSAW

L,h pxqq “ O
`

h2
˘

,

dSW pmSAW
L,h pxq, m̌SAW

L,h pxqq “ Op

´

pnhq
´1{2

¯

,

and when taking h „ n´1{5,

dSW pmSAW
pxq, m̌SAW

L,h pxqq “ Oppn
´2{5

q.

Furthermore, assuming (L3)-(L4) for a closed interval T Ă R, if h Ñ 0, nh2p´ log hq´1 Ñ 8 as
n Ñ 8, for any ϵ ą 0,

sup
xPT

dSW pmSAW
pxq,mSAW

L,h pxqq “ O
`

h2
˘

,

sup
xPT

dSW pmSAW
L,h pxq, m̌SAW

L,h pxqq “ Oppmaxt
`

nh2
˘´1{p2`ϵq

, rnh2p´ log hq
´1

s
´1{2

uq,

and when taking h „ n´1{p6`2ϵq,

sup
xPT

dSW pmSAW
pxq, m̌SAW

L,h pxqq “ Op

`

n´1{p3`ϵq
˘

.

Theorem S2. (LSAW for estimated distributions). Assume (D1), (F1)-(F2), (A1), (T0)-(T2),
(L1)-(L2) and assumptions based on kernel density estimation (P1), (F11), (K1)-(K2). When
adopting the slice-averaged Wasserstein distance, for a fixed x P R and mSAW pxq,mSAW

L,h pxq, and
m̂SAW
L,h pxq as per (15), (S.5) and (S.9),

dSW pmSAW
pxq,mSAW

L,h pxqq “ O
`

h2
˘

,

dSW pmSAW
L,h pxq, m̂SAW

L,h pxqq “ Op

´

pnhq
´1{2

¯

,

and when taking h „ n´1{5,

dSW pmSAW
pxq, m̂SAW

L,h pxqq “ Oppn
´2{5

q.

Furthermore, assuming (L3)-(L4) for a closed interval T Ă R, if h Ñ 0, nh2p´ log hq´1 Ñ 8 as
n Ñ 8, for any ϵ ą 0,

sup
xPT

dSW pmSAW
pxq,mSAW

L,h pxqq “ O
`

h2
˘

,

sup
xPT

dSW pmSAW
L,h pxq, m̂SAW

L,h pxqq “ Oppmaxt
`

nh2
˘´1{p2`ϵq

, rnh2p´ log hq
´1

s
´1{2

uq,
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and when taking h „ n´1{p6`2ϵq,

sup
xPT

dSW pmSAW
pxq, m̂SAW

L,h pxqq “ Op

`

n´1{p3`ϵq
˘

.

The pointwise convergence rate of the LSAW estimator achieves the optimal rates established
for local linear estimators for the special case of real-valued responses.

Turning to the convergence of LSWW, under assumption (A3), we define the population-level
targets mSWW as

mSWW
“ rψ´1

„

argmin
γPΓΘ

MSWW
pγ, xq

ȷ

. (S.11)

For LSWW we again obtain results for two scenarios, when the densities are known in Theorem
S3 and when they are unknown and must be estimated in Theorem S4.

Theorem S3. (LSWW for known distributions). Assume (D1), (F1), (F3), (A3), (T0)-(T4)
and (L1)-(L2). When adopting the slice-averaged Wasserstein distance, for a fixed x P R and
mSWW pxq, mSWW

L,h,τ pxq and m̌SWW
L,h,τ pxq as per (S.11), (S.6) and (S.8), with C1pτq and C2pτq from

(T3),

d8pmSWW
pxq,mSWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ O
`

C1pτq ` C2pτqh8{7
˘

,

d8pmSWW
L,h,τ pxq, m̌SWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ Op

´

C2pτq pnhq
´2{7

¯

,

and when taking h „ n´1{5,

d8pmSWW
pxq, m̌SWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´8{35
˘

.

Furthermore, assume (L3)-(L4) for a closed interval T Ă R, if h Ñ 0, nh2p´ log hq´1 Ñ 8 as
n Ñ 8, then for any ϵ ą 0,

sup
xPT

d8pmSWW
pxq,mSWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ O
`

C1pτq ` C2pτqh8{7
˘

,

sup
xPT

d8pmSWW
L,h,τ pxq, m̌SWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ Op

´

C2pτqmax
!

`

nh2
˘´2{p7`ϵq

,
“

nh2p´ log hq
´1
‰´2{7

)¯

,

and when taking h „ n´1{p6`ϵq,

sup
xPT

d8

`

mSWW
pxq, m̌SWW

L,h,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´4{p21`ϵq
˘

.

Theorem S4. (LSWW for estimated distributions). Assume (D1), (F1), (F3), (A3), (T0)-(T4),
(L1)-(L2) and assumptions based on kernel density estimation (P1), (F11), (K1)-(K2). When
adopting the slice-averaged Wasserstein distance, for a fixed x P R and mSWW pxq, mSWW

L,h,τ pxq and
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m̂SWW
L,h,τ pxq as per (S.11), (S.6) and (S.10), with C1pτq and C2pτq from (T3),

d8pmSWW
pxq,mSWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ O
`

C1pτq ` C2pτqh8{7
˘

,

d8pmSWW
L,h,τ pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ Op

´

C2pτq pnhq
´2{7

¯

,

and when taking h „ n´1{5,

d8pmSWW
pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´8{35
˘

.

Furthermore, assume (L3)-(L4) for a closed interval T Ă R, if h Ñ 0, nh2p´ log hq´1 Ñ 8 as
n Ñ 8, then for any ϵ ą 0,

sup
xPT

d8pmSWW
pxq,mSWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ O
`

C1pτq ` C2pτqh8{7
˘

,

sup
xPT

d8pmSWW
L,h,τ pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ Op

´

C2pτqmax
!

`

nh2
˘´2{p7`ϵq

,
“

nh2p´ log hq
´1
‰´2{7

)¯

,

and when taking h „ n´1{p6`ϵq,

sup
xPT

d8

`

mSWW
pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´4{p21`ϵq
˘

.

This result demonstrates the convergence rate of LSWW regression and provides a decompo-
sition of the reconstruction error into two components, similar to the situation for GSWW. In
the special case of a Radon transform, Corollary S1 below shows that the curse of dimensionality
is manifested in both C1pτq and C2pτq, as a higher order of smoothness is required for a higher
dimensional distribution to achieve the same convergence rate. Here we only give an explicit re-
sult for the more intricate scenario where densities are not fully observed and must be estimated;
however, analogous results are available for scenarios with fully observed densities.

Corollary S1. When taking the Radon transform R and the corresponding regularized inverse
R´1
τ as per (3) and (6), under the assumptions of Theorem S4,

d8

`

mSWW
pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

τ´pk´pq
` τ pn´8{35

˘

,

sup
xPT

d8

`

mSWW
pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

τ´pk´pq
` τ pn´4{p21`ϵq

˘

,

and with τ „ n8{p35kq,

d8

`

mSWW
pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

n´8pk´pq{35k
˘

.

Furthermore, for τ „ n4{p21kq,

sup
xPT

d8

`

mSWW
pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

n´4pk´pq{p21k`ϵq
˘

.
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S.4.4 Numerical Algorithm

Following the notations in Section 7, the LSAW regression of (S.9) given X “ x is defined as,

argmin
WPRpˆN

ML,hpW, xq “ n´1
n
ÿ

i“1

“

siL,hpxqd2SW pµWpiq , µWq
‰

. (S.12)

The following proposition states that the target function of LSAW is smooth for the case of the
Radon transform.

