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Abstract

One among several advantages of measure transport methods is that they allow for a unified
framework for processing and analysis of data distributed according to a wide class of prob-
ability measures. Within this context, we present results from computational studies aimed
at assessing the potential of measure transport techniques, specifically, the use of triangular
transport maps, as part of a workflow intended to support research in the biological sciences.
Scenarios characterized by the availability of limited amount of sample data, which are common
in domains such as radiation biology, are of particular interest. We find that when estimating
a distribution density function given limited amount of sample data, adaptive transport maps
are advantageous. In particular, statistics gathered from computing series of adaptive transport
maps, trained on a series of randomly chosen subsets of the set of available data samples, leads
to uncovering information hidden in the data. As a result, in the radiation biology application
considered here, this approach provides a tool for generating hypotheses about gene relation-
ships and their dynamics under radiation exposure.

Keywords: density estimation, computational measure transport, triangular transport maps,
gene expression data, biostatistics, statistical learning

1 Introduction

The problem of estimating a probability distribution density from samples (e.g., observations, mea-
surements, or simulation data) is ubiquitous in data science, uncertainty quantification, clustering
and classification, and probabilistic modeling and inference tasks. Moreover, it is common among
various scientific and engineering fields, including biology [38, 14, 1, 41, 5, 7, 12, 40, 43]. Often,
well-known parametric density functions (dependent on few parameters), such as the Gaussian or
Weibull density distribution functions, are adopted. While this may simplify certain tasks (e.g.,
computational ones), many of these known density distribution functions are not necessarily suitable
for characterizing data that exhibit complex features, such as (spatial and/or temporal) correlations
and non-Gaussian characteristics.
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Furthermore, in practice it is often not known beforehand which is the underlying probability
distribution density that typifies a given set of samples. Having a common density estimation
framework, that can seamlessly process Gaussian and non-Gaussian data alike, is thus clearly
advantageous. For instance, as reported in [7], accounting for differences in the distribution densities
of gene expressions can lead to improved interpretation of cancer transcriptomic data. This is just
one situation (and one can envision many) where it would be beneficial to avoid the task of having
to “hand-pick”, for each of a number of different data sets, the best underlying density among a
list of candidate (parametric or non-parametric) distribution densities. Hence, a unified density
estimation framework capable of characterizing a diverse range of properties is highly desirable. A
measure transport approach [45, 37, 36] offers this possibility.

Optimal measure transport, broadly defined, deals with the problem of minimizing the cost of
transporting one (probability) measure to another. The subject has a long history with significant
impact in many fields of mathematics, such as probability theory, optimization, and partial differ-
ential equations, among others [45, 37]. Current interest on the topic stems from its potential in
numerous areas, including density estimation, data science, machine learning, Bayesian inference,
sampling, and data assimilation [1, 42, 41, 24, 8, 39, 36, 32, 11, 40, 46, 17]. Among various measure
transport techniques under active research, we mention the use of triangular transport maps, nor-
malizing flows, gradient flows, diffusion maps, and invertible neural networks. Although differing
in the particulars, affording a unified framework for processing and analysis of data from a range
of distributions (Gaussian, non-Gaussian, uni-modal, multi-modal, etc.) is a powerful property
common to all.

In this paper we consider measure transport for density estimation from data, in particular the
use of triangular transport maps [19, 4, 24, 3], envisioning its potential within a computational
workflow for tasks associated with biological applications. Contributions of this paper are sum-
marized in Section 1.1 below. As described briefly next and in more detail in Sections 3 and 4,
adoption of a measure transport framework for density estimation (given data samples) provides
several advantages. We have already mentioned that it avoids the need to “hand-pick” among a
list of candidate densities and that it can be used, seamlessly, for Gaussian and non-Gaussian data
alike. In addition:

• It yields an explicit formula for the unknown probability distribution density we wish to
estimate. As will be described in Sections 3 and 4, once a suitable transport map is computed,
or learned, evaluation of the unknown density at a given sample is simply done via said
formula. (This will be defined precisely in Section 3, equation (7); see also equations (2)–(3)
below.)

• Generative modeling capabilities are enabled in the unknown probability space because, via
the learned transport map, one can transport samples from a known probability measure to
the unknown probability measure of interest.

• If new samples from the unknown measure become available, data assimilation is facilitated
without the need to learn (or re-train) from scratch the density estimation model (which,
within the present context, is the transport map).

Moreover, some techniques, such as the adoption of triangular transport maps, allow one to infer
information regarding the dependence structure among random variables in the unknown proba-
bility space. We make use of this property in one methodology we propose and develop, which is
briefly described further below in Section 1.1 and discussed in detail in Section 5.2.2.