Proposition S5 (Theorem 1 (Bonneel et al., 2015)). For each fixed x and Ni ” N , ML,hpW, xq :

RpˆN Ñ R is a L1 function with a uniformly ρL-Lipschitz gradient for some ρL ą 0 given by

∇ML,hpW, xq “ n´1
n
ÿ

i“1

„

siL,hpxq

∫
Θ

θ
´

Wpθq ´ Π´1
Wpθq

˝ ΠWpiqpθq ˝ Wpiq
pθq

¯T

dθ

ȷ

.

In analogy to Algorithm 1, we use the following gradient descent algorithm to find a stationary
point.

Algorithm S3 LSAW Algorithm when using the Radon Transform
1: Initialize a grid pθ1, θ2, ..., θLq along Θ
2: Set N “ mini“1,...,nNi, convergence threshold ε and learning rate η
3: For each µWpiq , downsample Wpiq such that Wpiq P RpˆN

4: Initialize Wr0s P RpˆN arbitrarily and fix the output predictor X “ x
5: repeat
6: Calculate ∇ML,hpWrks, xq through

∇ML,hpWrks, xq “ pnLq
´1

n
ÿ

i“1

L
ÿ

l“1

siL,hpxqθl

´

Wpθlq ´ Π´1
Wpθlq

˝ ΠWpiqpθlq
˝ Wpiq

pθlq
¯T

7: Wrk`1s “ Wrks ´ η∇ML,hpWrks, xq

8: until Algorithm converges with }Wrk`1s ´ Wrks}2{}Wrks}2 ă ε to Wr8s

9: Consider each column of Wr8s as a sample from m̂SAW
L,h pxq and apply the kernel density esti-

mator (S.1) to derive the density estimator f̂

S.5 ADDITIONAL DATA APPLICATION

S.5.1 Exchange Traded Funds Modeling

We provide an additional data application to further illustrate the LSAW and LSWW regression
models, aiming to demonstrate that these models can be used for the smoothing (nonparametric
regression) of multivariate distributional against a one-dimensional covariate, for which we use
calendar year in this application. Exchange Traded Funds (ETFs) are investment vehicle that
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invests assets to track a benchmark, such as a general index, sector, bonds, fixed income, etc.
Sector ETFs that track a particular industry have become popular among investors and are widely
used for hedging and statistical arbitrage. Historical data for sector ETFs can be obtained from
Yahoo finance https://finance.yahoo.com/. For each year, we model the bivariate distribution
between the weekly return of iShares Biotechnology ETF (IBB) and the weekly return of iShares
U.S. Real Estate ETF (IYR). Kernel density estimates of the data are in Figure S1.

Figure S4 displays the local Fréchet regressions for representative angles for LSWW. The vari-
ance of weekly returns for the two included sectors increased during the financial crisis of 2008-2009
and the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020, indicating increased market uncertainty during these peri-
ods. The real estate market was impacted more significantly than biotechnology, likely due to its
sensitivity to economic and financial conditions.

Reconstructed density surfaces obtained from LSWW are shown in Figure S2 while those ob-
tained from LSAW are shown in Figure S3. The sliced Wasserstein fraction of variance explained
for LSWW and LSAW models, as per (23), is 0.95 and 0.74. During periods of economic expansion
and positive investor sentiment, the biotech and real estate sectors both benefit and become posi-
tively correlated, as was the case during the housing bubble from 2002 to 2008 and the post-crisis
period from 2010 to 2018. Conversely, during times of economic uncertainty or market volatility,
correlations between sectors tend to decrease as investors shift toward safe-haven assets. This was
evident during the financial crisis of 2008-2009 and the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020. Both LSWW
and LSAW models reveal the general trends of the joint distribution and achieve satisfactory values
of the sliced Wasserstein fraction of variance explained.
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Figure S1: Kernel smoothed densities across different years for Biotechnology (IBB) and Real
Estate (IYR) ETFs.
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Figure S2: Fitted density surfaces for different years obtained by the LSWW version of sliced
Wasserstein regression with sliced Wasserstein fraction of variance explained at level 0.95 for
Biotechnology (IBB) and Real Estate (IYR) ETFs.
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Figure S3: Fitted density surfaces for different years obtained by the LSAW version of sliced
Wasserstein regression with sliced Wasserstein fraction of variance explained at level 0.74 for
Biotechnology (IBB) and Real Estate (IYR) ETFs.
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Figure S4: Fréchet regressions for LSWW between year (predictor, on the y-axis) and fitted slicing
distributions (response, on the x-axis) for various projections. The number at the top of each
panel indicates the angle of the respective projection with the x-axis (IYR) in Figure S1.

S.6 SLICING TRANSFORMS

Various slicing transforms besides the Radon transform may be of interest. One of these is the
circular Radon transform CR (Kuchment, 2006). This transform is the integral of a function f

over a sphere centered at θ P Θ, where

CRpfqpθ, uq “

∫
|z´θ|“u

fpzqdσpzq, θ P Θ.

The injectivity property of the circular Radon transform has been studied previously, especially
for the case when Θ is a unit sphere (Agranovsky and Quinto, 1996; Ehrenpreis, 2003). However,
the analytic inverse formulas for even dimensions are still unknown (Finch and Patch, 2004).

Another transform of interest is the generalized Radon transform, which extends the classic
Radon transform (Beylkin, 1984; Ehrenpreis, 2003). The generalized Radon transform GR is
defined as an integral over Iu,θ “ tz P D|χpz, θq “ uu,

GR pfq pθ, uq “

∫
χpz,θq“u

fpzqdσpzq,

where dσpzq integrates the surface area on Iu,θ and χ is a so-called defining function if it satisfies
some regularity conditions (Beylkin, 1984). The sliced Wasserstein distance has been extended to
the generalized Radon transform (Kolouri et al., 2019).
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S.7 AUXILIARY LEMMAS AND PROPOSITIONS

Lemma S1. Assume (D1) and (F1). For any vector k “ pk1, ..., kpq of p non-negative integers
with

řp
l“1 kl “ k let Dk “ Bk

Bzk1 ¨¨¨Bzkp
. It holds that Rpfqpθ, ¨q, f P F , is k´times differentiable, and

R
“

Dkf
‰

pθ, uq “ p´1q
k

˜

p
ź

l“1

θkll

¸

Bk pRpfqq

Buk
pθ, uq, (S.13)

for each θ “ pθ1, ..., θpq P Θ. Furthermore,
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

BkpRpfqq

Buk
pθ, uq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď B1p
k{2

ă 8,

for each θ P Θ where the constant B1 does not depend on f or θ.

Proof. Assumptions (D1) and (F1) imply f has bounded support and continuous partial derivatives
of order k, and formula (S.13) follows from Proposition 6.1.3 in Epstein (2007). For each θ “

pθ1, ..., θpq P Θ,
řp
j“1 θ

2
j “ 1,

max
j“1,..,p

|θj| ě p´1{2.

Let jpθq “ argmaxj“1,¨¨¨ ,p |θj|. Taking kpθq “ p0, ..., 0, k, 0, ..., 0q with all components equal to 0

except the jpθq-th as k, so that
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

˜

p
ź

l“1

θkll

¸
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

˜

p
ź

l“1

|θl|
kl

¸

ě p´k{2.

Since
∥∥Dkpθqf

∥∥
8

ď B1 for a constant B1 from (F1), it follows from the definition of the Radon
transform that

∥∥R “

Dkpθqf
‰

pθ, uq
∥∥

8
ď B1. Hence,∣∣∣∣Bk pRpfqq

Buk
pθ, uq

∣∣∣∣ ď B1p
k{2.

Lemma S2. Suppose h1, h2 are three times continuously differentiable on [0,1] with
maxt}h

p3q

1 psq}8, }h
p3q

2 psq}8u ď B0 where B0 is a constant, then

|h1
1psq ´ h1

2psq| ď CpB0qd
4{7
2 ph1, h2q, @z P r0, 1s.

Proof. Consider a kernel function Kp¨q that is a symmetric probability density function with
compact support on [-1,1] and a bounded derivative K1. Furthermore, assume K satisfies that
σ2pKq “

∫
u2Kpuqdu ă 8 and σ3pKq “

∫
|u|3Kpuqdu ă 8. From Lemma 1 in Chen et al. (2020),
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arbitrarily fix s P p0, 1q, and assume for the bandwidth a that a ď mints, 1 ´ su. As a Ñ 0,∫ 1

0

a´1h1puqK
´s ´ u

a

¯

du “ h1psq `
1

2
a2σ2

pKqh
p2q

1 psq ` R11paq, (S.14)∫ 1

0

a´2h1puqK1
´s ´ u

a

¯

du “ h1
1psq `

1

2
a2σ2

pKqh
p3q

1 psq ` R12paq. (S.15)

Expanding h1puq,

h1puq “ h1psq ` h1
1psqpu ´ sq ` h

p2q

1 psqpu ´ sq2{2 `

∫ u

s

h
p3q

1 ptqpu ´ tq2

3!
dt.

Combining the expansion of h1puq with (S.14) and (S.15), the remainder terms R11paq, R12paq can
be bounded as follows

|R11paq| “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

∫ 1

0

a´1K
´s ´ u

a

¯

∫ u

s

h
p3q

1 ptqpu ´ tq2

3!
dtdu

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

À B0a
3,

R12paq “

∫ 1

0

a´2K1
´s ´ u

a

¯

∫ u

s

h
p3q

1 ptqpu ´ tq2

3!
dtdu

´

∫ 1

0

a´1K
´s ´ u

a

¯ h
p3q

1 psqpu ´ sq2

3!
du À B0a

2.

Similarly for h2puq, we have∫ 1

0

a´2h2puqK1
´s ´ u

a

¯

du “ h1
2psq `

1

2
a2σ2

pKqh
p3q

2 psq ` R22paq.

Then

|h1
1psq ´ h1

2psq| ď a´2

∫ 1

0

|h1puq ´ h2puq|K1
´s ´ u

a

¯

du `
1

2
a2σ2

pKq|h
p3q

1 puq ´ h
p3q

2 puq|

` |R12paq ´ R22paq|

ď a´3{2d2ph1, h2q

ˆ∫
pK1

puqq
2
du

˙1{2

` B0a
2σ2

pKq ` |R12paq ` R22paq|

À C1pB0q
`

a´3{2d2ph1, h2q
˘

` C2pB0qa
2,

for constants C1pB0q, C2pB0q which only depend on B0. By choosing a „ d
2{7
2 ph1, h2q,

|h1
1psq ´ h1

2psq| ď CpB0qd
4{7
2 ph1, h2q.
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Lemma S3. If D is compact, the univariate Wasserstein distance is bounded by the L2 distance
of the corresponding densities

dW pν1, ν2q À d2 pφpν1q, φpν2qq , ν1, ν2 P G . (S.16)

Proof. From Theorem 4 in Gibbs and Su (2002),

dW pν1, ν2q ď diampDqdTV pν1, ν2q, ν1, ν2 P G ,

where diampDq “ suptdpz1, z2q : z1, z2 P Du and dTV pν1, ν2q represents the total variation distance
dTV “ supSĂD |ν1pSq ´ ν2pSq|. Note that when ν1 and ν2 have densities φpν1q and φpν2q, it follows
that

dTV pν1, ν2q “
1

2

∫
D

|φpν1qpuq ´ φpν2qpuq|du ď
1

2

a

diampDqd2pφpν1q, φpν2qq.

If D is a compact set, diampDq is bounded. We conclude that

dW pν1, ν2q À d2pφpν1q, φpν2qq. (S.17)

Proposition S6. Assume (T0) and (T2), for mSAW
G as per (16) and MSWW

G as per (18),

mSAW
G pxq “ rψ´1

«

argmin
γPΓΘX rψpF q

MSWW
G pγ, xq

ff

.

Similarly, for mSAW
L,h as per (S.5) and MSWW

L,h as per (S.6),

mSAW
L,h pxq “ rψ´1

«

argmin
γPΓΘX rψpF q

MSWW
L,h pγ, xq

ff

.

Proof. The change of variable γ “ rψpωq P rψpF q, ω P F is a bijection because of the injectivity of
the transform rψ. Hence,

mSAW
G pxq “ argmin

ωPF
E
“

sGpX, xqd2SW pµ, ωq
‰

“ argmin
ωPF

E
”

sGpX, xqd2DW p rψpµq, rψpωqq

ı

“ rψ´1

˜

argmin
γPΓΘ

Ş

rψpF q

E
”

sGpX, xqd2DW p rψpµq, γq

ı

¸

“ rψ´1

«

argmin
γPΓΘ

Ş

rψpF q

MSWW
G pω, xq

ff

.
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Similarly,

mSAW
L,h pxq “ rψ´1

«

argmin
γPΓΘX rψpF q

MSWW
L,h pγ, xq

ff

.

S.8 PROOFS

S.8.1 Proof of Proposition S1

Proof. Denoting by Ñi the number of observations made for fi,Di|Dϵ that fall within the domain
Dϵ, it is clear that each Ñi follows a binomial distribution Bppi, Niq, where pi “

∫
Dϵ
fi,Di|Dϵpzqdz ě

M´1
0 |Dϵ| according to (F11). From (P1), there exists a constant c ą 0, such that min1ďiďnNi ě

cn1`p{4. Let c̃ “ c ¨ |Dϵ|{p2M0q. Hoeffding’s inequality (Hoeffding, 1994) implies that for any
ρ ď Nipi,

P
´

Ñi ď ρ
¯

ď exp

˜

´2Ni

ˆ

pi ´
ρ

Ni

˙2
¸

.

Whence,

P

ˆ

min
1ďiďn

Ñi ą c̃n1`p{4

˙

“

n
ź

i“1

P
´

Ñi ą c̃n1`p{4
¯

“

n
ź

i“1

´

1 ´ P
´

Ñi ď c̃n1`p{4
¯¯

ě

n
ź

i“1

´

1 ´ e´2Nippi´|Dϵ|{p2M0qq
2
¯

.