The mathematical foundations of measure transport, as they relate to the problem of density
estimation we are concerned with, will be discussed in Sections 3 and 4. Here we introduce the
setting, in a nutshell. Let Y = (Y1,Y2, . . . ,Ym) ∈ Rm be a vector of m random variables jointly
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distributed according to an unknown probability measure νψ defined on the σ-algebra B(Rm) of
Borel sets of Rm and absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Let ψ denote
the (unknown) distribution density function of νψ. It is the unknown measure νψ and its density
ψ that we wish to estimate. We thus refer to νψ and ψ, respectively, as the target measure and
target density. Under the assumption that νψ is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure,1 one may identify νψ with its probability density ψ. In other words, we have∫

B
νψ(dy) =

∫
B
ψ(y) dy , (1)

for every B ∈ B(Rm). Say we are given a set Y = {y ∈ Rm : y ∼ νψ} of samples y ∈ Rm, which
are values assumed by the random vector Y = (Yj)mj=1. The general problem is to estimate the
unknown target measure νψ, given the set of samples Y . By (1), to estimate the unknown target
measure νψ, it thus suffices to estimate its unknown probability density function ψ.

Now, to estimate the unknown target probability density function ψ using a measure transport
approach, let X = (X1,X2, . . . ,Xm) ∈ Rm be a vector of m random variables jointly distributed
according to a known probability measure νρ on B(Rm) (assumed to be absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure). Call νρ the reference measure and let ρ represent the (known)
probability density function of νρ. As will be discussed in Sections 3 and 4, for practical purposes
the reference measure νρ should be chosen so that both evaluating its density ρ and drawing samples
from νρ can be done efficiently. A common candidate for the reference measure is the m-variate
standard normal (i.e., Gaussian) measure N (0, I), and that is our choice in the present work.

The central problem then becomes to compute, or learn, an invertible map T :Rm→Rm that
“couples” the measures νρ and νψ, where the meaning of the term “couples” will be made precise,
mathematically, in Section 3 (equation (5)). Here is suffices to note that the map T and its inverse
T−1 transport samples between νρ and νψ. That is, T maps any given sample x from νρ to a
sample y = T (x) from νψ and, conversely, T−1 maps any given sample y from νψ to a sample
x = T−1(y) from νρ. Furthermore, the measure transport framework yields explicit formulas for
the densities (more on this in Section 3, equations (6)–(7); also (2)–(3) below). These fundamental
concepts are illustrated pictorially in Figure 1 and expanded upon in Section 3. Details regarding
the mathematical representation and numerical computation of transport maps will be provided in
Section 4 as well as in Appendix A.

As will be discussed in Section 3, within the measure transport framework the unknown target
density ψ of interest to us is given explicitly by the formula

ψ(y) = ρ(T−1(y)) det(JT−1(y)) , (2)

where JT−1 is the Jacobian matrix of T−1 and ρ is the chosen, known reference density function.
In particular, when the reference measure νρ is chosen to be the m-variate standard normal (i.e.,

Gaussian) measureN (0, I) with density ρ(x) = (2π)−m/2 e−||x||2/2, where ||·|| denotes the Euclidean
norm on Rm, formula (2) for the target density ψ becomes

ψ(y) = (2π)−m/2 e−||T−1(y)||2 / 2 det(JT−1(y)) . (3)

Hence, once the transport map T is learned, given a (new) sample y, the value ψ(y) of the target
density is thus obtained via equation (2), since all terms on the right-hand-side of (2) are known

1As will be discussed in Section 3, we consider only measures that are absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure. However, the subject of measure transport is not restricted to such. It is outside the scope of this
paper to treat other types of measures (such as discrete ones), but the reader may refer to [45, 37, 36] and references
therein for more information.
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Figure 1: The map T :R3→R3 transports samples from νρ, a three-variate standard normal (i.e., Gaussian)

measure N (0, I) with density ρ(x) = (2π)−3/2 e−||x||2/2, to samples from νψ, a three-variate measure, with
multi-modal density ψ. The density ρ is the pullback T ♯ψ of the density ψ, and so we have ρ(x) = T ♯ψ(x) =
ψ(T (x)) det(JT (x)), where JT is the Jacobian matrix of T . Conversely, the map T−1 transports samples from
νψ to samples from νρ. The density ψ is the pullback (T−1)♯ρ of the density ρ, and so ψ(y) = (T−1)♯ρ(y) =
ρ(T−1(y)) det(JT−1(y)). Contour plots of the corresponding one- and two-dimensional marginal distribution
densities also are shown.

and computable. In addition, as previously noted, a sample x drawn from the (known) reference
measure νρ yields a sample y = T (x) from the (unknown) target measure νψ. If the reference
measure νρ is purposefully chosen so that sampling from it can be done efficiently, and since one
can now transport samples from the reference to the target via the learned transport map T , samples
from the target measure νψ can be generated efficiently as well (as long as the transport map T can
be evaluated efficiently). Hence, by construction, tasks requiring probabilistic modeling, inference,
and statistical analysis in the target space are enabled via a measure transport framework.