Denote m̃i “ pi ´ |Dϵ|{p2M0q ě |Dϵ|{p2M0q ą 0, then

P

ˆ

min
1ďiďn

Ñi ą c̃n1`p{4

˙

ě

´

1 ´ e´2Nim̃
2
i

¯n

ě

´

1 ´ e´2cm̃2
in

1`p{4
¯n

“ e
n log

ˆ

1´e´2cm̃2
i n

1`p{4
˙

Ñ 1 as n Ñ 8.
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S.8.2 Proof of Proposition 2

Proof. First, we show that if assumptions (D1), (F1) are satisfied, RpFq satisfies assumptions
(D2) and (G1). It is clear that Rpfq ě 0 and

∫
u
Rpfqpθ, uqdu “ 1, where we denote Rpfqpθ, uq as

Rpfqpθqpuq for simplicity. The validity of (D2) follows from (D1) and the definition of the Radon
transform. Furthermore, (G1) holds based on (D1), (F1) and the implications of Lemma S1. Next,
we prove that (T0) and (T1) are satisfied. The injectivity of the Radon transform is evident from
the definition. Hence, (T0) is satisfied. Since D is compact, there exists a constant C such that
∥D∥

8
ď C. Computing the L2-distance between Rpf1q and Rpf2q for fixed θ P Θ,∫

R
|Rpf1qpθ, uq ´ Rpf2qpθ, uq|2du

“

∫ C

´C

˜∫ C

´C

¨ ¨ ¨

∫ C

´C

˜

pf1 ´ f2q

˜

uθ `

p´1
ÿ

j“1

sjej

¸¸

ds1 ¨ ¨ ¨ dsp

¸2

du

ď p2Cq
p´1

∫ C

´C

¨ ¨ ¨

∫ C

´C

˜

pf1 ´ f2q

˜

uθ `

p´1
ÿ

j“1

sjej

¸¸2

ds1 ¨ ¨ ¨ dspdu

ď p2Cq
p´1d22pf1, f2q.

The first inequality follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Thus, (T1) holds as well. As-
sumptions (T2) and (T3) naturally follow as a corollary from Theorem 1.

S.8.3 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof. Set ĘRpfqpθ, rq “ J1pRpfqpθqqprq, r P R and ∆̌τ,1 “ f ´ Řτ pRpfqq. Then we have

∆̌τ,1 “
1

2p2πqp

∫
Θ

∫
|r|ąτ

ĘRpfqpθ, rqeirxθ,zy
|r|p´1drdθ.

Since Rpfqpθqp¨q has uniform bounded k-derivative for each θ P Θ from (G1), it follows from
Proposition 4.2.1 in Epstein (2007) that

|ĘRpfqpθ, rq| ď M3|r|´k,

where M3 is a constant such that }Rpfqpθqp¨q}8 ď M3. Therefore, we get

∥∥∆̌τ,1

∥∥
8

ď
1

2p2πqp

∫
Θ

∫
|r|ąτ

∣∣ĘRpfqpθ, rq
∣∣|r|p´1drdθ

ď
M3

2p2πqp

∫
Θ

dθ

∫
|r|ąτ

|r|p´k´1dr

“ O
`

τ´pk´pq
˘

,
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where we note that k ě p ` 1 from (F3). Since
∫
D
fpzqdz “ 1 ą 0 and }f}8 ď M0 from (F1), we

obtain }∆τ,1}8 “ O
`

τ´pk´pq
˘

.
Next, set λf “ Rpfq, λ˚

f “ ĆRpfq P ΛΘ and ∆̌τ,2 “ Ř´1
τ pλf q ´ Ř´1

τ pλ˚
f q,. This yields

∥∥∆̌τ,2

∥∥
8

“
1

2p2πqp

∫
Θ

∫
|r|ďτ

pĎλf pθ, rq ´ Ďλ˚
f pθ, rqq|r|p´1eirxθ,zydrdθ

ď
τ p´1

2p2πqp

∫
Θ

∫
|r|ďτ

∣∣Ďλf pθ, rq ´ Ďλ˚
f pθ, rq

∣∣drdθ
ď

τ p´1

2p2πqp

∫
Θ

∫
|r|ďτ

∫
R

|λf pθ, uq ´ λ˚
f pθ, uq|dudrdθ

À
τ p

2p2πqp
d2pλf , λ

˚
f q.

The last inequality follows from the bounded support of ΛΘ and F . Note that }Řτ pRpfqq ´f}8 “

O
`

τ´pk´pq
˘

as τ Ñ 8. The boundedness of ∆τ,2 follows from the fact
∫
D
fpzqdz “ 1 and the

condition that d2pλ˚
f , λf q Ñ 0, whence

∥∆τ,2∥8
“ O

`

τ pd2pλf , λ
˚
f q
˘

“ O
´

τ pd2

´

Rpfq, ĆRpfq

¯¯

.

S.8.4 Proof of Proposition 3

This proof follows a similar approach as Proposition 1 of Kolouri et al. (2019), but we present
it for a more generalized version of the slicing transform as follows. If µ1 “ µ2, µ1, µ2 P F , the
slice-averaged Wasserstein distance satisfies dSW pµ1, µ2q “ 0. The non-negativity and symmetry
properties of the slice-averaged Wasserstein distance are direct consequences of the Wasserstein
distance being a metric. We next consider the triangle inequality. For any µ1, µ2, µ3 P F ,

dSW pµ1, µ3q “

ˆ∫
Θ

d2W pG´1
´

rψpµ1qpθq

¯

, G´1
´

rψpµ3qpθq

¯

q

˙1{2

ď

ˆ∫
Θ

d2W pG´1
´

rψpµ1qpθq

¯

, G´1
´

rψpµ2qpθq

¯

q

˙1{2

`

ˆ∫
Θ

d2W pG´1
´

rψpµ2qpθq

¯

, G´1
´

rψpµ3qpθq

¯

q

˙1{2

“ dSW pµ1, µ2q ` dSW pµ2, µ3q

The last inequality is obtained using the Minkowski inequality. We have thus established that the
slice-averaged Wasserstein distance satisfies non-negativity, symmetry and the triangle inequality,
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hence it is a pseudo-metric. If dSW pµ1, µ2q “ 0,

dW

´

G´1
´

rψpµ1qpθq

¯

, G´1
´

rψpµ2qpθq

¯¯

“ 0, for almost all θ P Θ.

Equivalently, considering that the Wasserstein distance is a metric, we have rψpµ1q “ rψpµ2q. There-
fore, the slice-averaged Wasserstein distance is a distance if and only if rψpµ1q “ rψpµ2q implies
µ1 “ µ2, which is equivalent to the injectivity of rψ. Note that rψ is induced from ψ, and since φ
and ϱ are bijective, the injectivity of rψ is equivalent to (T0).

S.8.5 Proof of Proposition 4 and Proposition S4

Proof. For any γ1, γ2 P ΓΘ,

d2DW pγ1, γ2q “

∫
Θ

d2W pG´1
pγ1pθqq , G´1

pγ2pθqqqdθ

À

∫
Θ

d22pϱpγ1qpθq, ϱpγ2qpθqqdθ,

À

∫
Θ

d28pϱpγ1qpθq, ϱpγ2qpθqqdθ.

The first inequality comes from the distance relationship discussed in Lemma S3. Following the
boundedness condition in (D1) and (G1), dDW pγ1, γ2q is bounded from above. Therefore,

E
”

sGpX, xqd2DW p rψpµq, γq

ı

“

∫
X,µ

sGpX, xq

∫
Θ

d2W

´

G´1
´

rψpµqpθq

¯

, G´1
pγpθqq

¯

dθdF pX,µq

“

∫
Θ

∫
X,µ

sGpX, xqd2W

´

G´1
´

rψpµqpθq

¯

, G´1
pγpθqq

¯

dF pX,µqdθ

“

∫
Θ

E
”

sGpX, xqd2W

´

G´1
´

rψpµqpθq

¯

, G´1
pγpθqq

¯ı

dθ.

Since sGpX, xq ą 0, the second equation follows from the Fubini theorem. The last equation
indicates that finding the minimum in E

”

sGpX, xqd2DW p rψpµq, γq

ı

is equivalent to finding the min-

imum in E
”

sGpX, xqd2W

´

G´1
´

rψpµqpθq

¯

, G´1 pγpθqq

¯ı

for almost all θ P Θ. The result for the
local slice-wise Wasserstein regression can be derived analogously.
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S.8.6 Proof of Proposition S2 and Proposition S3

Proof. Set z “ pz1, ..., zpq
T P D Ă Dϵ, t “ pt1, ..., tpq

T P Dϵ and the density fDf
on domain Dϵ as

fDϵ “ fDf
1Dϵ . We can express the expected value as follows

E
“

f̌pzq
ˇ

ˇf
‰

“
1

bp

∫
Dϵ

κ

ˆ

z ´ t

b

˙

fDϵptqdt, z P D. (S.18)

Expanding the multivariate density function fDϵptq yields

fDϵptq “ fDϵpzq `

p
ÿ

s“1

BfDϵpzq

Bzs
pts ´ zsq `

p
ÿ

s1“1

p
ÿ

s2“1

Bf 2
Dϵ

pz˚q

Bzs1zs2
pts1 ´ zs1qpts2 ´ zs2q{2, t P Dϵ,

where z˚ “ z ` αpt ´ zq P Dϵ for a α P p0, 1q. With (S.18),

E
“

f̌pzq
ˇ

ˇf
‰

“ fDϵpzq `
1

2bp

p
ÿ

s“1

∫
Dϵ

B2fDϵpz
˚q

Bz2s
κ

ˆ

z ´ t

b

˙

pzs ´ tsq
2dt, z P D.

Here we use the symmetry property (K1) of the kernel function. From (F11), there exists a constant
M3 that does not depend on the function fDϵ such that the partial derivative |B2fDϵpz

˚q{Bz2s | is
uniformly bounded by M3 for s “ 1, ..., p. Then

sup
zPD

sup
fPF

ˇ

ˇE
“

f̌pzq
ˇ

ˇf
‰

´ fDϵpzq1D
ˇ

ˇ “ Opb2q. (S.19)

Next, we establish the boundedness of the variance of f̌pzq,

Var
`

f̌pzq
ˇ

ˇf
˘

“
1

N
Var

ˆ

κ

ˆ

z ´ Zj
b

˙

b´p

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

f

˙

ď
1

N

∫
Dϵ

κ

ˆ

z ´ t

b

˙2

b´2pfDϵptqdt

ď
M0

N

∫
Dϵ

κ

ˆ

z ´ t

b

˙2

b´2pdt,

where M0 from assumption (F1) is a constant that does not depend on the density function fDϵ .
From (K2),

sup
zPD

sup
fPF

Var
`

f̌pzq
ˇ

ˇf
˘

“ O

ˆ

1

Nbp

˙

.

Combining the above results, we obtain

sup
fPF

E
´

d2
`

f̌ , fDϵ1D
˘2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
f
¯

“ O

ˆ

1

Nbp
` b4

˙

.
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Choosing b „ N´ 1
p`4 leads to

sup
fPF

E
´

d2
`

f̌ , fDϵ1D
˘2
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
f
¯

“ O
`

N´4{p4`pq
˘

.

For a fixed f P F and the corresponding fDϵ , by (S.19) and Proposition 9 in Rinaldo and Wasserman
(2010),

sup
fPF

d8

`

f̌ , fDϵ1D
˘

“ Opb2q ` Op

˜

c

logN

Nbp

¸

“ Opp
a

logNN´ 2
p`4 q.

The error of uniform bound can be decomposed into a deterministic term Erf̌pzqs ´ fDϵpzq and a
probabilistic term f̌ ´Erf̌pzqs. The first part depends on smoothness properties of fDϵ only while
the second part is characterized via empirical process techniques (Rinaldo and Wasserman, 2010;
Jiang, 2017; Chen, 2017).

Note that the truncated density on domain D is presented as fpzq “ fDϵpzq{
∫
D
fDϵpuqdu, z P D.

We can then provide the convergence result for the truncated density f̂ . Note that when N is
large enough we have, ∫

D

fDϵpuqdu ě
|D|

M0

,

∫
D

f̌puqdu ě
|D|

2M0

.

Whence,

d2

´

f̂ , f
¯

ď d2

˜

f̌pzq∫
D
f̌puqdu

,
fDϵpzq1D∫
D
f̌puqdu

¸

` d2

˜

fDϵpzq1D∫
D
f̌puqdu

,
fDϵpzq1D∫
D
fDϵpuqdu

¸

ď
2M0

|D|
d2pf̌ , fDϵ1Dq `

2M3
0

|D|3{2
d2pf̌ , fDϵ1Dq.

Similarly, we have

d8

´

f̂ , f
¯

ď
2M0

|D|
d8pf̌ , fDϵ1Dq `

2M3
0

|D|
d8pf̌ , fDϵ1Dq.

It follows that when choosing b „ N´ 1
p`4

sup
fPF

E

„

d2

´

f̂ , f
¯2
ȷ

“ O
`

N´4{p4`pq
˘

,

sup
fPF

d8

´

f̂ , f
¯

“ Opp
a

logNN´ 2
p`4 q.
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S.8.7 Proof of Theorem 2

Proof. The proof proceeds in two steps.
Step 1. We first prove dSW

`

mSAW
G pxq, m̌SAW

G pxq
˘

“ Op

`

n´1{2
˘

and establish the following
three properties for the SAW estimator m̌SAW

G pxq.
(R1): The objects mSAW

G pxq and m̌SAW
G pxq exist and are unique, the latter almost surely, and,

for any ϵ ą 0,

inf
dSW pmSAW

G pxq,ωqąϵ
MSAW

G pω, xq ą MSAW
G

`

mSAW
G pxq, x

˘

.

(R2): Let Bδ

“

mSAW
G pxq

‰

be the δ-ball in F centered at mSAW
G pxq and Npϵ,F , dSW q its covering

number using balls of size ϵ. Then∫ 1

0

`

1 ` logN
␣

δϵ, Bδ

“

mSAW
G pxq

‰

, dSW
(˘1{2

dϵ “ Op1q as δ Ñ 0.

(R3) There exists η0 ą 0, β0 ą 0, possibly depending on x, such that

inf
dSW pmSAW

G pxq,ωqăη0

!

MSAW
G pω, xq ´ MSAW

G

`

mSAW
G pxq, x

˘

´ β0dSW
`

mSAW
G pxq, ω

˘2
)

ě 0.