1.1 Contributions of this Paper

As previously noted, we consider the problem of measure transport for density estimation from data,
in particular the use of triangular transport maps, envisioning its potential within a computational
workflow for tasks associated with biological applications. The context is density estimation (or
prior/posterior construction) when the number of data samples for model training is limited in
amount. More precisely, we are concerned with sizes of data sets of order O(1)–O(10) samples,
which are common in the radiation biology domain, yet pose challenges when faced with the problem
of estimating distribution densities from data (whether or not measure transport methods are
employed for the purpose). The motivation for our work will be described in Section 2, along with
the proposed computational workflow for biological research. We note, however, that the methods
we investigate and develop are not restricted to the particular application motivating our research.

We show that when estimating a probability density function given limited amount of sample
data for model training, and without any a priori assumptions about the structure of the target
probability space, adaptive transport maps [3] are advantageous. As will be explained in Section
5.2, due to the small number (O(1)–O(10)) of samples at our disposal for model training, it was
not sufficient to rely on learning a single (adaptive) transport map using the totality of samples
available for model training. However, we introduce a method whereby statistics gathered from
learning series of adaptive transport maps, trained on a series of randomly chosen subsets of the
set of available data samples, offers a viable alternative in robustly revealing the structure of the
target measure by distinguishing a statistically dominant triangular transport map with a specific
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dominant component structure. Precisely, we find that with our proposed randomized technique it
is indeed possible to infer information about the dependence structure among the random variables
in the unknown (multi-variate) target space. As a result, in the radiation biology application
considered in Section 5.2, this approach provides a tool for generating hypotheses about gene
relationships and their dynamics under radiation exposure. Details are expanded upon in Section
5.2.2 and future research directions stemming from our studies are discussed in Section 6.

The measure transport techniques we consider (and to be described in Sections 3–4) are at
present actively researched but, to the best of our knowledge, there are few studies in the literature
that have examined scenarios with the limited number of samples for model training which char-
acterizes our motivating application. The adaptive transport maps approach proposed in [3] was
shown by its authors to perform well for density estimation problems when training on data sets
of various sizes (mostly O(100) samples or larger). In particular, good performance was reported
for data sets with O(100) samples, when compared to the conditional kernel density estimation
method and the ϵ-neighborhood kernel density estimation method, using four data sets from the
UC Irvine Machine Learning Repository [18]. It is thus one of the measure transport techniques
we evaluate and build upon for our purposes.

1.2 Organization of the Paper

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the application motivating
our research. A discussion of the foundational mathematical and computational concepts from
the subject of measure transport is provided in Sections 3–4, as well as in Appendix A. The
mathematical theory is covered in Section 3, whereas Section 4 and Appendix A focus on numerical
methods and computational aspects. Section 4.2 includes generic examples (i.e., not specific to
the application motivating our work) which illustrate the measure transport framework for density
estimation, seamlessly used to process both Gaussian and non-Gaussian data sets.

In Section 5 and the accompanying Appendix B we present results from our computational
experiments, aimed at assessing the performance of select measure transport techniques for density
estimation for a gene expression data set from the radiation biology domain. Sections 5.1 and
5.2.1 focus on phenotypic classification using measure transport densities estimated from the data
set, whereas Section 5.2.2 is concerned with the problem of inferring the dependence structure
between random variables (which, within the context, are associated with genes) in the unknown
target probability space. (In other words, the problem of inferring the structure of the unknown
target measure and its marginals.) Finally, Section 6 contains a discussion of our results and future
research directions.

2 Motivating Application

The present work stems from the conception of a comprehensive computational workflow intended
to support research in the biological sciences, in particular the radiation biology domain. Within
this effort, our interest is in enabling a unified framework where probabilistic modeling, inference,
and statistical analysis can be carried out for a wide range of data distributions. As noted in
the Introduction (Section 1), measure transport offers the possibility of such unified approach.
We envision measure transport techniques comprising one component within the larger scope, as
depicted in Figure 2.

One motivating problem within the workflow from Figure 2 is that of probability distribution
density estimation for phenotypic classification problems, for example, for inferring class labels,
such as radiation exposure levels or cancer types, given sample data. Normalizing flows (one
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Figure 2: Computational workflow for probabilistic modeling, inference, and statistical analysis. To account
for availability of limited number of data samples, model training can be augmented with prior knowledge.
Such prior knowledge may come from large language models or human experts, for instance. Measure
transport techniques allow for a unified framework for density estimation and processing of data exhibiting
diverse characteristics.

kind among the various measure transport methods) have been used successfully for clustering
and classification in the cancer domain [1]. Now, when the quantity of data samples available for
model training is limited in amount, regardless of the density estimation technique adopted, prior
knowledge (associated with the particular application) may be used in conjunction with data to
estimate the class-conditional densities. In the work [5], the authors proposed incorporation of
prior knowledge from biological pathways for class-conditional density estimation as one approach
for optimal Bayesian classifier design when data availability is limited. Here we also consider the
use of prior knowledge from biological pathways, along with measure transport techniques, in the
computational experiments reported in Sections 5.1 and 5.2.1 for phenotypic classification problems,
for which we employ the classification technique described shortly below (via equation (4) and the
associated explanation). In the workflow from Figure 2, we envision prior knowledge coming from
other sources as well, such as large language models [33, 34] and human experts. This is the subject
of future work.