Proof of (R2): We note that d2W pν1, ν2q “ Opd2pφpν1q, φpν2qqq from Lemma S3, whence

dSW pµ1, µ2q “

ˆ∫
Θ

d2W pG´1
´

rψpµ1qpθq

¯

, G´1
´

rψpµ2qpθq

¯

qdθ

˙1{2

À

ˆ∫
Θ

d22pψ ˝ φpµ1qpθq, ψ ˝ φpµ2qpθqqdθ

˙1{2

À d2pφpµ1q, φpµ2qq, (S.20)

where the last inequality follows from (T1) and the compactness of Θ. Using Theorem 2.7.1 of
Vaart and Wellner (1996), there exists a constant A1 depending only on k and p such that

logNpϵ,F , }}8q ď A1ϵ
´p{k,

for every ϵ ą 0 and k ą p{2 from (F2). Note that dSW pµ1, µ2q “ Opd2pφpµ1q, φpµ2qqq “

Opd8pφpµ1q, φpµ2qq and from the boundedness of the support set D, we have BA2ϵpµ, }}8q Ă

Bϵpµ, dSW q for some constant A2. Thus, we have Npϵ,F , dSW q ď A3Npϵ,F , }}8q. For k̃ “ p{k ă 2
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it follows that∫ 1

0

b

1 ` logNtδϵ, BδrmSAW
G pxqs, dSW udϵ ă

∫ 1

0

a

1 ` logNtδϵ,F , dSW udϵ

ď

∫ 1

0

a

1 ` A3A1ϵ´p{kdϵ (S.21)

À

∫ 1

0

ϵ´k̃{2
ă 8. (S.22)

Proof of (R1) and (R3): We define the Hilbert space H as the set of all functions

H :“ tς P H : Θ ˆ r0, 1s Ñ R,
∫
Θ

∫
r0,1s

ς2pθ, sqdsdθ ă 8u

with the inner product

xς1, ς2y “

∫
Θ

∫
r0,1s

ς1pθ, sqς2pθ, sqdsdθ.

Here the integral is well defined due to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. It is easy to verify that the
space H is a vector space over the field R. The inner product satisfies the conditions of conjugate
symmetry, linearity, and positive definiteness. The compactness of the Hilbert space follows from
the fact that H consists of measurable functions that are square integrable. We define the L2

distance between two functions ς1, ς2 P H as d2pς1, ς2q “ xς1 ´ ς2, ς1 ´ ς2y. Note that the quantile
slicing space ΓΘ is a subspace of H and the distribution slicing Wasserstein metric coincides with
the L2 distance, i.e., dDW pγ1, γ2q “ d2pγ1, γ2q for γ1, γ2 P ΓΘ. Let BGpxq “ ErsGpX, xq rψpµqs, then
for any fixed ω P F ,

MSAW
G pω, xq “ ErsGpX, xqd2SW pµ, ωqs

“ ErsGpX, xqd22p
rψpµq, rψpωqqs

“ ErsGpX, xqx rψpµq ´ rψpωq, rψpµq ´ rψpωqys

“ ErsGpX, xqx rψpµq ´ BGpxq, rψpµq ´ BGpxqys

` ErsGpX, xqxBGpxq ´ rψpωq, BGpxq ´ rψpωqys

` 2ErsGpX, xqx rψpµq ´ BGpxq, BGpxq ´ rψpωqys

“ ErsGpX, xqd22p
rψpµq, BGpxqqs ` ErsGpX, xqd22pBGpxq, rψpωqqs

“ ErsGpX, xqd22p
rψpµq, BGpxqqs ` d22pBGpxq, rψpωqq,

where the last equation follows from the fact that ErsGpX, xqs “ 1. Thus,

mSAW
G pxq “ argmin

ωPF
d22pBGpxq, rψpωqq.
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Using n´1
řn
i“1 siGpxq “ 1, one can similarly show that

m̌SAW
G pxq “ argmin

ωPF
d22pB̌Gpxq, rψpωqq, (S.23)

where B̌Gpxq “ n´1
řn
i“1 siGpxq rψpµiq. From the convexity and closedness of space rψpF q, the

minimizers mSAW
G pxq and m̌SAW

G pxq exist and are unique for any x P Rq, so that (R1) is satisfied.
The best approximation mSAW

G pxq P F can be characterized by (Deutsch, 2012, chap.4)

xBGpxq ´ rψpmSAW
G pxqq, rψpωq ´ rψpmSAW

G pxqqy ď 0, for all ω P F . (S.24)

Consequently, d22pBGpxq, rψpωqq ě d22pBGpxq, rψpmSAW
G pxqqq ` d22p

rψpmSAW
G pxqq, rψpωqq. Then,

MSAW
G pω, xq ě MSAW

G pmSAW
G pxq, xq ` d22p

rψpmSAW
G pxqq, rψpωqq

“ MSAW
G pmSAW

G pxq, xq ` d2SW pmSAW
G pxq, ωq,

for all ω P F . Hence, we may choose β0 “ 1.
Under Properties (R1)-(R3), it follows from Petersen and Müller (2019) that

dSW pmSAW
G pxq, m̌SAW

G pxqq “ Oppn
´1{2

q. (S.25)

Step 2. Here we show that dSW pmSAW
G pxq, m̂SAW

G pxqq “ Oppn
´1{2q. As before, φpµiq and φpµ̂iq

denote the density functions of the i-th sample distribution µi and the estimator µ̂i (see (S.1)).
From Proposition S2,

max
i“1,...,n

d2pφpµiq, φpµ̂iqq “ Op

`

N´2{p4`pq
˘

,

and the derivation of (S.20) implies

d2p rψpµiq, rψpµ̂iqq “ dSW pµi, µ̂iq À d2 pφpµiq, φpµ̂iqq .

Consequently,

max
i“1,...,n

d2p rψpµiq, rψpµ̂iqq “ Op

`

N´2{p4`pq
˘

.

Setting B̂Gpxq “ n´1
řn
i“1 siGpxq rψpµ̂iq and noting that n´1

řn
i“1 siGpxq “ 1,

d2pB̌Gpxq, B̂Gpxqq “ Op

`

N´2{p4`pq
˘

.

Similarly from the derivation of (S.23), we have

m̂SAW
G pxq “ argmin

ωPF
d2pB̂Gpxq, rψpωqq.
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By Theorem 5.3 of Deutsch (2012), considering the closeness and convexity of rψpFq, we obtain

d2p rψpm̌SAW
G pxqq, rψpm̂SAW

G pxqqq “ Op

`

N´2{p4`pq
˘

,

whence

dSW
`

m̌SAW
G pxq, m̂SAW

G pxq
˘

“ Op

`

N´2{p4`pq
˘

. (S.26)

From (S.25) and assumption (P1), we conclude that

dSW pmSAW
G pxq, m̂SAW

G pxqq “ Oppn
´1{2

q.

Uniform convergence results require stronger versions of these properties provided by (R4)-(R6)
as stated below. Let } ¨ }E be the Euclidean norm on Rq and B ą 0 a constant.

(R4) Almost surely, for all }x}E ď B, the objects mSAW
G pxq and m̌SAW

G pxq exist and are unique.
Additionally, for any ϵ ą 0,

inf
}x}EďB

inf
dSW pmSAW

G pxq,ωqąϵ

␣

MSAW
G pω, xq ´ MSAW

G

“

mSAW
G pxq, x

‰(

ą 0

and there exists ζ “ ζpϵq ą 0 such that

pr

˜

inf
}x}EďB

inf
dSW rm̌SAW

G pxq,ωsąϵ

␣

M̌SAW
G pω, xq ´ M̌SAW

G

“

m̌SAW
G pxq, x

‰(

ě ζ

¸

Ñ 1.

(R5) With Bδrm
SAW
G pxqs and N

␣

ϵ, Bδ

“

mSAW
G pxq

‰

, dSW
(

as in condition (R2),∫ 1

0

sup
}x}EďB

`

1 ` logN
␣

δϵ, Bδ

“

mSAW
G pxq

‰

, dSW
(˘1{2

dϵ “ Op1q as δ Ñ 0.