It is outside the scope of the present paper to cover the subject of classification itself and the
various techniques available for classifying samples into different classes. The reader is referred to
[14] for a thorough treatment of the topic of classification via probability density distribution func-
tions (kernel density classification, per the terminology from [14]), among many other classification
methods. Following [14], we summarize next the technique we employed for the classification results
reported in Sections 4.2, 5.1, and 5.2.1. The particular technique was selected because it relies on
evaluation of class-conditional densities given samples and thus fits into our proposed framework,
for which explicit formulas for the class-conditional densities would be available for evaluation (refer
to equation (2) and the associated discussion).

Assume we have K classes to infer sample membership from. Upon computing, separately
(and with any suitable density estimation method), an estimated probability density distribution
function ψk for each class k, where k = 0, . . . ,K−1, the probability Pr(C = k | Y = y) that a given
sample y belongs to class k can be obtained from the class-conditional densities {ψl}K−1

l=0 via

Pr(C = k | Y = y) =
ψ̂k ψk(y)∑K−1
l=0 ψ̂l ψl(y)

, (4)
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where {ψ̂l}K−1
l=0 ,

∑K−1
l=0 ψ̂l = 1, are estimates for the class prior probabilities. The estimates for the

class prior probabilities may be determined from the proportion of training samples, for instance,
or from other prior knowledge. In Sections 4.2, 5.1, and 5.2.1, we compare our classification results
with those obtained using a naive Bayes classifier, for which the class-conditional densities in (4)
were estimated by fitting the training data to a Gaussian distribution, and with a support vector
machine classifier, an effective classification method (not for density estimation) that constructs
hyperplanes that approximate the decision boundaries separating the different underlying classes
in order to perform classification of samples [14].

Finally, in Section 5.2.2 we discuss how, as part of the computational framework from Figure 2,
measure transport methods have the potential to address other problems, in addition to the above-
mentioned classification one. More precisely, by using the randomization technique we propose in
Section 5.2.2 to infer the dependence structure of the underlying unknown probability measure (i.e.,
dependence relations between the random variables), adaptive transport maps [3] could provide a
means for generating hypotheses regarding gene relationships for the radiation biology application
under consideration. Before getting into such details, we now continue with an overview of required
topics from measure transport theory.

3 Basics of Measure Transport

As mentioned in the Introduction (Section 1), optimal measure transport addresses the problem of
minimizing the cost of transporting one probability measure to another.2 We now give a summary
of the basic concepts, as they relate to the problem of density estimation which is of interest to us.
For a thorough treatment of the subject of measure transport, the reader may refer to [45, 37, 19, 4]
(theory), [24, 36, 3] (computational), and references therein.

Informally, given two probability measures νρ and νψ defined on the σ-algebra of Borel sets
of Rm, m ≥ 1, and absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure dx on Rm, with
densities ρ and ψ, respectively, an invertible map T : Rm → Rm transports νρ to νψ if and only if

νψ(B) = νρ(T
−1(B)) (5)

for every Borel set B ⊂ Rm. One says the map T pushes forward νρ to νψ, denoted T♯νρ = νψ.
Given any sample x ∈ Rm from νρ, T maps x to a sample y = T (x) from νψ. Conversely, the
inverse T−1 of T pushes forward νψ to νρ, denoted (T−1)♯νψ = νρ, and so T−1 maps any given
sample y ∈ Rm from νψ to a sample x = T−1(y) from νρ.

Now, since we assume that both probability measures νρ and νψ are absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue (volume) measure dx on Rm, one may identify them with their probability
densities ρ and ψ. That is, νρ(dx) = ρdx and νψ(dx) = ψ dx (cf. equation (1)). Moreover, we
restrict the class of maps T that we consider to the class of differentiable or even infinitely differen-
tiable invertible maps. With these assumptions one can write the measure transport equation (5)
in terms of densities. Namely, the density ρ is the pullback T ♯ψ of the density ψ,

ρ(·) = T ♯ψ(·) = ψ(T (·)) det(JT (·)) , (6)

where JT is the Jacobian matrix of T . Conversely, the density ψ is the pullback (T−1)♯ρ of the
density ρ:

ψ(·) = (T−1)♯ρ(·) = ρ(T−1(·)) det(JT−1(·)) , (7)

2Recall from Section 1 that we consider only measures that are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure.
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where JT−1 is the Jacobian matrix of T−1. An illustration of these fundamental concepts appeared
previously in Section 1, Figure 1.