(R6) There exist τ0 ą 0, C0 ą 0, possibly depending on B, such that

inf
}x}EďB,

dSW pmSAW
G pxq,ωqăτ0

!

MSAW
G pω, xq ´ MG

“

mSAW
G pxq, x

‰

´ C0dSW
“

mSAW
G pxq, ω

‰2
)

ě 0.

The derivation of (R1) and (R3) lead to (R4) and (R6) with C0 “ 1. From equation (S.21), we
find that (R5) is satisfied. From Theorem 2 of Petersen and Müller (2019), we conclude that

sup
}x}EďB

dSW
`

mSAW
G pxq, m̌SAW

G pxq
˘

“ Op

`

n´1{p2`ϵq
˘

.
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Note that formula (S.26) is uniform for }x} ď B, leading to

sup
}x}EďB

dSW
`

mSAW
G pxq, m̂SAW

G pxq
˘

“ Op

`

n´1{p2`ϵq
˘

.

S.8.8 Proof of Theorem S2

Proof. We first show that

dSW
`

mSAW
pxq,mSAW

L,h pxq
˘

“ O
`

h2
˘

, (S.27)

dSW
`

mSAW
L,h pxq, m̌SAW

L,h pxq
˘

“ Op

´

pnhq
´1{2

¯

. (S.28)

We establish the following three properties for the SAW estimator m̌SAW
L,h pxq.

(U1) The minimizers mSAW pxq,mSAW
L,h pxq and m̌SAW

L,h pxq exist and are unique, the last almost
surely. Additionally, for any ϵ ą 0,

inf
dSW pmSAW pxq,ωqąϵ

tMSAW
pω, xq ´ MSAW

rmSAW
pxq, xsu ą 0,

lim inf
hÑ0

inf
dSW pmSAW

L,h pxq,ωqąϵ

␣

MSAW
L,h pω, xq ´ MSAW

L,h

“

mSAW
L,h pxq, x

‰(

ą 0.

(U2) Let Bδrm
SAW pxqs be the ball of radius δ centered at mSAW pxq with covering number

N
␣

δϵ, Bδrm
SAW pxqs, dSW

(

. Then∫ 1

0

`

1 ` logN
␣

δϵ, Bδrm
SAW

pxqs, dSW
(˘1{2

dϵ “ Op1q as δ Ñ 0.

(U3) There exists η1, η2 ą 0, β1, β2 ą 0 such that

inf
dSW pmSAW pxq,ωqăη1

!

MSAW
pω, xq ´ MSAW

rmSAW
pxq, xs ´ β1dSW

`

mSAW
pxq, ω

˘2
)

ě 0,

lim inf
hÑ0

inf
dSW pmSAW

L,h pxq,ωqăη2

␣

MSAW
L,h pω, xq ´ MSAW

L,h

“

mSAW
L,h pxq, x

‰

´β2dSW
`

mSAW
L,h pxq, ω

˘2
)

ě 0.

Proof of (U2). Similar to the derivation of (S.21), we have∫ 1

0

a

1 ` logNtδϵ, BδrmSAW pxqs, dSW udϵ ă

∫ 1

0

a

1 ` logNtδϵ,F , dSW udϵ

ď

∫ 1

0

a

1 ` A3A1ϵ´p{kdϵ ă 8.
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Proof of (U1) and (U3). For any distribution µ P F , let rψpµq P rψpF q and Bpxq “ Er rψpµq|X “

xs. Then

MSAW
pω, xq “ Erd2SW pµ, ωq|X “ xs

“ Erd22p rψpµq, rψpωqq|X “ xs

“ Erd22p rψpµq, Bpxqq|X “ xs ` Erd22pBpxq, rψpωqq|X “ xs

“ MSAW
rBpxq, xs ` d22

´

Bpxq, rψpωq

¯

for all ω P F , whence

mSAW
pxq “ argmin

ωPF
d22

´

Bpxq, rψpωq

¯

.

Set BL,hpxq “ E
”

sLpX, x, hq rψpµq

ı

, B̌L,hpxq “ n´1
řn
i“1 siL,hpxq rψpµiq. Considering ErsLpx, hqs “ 1

and n´1
řn
i“1 siL,hpxq “ 1, one finds

mSAW
L,h pxq “ argmin

ωPF
d22

´

BL,hpxq, rψpωq

¯

,

m̌SAW
L,h pxq “ argmin

ωPF
d22

´

B̌L,hpxq, rψpωq

¯

.

From the convexity and closedness of space rψpF q, the minimizers mSAW pxq, mSAW
L,h pxq and

m̌SAW
L,h pxq exist uniquely for any x P R, so that (U1) is satisfied. Following the characterization of

the best approximation as per (S.24), we have

MSAW
pω, xq ě MSAW

`

mSAW
pxq, x

˘

` d2SW
`

mSAW
pxq, ω

˘

.

Similarly,

MSAW
L,h pω, xq ě MSAW

L,h

`

mSAW
L,h pxq, x

˘

` d2SW
`

mSAW
L,h pxq, ω

˘

.

Thus, (U3) is satisfied with β1 “ β2 “ 1 and η1, η2 chosen arbitrarily. Under conditions (L1)-(L2)
and (U1)-(U3), it follows from Theorem 3 and Theorem 4 in Petersen and Müller (2019) that

dSW
`

mSAW
pxq,mSAW

L,h pxq
˘

“ O
`

h2
˘

,

dSW
`

mSAW
L,h pxq, m̌SAW

L,h pxq
˘

“ Op

´

pnhq
´1{2

¯

.

Hence, we conclude that (S.27) and (S.28) are satisfied. Similarly to the derivation of (S.26), it
follows that

dSW
`

mSAW
L,h pxq, m̂SAW

L,h pxq
˘

“ Op

´

pnhq
´1{2

` N´4{p4`pq
¯

.
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From assumption (P1), we conclude that

dSW
`

mSAW
L,h pxq, m̂SAW

L,h pxq
˘

“ Op

´

pnhq
´1{2

¯

.

Next, we provide stronger versions of the assumptions and then show that the previous results
can be extended to hold uniformly over a closed interval T Ă R.

(U4) For all x P T , the minimizers mSAW pxq,mSAW
L,h pxq and m̌SAW

L,h pxq exist and are unique, the
latter almost surely. Additionally, for any ϵ ą 0,

inf
xPT

inf
dSW pmpxq,ωqąϵ

␣

MSAW
pω, xq ´ MSAW

rmSAW
pxq, xs

(

ą 0,

lim inf
hÑ0

inf
xPT

inf
dSW pmSAW

L,h pxq,ωqąϵ

␣

MSAW
L,h pω, xq ´ MSAW

L,h

“

mSAW
L,h pxq, x

‰(

ą 0,

and there exists ζ “ ζpϵq ą 0 such that

pr

˜

inf
xPT

inf
dSW pm̌SAW

L,n pxq,ωqąϵ

␣

M̌SAW
L,n pω, xq ´ M̌SAW

L,n

“

m̌SAW
L,n pxq, x

‰(

ě ζ

¸

Ñ 1.

(U5) With Bδ

“

mSAW pxq
‰

and N
␣

δϵ, Bδrm
SAW pxqs, dSW

(

as in condition (R5),∫ 1

0

sup
xPT

`

1 ` logN
␣

δϵ, Bδrm
SAW

pxqs, dSW
(˘1{2

dϵ “ Op1q as δ Ñ 0.

(U6) There exists τ1, τ2 ą 0 and C1, C2 ą 0, such that

inf
xPT

inf
dSW pmSAW pxq,ωqăτ1

␣

MSAW
pω, xq ´ MSAW

rmSAW
pxq, xs ´ C1dSW pmSAW

pxq, ωq
2
(

ě 0,

lim inf
hÑ0

inf
xPT

inf
dSW pmSAW

L,h pxq,ωqăτ2

␣

MSAW
L,h pω, xq ´ MSAW

L,h

“

mSAW
L,h pxq, x

‰

´C2dSW
`

mSAW
L,h pxq, ω

˘2
)

ě 0.

The arguments provided for (U1) and (U3) lead to (U4) and (U6) with C1 “ C2 “ 1. Using
(S.21), one finds that (U5) is satisfied. With assumptions (L1)-(L2) from Theorem 1 of Chen and
Müller (2022), we may conclude that

sup
xPT

dSW
`

mSAW
pxq,mSAW

L,h pxq
˘

“ O
`

h2
˘

,

sup
xPT

dSW
`

mSAW
L,h pxq, m̌SAW

L,h pxq
˘

“ Op

´

max
!

`

nh2
˘´1{p2`ϵq

, rnh2p´ log hq
´1

s
´1{2

)¯

.
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From (S.26) which holds uniformly for x P T and assumption (P1),

sup
xPT

dSW
`

mSAW
L,h pxq, m̂SAW

L,h pxq
˘

“ Op

´

max
!

`

nh2
˘´1{p2`ϵq

,
“

nh2p´ log hq
´1
‰´1{2

)¯

.

S.8.9 Proof of Theorem 3

Proof. Let γG “ argminγPΓΘ
MSWW

G pγ, xq and γ̂G “ argminγPΓΘ
M̂SWW

G pγ, xq. Note that the space
ΓΘ is convex and bounded. Then applying the arguments used for Theorem 2 to the metric space
pΓΘ, dDW q, it follows that

d2DW pγGpxq, γ̂Gpxqq “

∫
Θ

∫
r0,1s

pγGpθqpsq ´ γ̂Gpθqpsqq
2 dsdθ “ Op

`

n´1
˘

. (S.29)

Recall that G maps a univariate distribution to the corresponding quantile function while G´1

maps a quantile function to the corresponding distribution. Let Ψ map the quantile function
to the cumulative distribution function. The arguments given in the proof of Proposition 2 in
Petersen and Müller (2016) lead to∫

Θ

∫
R

pΨ pγGpθqq puq ´ Ψ pγ̂Gpθqq puqq
2 dudθ

À

∫
Θ

∫
r0,1s

pγGpθqpsq ´ γ̂Gpθqpsqq
2 dsdθ,

where we observe that by assumption (G1) the derivatives of Ψ pγGpθqq and Ψ pγ̂Gpθqq are bounded
above and below. From Lemma S2 and the fact that φpG´1 pγGpθqqq “ BΨ pγGpθqq puq{Bu we obtain∫

Θ

}φpG´1
pγGpθqqqpuq ´ φpG´1

pγ̂Gpθqqqpuq}
2
8dθ

ď

∫
Θ

ˆ∫
R

pΨpγGpθqqpuq ´ Ψpγ̂Gpθqpuqqq
2 du

˙4{7

dθ

À

ˆ∫
Θ

∫
R

pΨpγGpθqqpuq ´ Ψpγ̂Gpθqpuqqq
2 dudθ

˙4{7

“ Oppn
´4{7

q.

Here the first inequality follows from Lemma S2 and the second inequality from Hölder’s inequality
and the compactness of Θ. By assumption (D2) the support of elements in G is uniformly bounded,
whence ∫

Θ

∫
R

`

φpG´1
pγGpθqqqpuq ´ φpG´1

pγ̂Gpθqqqpuq
˘2
dudθ “ Oppn

´4{7
q.
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Recalling the notation ϱpγGqpθq “ φpG´1pγGpθqqq and the definition of L2 distance in (2), we
conclude

d2 pϱpγGq, ϱpγ̂Gqq “ Op

`

n´2{7
˘

. (S.30)

By Theorem 1, we have

d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̂SWW

G,τ

˘

“ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´2{7
˘

.

Uniform convergence then follows similarly to the uniform convergence in Theorem 2,

sup
}x}ďB

dDW pγGpxq, γ̂Gpxqq “ Op

`

n´1{p2`ϵq
˘

,

for a given B ą 0 and any ϵ ą 0. Since this holds uniformly across x, we have

sup
}x}ďB

d8

`

mSWW
G pxq, m̂SWW

G,τ

˘

“ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´2{p7`ϵq
˘

.

S.8.10 Proof of Theorem S4

Consider the following notations

γx “ argmin
γPΓΘ

MSWW
pγ, xq,

γx,L,h “ argmin
γPΓΘ

MSWW
L,h pγ, xq,

γ̂x,L,h “ argmin
γPΓΘ

M̂SWW
L,h pγ, xq.

Note that the space ΓΘ is convex and closed. Applying the arguments in the proof of Theorem S2
to the metric space pΓΘ, dDW q, it follows that

dDW pγx,L,h, γxq “ Op

`

h2
˘

,

dDW pγx,L,h, γ̂x,L,hq “ Op

´

pnhq
´1{2

¯

.

In analogy to the derivation of (S.30), we have

d2 pϱpγx,L,hq, ϱpγxqq “ Op

`

h8{7
˘

,

d2 pϱpγx,L,hq, ϱpγ̂x,L,hqq “ Op

´

pnhq
´2{7

¯

.
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From assumption (T3), we obtain

d8

`

mSWW
pxq,mSWW

L,h,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqh8{7
˘

,

d8

`

mSWW
L,h,τ pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

´

C2pτq pnhq
´2{7

¯

.

When choosing h „ n´1{5, the resulting convergence rate is

d8

`

mSWW
pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´8{35
˘

.

Under the additional assumptions (L3)-(L4), the uniform convergence rate similarly is obtained as

sup
xPT

d8pmSWW
pxq,mSWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ O
`

C1pτq ` C2pτqh8{7
˘

,

sup
xPT

d8pmSWW
L,h,τ pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxqq “ Op

´

C2pτqmax
!

`

nh2
˘´2{p7`ϵq

,
“

nh2p´ log hq
´1
‰´2{7

)¯

,

and when taking h „ n´1{p6`ϵq,

sup
xPT

d8

`

mSWW
pxq, m̂SWW

L,h,τ pxq
˘

“ Op

`

C1pτq ` C2pτqn´4{p21`ϵq
˘

.

S.9 ADDITIONAL FIGURES
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Figure S5: Excess Winter Death Rates: Fitted density surfaces for randomly selected countries
obtained by the GSAW version of sliced Wasserstein regression with sliced Wasserstein fraction of
variance explained at level 0.28.
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Figure S6: S&P500 and VIX Index Data: Fitted density surfaces for randomly selected years
obtained by the GSAW version of sliced Wasserstein regression with sliced Wasserstein fraction of
variance explained at level 0.13.
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Figure S7: S&P500 and VIX Index data: Fitted density surfaces for randomly selected years
obtained by the LSWW version of sliced Wasserstein regression with sliced Wasserstein fraction
of variance explained at level 0.31.
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