Recall that we are concerned with the problem of estimating an unknown probability density
function characterizing some given data set of samples or observations, for instance, gene expression
data. Denote the corresponding unknown probability measure by νψ and call it the target measure.
On the other hand, let νρ be a probability measure amenable to computations, for example, the
standard normal (i.e., Gaussian) measure N (0, I), so one can easily draw samples from it and
evaluate its density ρ. Call this the reference measure. Now, let X = (X1,X2, . . . ,Xm) and Y =
(Y1,Y2, . . . ,Ym) be random vectors with probability distribution functions FX and FY , respectively,
such that dFX = νρ and dFY = νψ. The random vectors X , Y assume, respectively, values x, y ∈ Rm
(also denoted by x ∼ νρ and y ∼ νψ). Then if X = {x ∈ Rm : x ∼ νρ} and Y = {y ∈ Rm : y ∼ νψ}
are sets of samples formed from the values of the random vectors X and Y (i.e., the elements in X
are distributed according to νρ, and those in Y are distributed according to νψ) the transport map
should satisfy νψ(Y ) = νρ(T

−1(Y )) (by virtue of the measure transport equation (5)).
Note that the set Y consists of samples (usually taken from experiment) of the random vector

Y distributed according to an a priori unknown target probability measure νψ, while the reference
probability measure νρ is a priori known (e.g., Gaussian) and the set X is generated from samples
of a random vector X distributed according to this known reference measure νρ. Thus, given the
sets of samples X and Y , our goal is to learn (i.e., compute) the transport map T and use it later
as a predictor for the values of Y and for evaluation of the target density ψ (and therefore to serve
as an estimator of the target measure νψ). Under the assumption that one can compute such a
map T transporting between the target and reference measures, the framework outlined herein and
depicted in Figure 1 yields a method for approximating the desired unknown density function that
characterizes the given sample data set Y . Then, the central problem is to compute, or learn, such
a map T . This problem is further addressed in Section 4 below.

Upon learning such a map T from data, evaluation of the (unknown) density ψ at a given (new)
sample y ∼ νψ can be done via equation (7) as, by construction, all the functions on the right-hand
side of equation (7) are known and can be evaluated. Moreover, because the reference measure is
chosen to make sampling from it an easy and efficient task, sampling from the target measure can
be done efficiently by drawing samples from the reference and transporting them to the target via
the learned map T . Thus, as previously noted in Section 1, probabilistic modeling, inference, and
statistical analysis in the (unknown) target space are enabled by such measure transport framework.

4 Transport Map Computation

To compute or, equivalently, learn the transport maps we seek, we use software [28, 2] made
available by the MIT Uncertainty Quantification (MUQ) Group [27]. The reader is referred to the
original publications [10, 24, 39, 3] for complete descriptions of the numerical methods and software
libraries. A summary is provided next, to make the present manuscript self-contained.

Again, let νρ and νψ be two probability measures defined on the σ-algebra of Borel sets of Rm,
m ≥ 1. Suppose that T : Rm → Rm is a transport map pushing forward νρ to νψ. That is, it
satisfies the equation (see the discussion surrounding equation (5) in Section 3)

νψ = T♯νρ (8)

for T . By definition,

νρ = (T−1)♯νψ (9)
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also holds. The transport map T has m components

Ti(x1, x2, . . . , xm), i = 1, . . . ,m, (10)

and one has that

yi = Ti(x1, x2, . . . , xm), i = 1, . . . ,m, (11)

where y = (y1, y2, . . . , ym) ∼ νψ and x = (x1, x2, . . . , xm) ∼ νρ. In other words, T maps any
given sample x from the reference measure νρ to a sample y = T (x) from the target measure νψ.
Conversely, the inverse transport map T−1 of T has m components

(T−1)i(y1, y2, . . . , ym), i = 1, . . . ,m, (12)

and one has that

xi = (T−1)i(y1, y2, . . . , ym) i = 1, . . . ,m. (13)

(That is, T−1 maps any given sample y from the target measure νψ to a sample x = T−1(y) from
the reference measure νρ.)

A transport map T is computed via the solution of a minimization problem with cost or objective
function Cρ(T ) generally defined as

Cρ(T ) =

∫
Rm

c(x, T (x)) νρ(dx) , (14)

subject to the measure transport equation constraint (8) (or (9)). (More on this minimization
problem in Section 4.1 below.) The structure of the map T depends on ρ, ψ, and c(·, ·). Many
types of maps (not necessarily optimal), or couplings, exist between measures [45, 36]. In this study
we consider the use of triangular transport maps, as they enable practical numerical computation
of a transport map and its inverse [24, 3].

4.1 Triangular Transport Maps

A transport map T : Rm → Rm, satisfying the measure transport equation νψ = T♯νρ, is triangular
if

yi = Ti(x1, x2, . . . , xi), i = 1, . . . ,m (15)

(cf. equation (11)). In other words, the i-th component Ti of a triangular transport map T depends
only on the values {xj}ij=1 of the first i random variables {Xj}ij=1. Thus, the map components are

T (x) =


T1(x1)
T2(x1, x2)
T3(x1, x2, x3)

...
Tm(x1, x2, . . . , xm)

 , (16)

from where one can observe the triangular structure of the map. Conversely, the inverse map T−1

of T is also triangular and, so,

xi = (T−1)i(y1, y2, . . . , yi), i = 1, . . . ,m (17)

9



(cf. equation (13)).
To ensure (the required) positivity of the densities (6) and (7), each map component Ti in

equation (15) must be differentiable with respect to xi, and it must hold that ∂xiTi > 0, for every
i = 1, . . . ,m. We refer to the class of maps with the latter property as the class of increasing
triangular maps. Similarly, each component (T−1)i from equation (17) of the inverse map T−1 of T
must satisfy said properties with respect to the variables yi [4, 24]. Furthermore, when both νρ and
νψ (with densities, respectively, ρ and ψ) are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure dx on Rm, if in the cost function (14) we have c(x, T (x)) = ||x−T (x)||2, where || · || is the
Euclidean distance on Rm, and νρ is Gaussian, instead of the cost function Cρ(T ) in (14) one may
seek to minimize the relative entropy, or Kullback-Leibler divergence,

DKL(νψ || νρ) =

∫
Rm

ψ log(ψ/ρ) dx = Eψ(log(ψ/ρ)) , (18)

as Cρ(T ) ≤ 2ADKL(T♯νρ || νρ), where A > 0 is a constant [31, 19, 4]. Under the assumption that the
map T is differentiable or even smooth, one may thus look at the problem of learning a transport
map T as a solution of the optimization problem

argmin
T

DKL(T♯νρ || νρ), (19)

(conversely, argminT DKL(νψ || (T−1)♯νψ)) subject to the partial differential equation constraint (6)
for the map T (conversely, constraint (7) for the map T−1).

Triangular maps enable efficient numerical computation of a transport map and its inverse,
which is also triangular. Moreover, triangular transport maps are well-suited for conditional density
estimation and sampling [10, 24, 39, 3, 17]. Techniques for computational efficiency and scalability
to high-dimensional problems include, among others, composition of low order maps [10] and the
use of sparse triangular transport maps [29, 39, 3, 17]. For such sparse maps, any given map
component (T−1)i in equation (17) may depend only on a proper subset (possibly empty) of the
variables {yj}i−1

j=1 and on yi. Dependence on yi is required. A diagonal map, in particular, has

xi = (T−1)i(yi) for each i = 1, . . . ,m. The random variables that a given map component depends
on is referred to as the set of active variables for the map component. Collectively, the active
variables define a sparsity pattern for the transport map. For a summary of these notions, see
Figure 3. We note that the notion of sparsity pattern characterizes the triangular transport map
and reflects the dependence structure of the target probability measure (i.e., by virtue of being
triangular, it represents dependence relations between the random variables jointly distributed
according to the target probability measure). Thus, “sparsity” here does not refer to the number
of samples available for learning a triangular transport map.

As explained in detail in the original publications [24, 3] and summarized in Appendix A of the
present paper, the algorithms we use and build upon rely on finite-dimensional approximations to
the functional representations for the transport map components, which may be described generally
to depend on functions fi of the form

fi(y1, . . . , yi) =
∑

α(i)∈Λ(i)

cα(i)H̃α(i)(y1, . . . , yi), (20)

where, for each i = 1, . . . ,m,
• Λ(i) ⊂ Zi+ is a finite set of multi-indices, which identifies the active variables of the i-th
transport map component and therefore encodes information about the sparsity pattern of
the transport map,
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(a) Dense map (b) Sparse map (c) Diagonal map

Figure 3: Pictorial representation of triangular transport maps sparsity patterns. To simplify notation in
Subfigures 3a–3c, we denote S ≡ T−1 for the transport map T−1 from (17). In this example, S :R5→R5. In
each plot, the horizontal axis indexes the random variables {Yj}5j=1 and the vertical axis indexes the map

components {Si}5i=1. A square appears at the intersection of grid point (j, i) if the i-th map component
Si depends on the value yj of the j-th random variable Yj . For any given map component, the set of
active variables is the set of random variables that the map component depends on. Collectively, the active
variables define a sparsity pattern for the transport map.

• cα(i) ∈ R are unknown real-valued coefficients, which are to be learned from the data, and

• H̃α(i) : Ri → R are suitably defined basis functions (refer to Appendix A and [24, 3]).
Sparse triangular transport maps can be learned by explicitly specifying a sparsity pattern for
the transport map and enforcing the pattern (via the sets Λ(i) of multi-indices from equations
(20)) when learning the transport map. Alternatively, (sparse) triangular transport maps may be
learned without a sparsity pattern being specified a priori, by learning the sets Λ(i) of multi-indices
in equations (20) along with the unknown coefficients cα(i) , using specifically designed algorithms
which have been shown to perform well for density estimation problems that considered a wide
range of values (mainly O(100) or larger) for the number of training samples used to learn the
transport maps [3].

Recall from Sections 1.1 and 2 that one motivation for our research is density estimation from
data when the number of samples available for learning the model (within this context, learning a
transport map) is limited in amount (more precisely, of order O(1)–O(10) number of samples). For
the purpose we consider the use of triangular transport maps, first by explicitly enforcing transport
map sparsity patterns (Section 5.1) and second by not enforcing transport map sparsity patterns a
priori at all (Section 5.2). In order to avoid possible confusion, we emphasize again that the sparsity
pattern of a triangular transport map is a property of the target probability measure and not a
property related to the number of samples used for transport map learning. Next, we conclude the
current Section 4 with some brief comments on density estimation via triangular transport maps
and several illustrative examples.

4.2 Density Estimation from Data

Referring to equations (8)–(9), recall from Section 3 that we designate the probability measure νρ
as the reference measure and the probability measure νψ as the target measure. The target density
ψ of interest to us is unknown, but samples from the target measure νψ are available. On the
other hand, the reference measure νρ is known and purposefully chosen so that its density ρ can be
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evaluated in an efficient manner and so that sampling from νρ can be done efficiently as well. The
reference measure νρ is often selected to be the standard normal (i.e., Gaussian) measure N (0, I),
and that is our choice in all of our computational experiments.

Given a set of samples from the unknown target measure νψ, we use software libraries [28, 2]
made available by the MIT Uncertainty Quantification (MUQ) Group [27] to learn a transport
map (and its inverse) between the target and reference measures. The transport map is learned as
the solution of an optimization problem with objective function minimizing (18), using the Sample
Average Approximation (SAA) algorithm. It is outside the scope of this paper to cover the details
pertaining to the solution of the optimization problem (although we provide a summary of some
aspects in Appendix A), but the interested reader is referred to [24, 3] for a full account.

Recall from Section 3 that upon learning a transport map T that “couples” the reference
and target measures, the target density ψ can be evaluated via equation (7) (which, within the
context of this paper, corresponds to equation (3)) and, so, given a (new) sample y, the value
ψ(y) can thus be obtained and used as needed. Hence our density estimation problem is solved by
the measure transport framework. The MUQ software libraries [28, 2] used in our computations
provide functionality for evaluating the target density ψ and sampling from the target measure νψ,
among many other capabilities.

To describe an application of the measure transport framework, in Figure 4 are displayed trans-
port map computed approximations to density functions for univariate measures. The triangular
transport maps for these approximations were learned using the TransportMaps library [28], ver-
sion 2.0b3. The figure shows how the measure transport framework can be used for uni-modal
and multi-modal data distributions alike. In each case, we learned the transport maps using
synthetic data sets (i.e., data sets generated by us). In Subfigure 4a, the target is a Gaussian
measure N (µ,Σ) with mean µ ̸= 0 and standard deviation Σ ̸= 1, and so we know the formula

ψtrue(y) = (Σ)−1(2π)−
1
2 exp(−1

2(
y−µ
Σ )2) for the true target density. We can thus verify that the

transport map approximation (7) to the target ψ (blue curve in Subfigure 4a) agrees with that of
the true density ψtrue(y) (cyan curve in Subfigure 4a). On the other hand, the target density ψ in
Subfigure 4b is multi-modal and, hence, the density for a Gaussian measure (cyan curve in Subfig-
ure 4b) with mean and standard deviation being that of the sample data is a poor approximation
to the data histogram (black curve in Subfigure 4b). The transport map approximation to the
target density ψ (blue curve in Subfigure 4b) captures the multi-modality and better approximates
the data histogram (black curve in Subfigure 4b). Further details are provided in the caption for
Figure 4.

Finally, transport map approximations to densities for a multivariate data set chosen from
the UC Irvine Machine Learning Repository [18] appear in Figure 5. Although not from the
biological domain, we selected the data set [20] because it yielded a good, non-contrived example for
illustrating the benefits of a measure transport approach to density estimation. The data set [20] was
created by its author from images taken from genuine and forged banknote-like specimens, creating
two classes for classification problems. For the purpose of discussion, we identify the classes as class
0 and class 1 and compute approximations to the densities for each of the two classes. The triangular
transport maps for the approximated densities were obtained using the AdaptiveTransportMaps
library [2], which allows for computing adaptive parameterizations of transport maps [3].

We provide a summary of the framework for such adaptive transport maps in Appendix A. Here
we note that among the several parameters defining the adaptive transport maps is the number of
terms in the basis function expansions (34) used in the functional representation of each transport
map component. Figure 5 illustrates the effect of varying this allowed maximum number of terms
and shows that, for each of the class 0 and class 1 data, increasingly good approximations to the
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(a) (b)

Figure 4: Approximations to univariate density functions via triangular transport maps. In each of the
Subfigures 4a and 4b, (i) the red curve is the reference density ρ – which is the density of a standard normal
(i.e., Gaussian) measure N (0, 1), (ii) a histogram of samples from the target measure νψ is depicted with
black lines, (iii) the blue curve is the transport map (TM) approximation to the target density ψ, and (iv) the
cyan curve is the density for the normal (i.e., Gaussian) measure N (µ,Σ) with mean and standard deviation
being that of the sample data. For Subfigure 4a, the data set was created by drawing samples from a normal
(i.e., Gaussian) measure N (µ,Σ) with µ ̸= 0 and Σ ̸= 1. As can be seen, the TM approximation to the
target density (blue curve) agrees with that of the true density (cyan curve). The samples for the data set
from Subfigure 4b were drawn from a multi-modal target measure νψ. The resulting TM approximation to
the target density (blue curve) reflects this and follows the data histogram (black curve) more closely, as
opposed to the density for N (µ,Σ) (cyan curve).

target densities can be obtained. Classification results obtained via the transport map approximated
density distribution functions, using the classification formula (4), are also shown. For comparison,
classification results obtained using a neural network classifier from Matlab and the naive Bayes
and support vector machine Matlab classifiers [25] are included in Figure 5 as well.

5 Application to Gene Expression Data

As we discussed in Section 2, one of the problems motivating the present research is that of probabil-
ity distribution density estimation for phenotypic classification problems, for example, for inferring
class labels, such as radiation exposure levels, given sample data. Recall from Section 1.1 that we
are concerned with data sets containing a small number of samples, specifically of order O(1)–O(10)
samples, which are common in the radiation biology domain.

To conduct an initial assessment of the potential of measure transport techniques for phenotypic
classification within the above mentioned context, we use the GSE43151 data set [30] available
from the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) database [9], as in previous work [22, 23]. This data set
contains gene expression data for 121 human blood samples, some with zero exposure to radiation,
and others exposed to low-dose radiation or high-dose radiation. Out of the total number of
samples, 18 are in the zero-dose category, 87 are in the low-dose category, and 16 are in the high-
dose category. For more details on the GSE43151 data set, the reader may refer to [30]. The data
set, as used in our experiments and the previous works [22, 23], is available from [21].

Genes correspond to the random variables jointly distributed according to the unknown target
probability densities we seek to estimate. For feature (i.e., random variables) selection, we consider
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(a) Class 0 (762 samples in data set [20])

  

(b) Class 1 (610 samples in data set [20])

  

(c) Transport maps reference probability density (left) and confusion matrices corresponding to the classi-
fication results obtained using the classification formula (4), along with the TM class-conditional density
approximations from 5a and 5b

  

transport 
map

(d) Confusion matrices from Matlab’s naive Bayes (left), support
vector machine (middle), and neural network (right) classifiers

Figure 5: Transport map (TM) approximations to class-conditional densities for the data set [20]. Subfigure
5a: Class 0 marginal distribution densities from data (1st subplot, far left) and three different TM approx-
imations (2nd through 4th subplots), with an increasing number of terms in the basis function expansions
(34) for the TM components. Clearly, the data density distribution (1st subplot in Figure 5a) is not Gaus-
sian. The first TM approximation (2nd subplot in Figure 5a), with only one term in each basis function
expansion (34), approximates the target density (1st subplot in Figure 5a) poorly. The accuracy of the
approximations improves (3rd and 4th subplots in Figure 5a, compared to 1st subplot in Figure 5a) with
an increased number of terms in the basis function expansions (34). Subfigure 5b: As in Subfigure 5a, but
for class 1. Subfigure 5c: Left: reference probability density, which is a standard multivariate normal for all
TM approximations. Afterwards: confusion matrices showing improved classification result as the accuracy
of the TM density approximations increases. The top row confusion matrices are from training data and the
bottom row ones are from inference data. Subfigure 5d: As the data is not Gaussian, a naive Bayes classifier
(left) performs poorly. A support vector machine (middle) and neural network (right) classifier perform as
well as the classification resulting from the most accurate TMs approximation (far right, Subfigures 5a-5c).
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genes in biological pathways relevant to the GSE43151 data set, as determined by the pathway
ranking procedure from [22, 23]. As previously mentioned at the end of Section 4.1, we investigate
two different measure transport techniques, namely, explicitly enforcing sparsity patterns in the
transport maps (i.e., explicitly enforcing a pre-determined dependence structure among the random
variables in the target measure) and adaptive transport maps (for which a dependence structure
among the set of random variables in the target measure will not be enforced a priori). Details
appear in Section 5.1 for the former approach and in Section 5.2 for the latter one. In each case,
the resulting transport maps are sparse, as defined towards the end of Section 4.1 and depicted
in Figure 3. Recall from the discussion in Section 4.1, in particular, that sparsity of a triangular
transport map is a property of the target probability measure and not a property of the number of
samples used for learning the transport map.

As discussed next in Section 5.1 below, prior knowledge extracted from known biological path-
ways, such as relationships among genes, could be used to fix sets of active variables (i.e., sets of
variables that the map components depend on), and thereby explicitly enforce sparsity patterns in
the transport maps when learning the maps. This is advantageous computationally, particularly
if the extracted relationships among genes are known with (reasonable) certainty. However, this
approach could end up being biased and too restrictive (for example, missing possible dependen-
cies between genes that are a priori unknown as well as obscuring their change when exposed to
radiation). Hence, in Section 5.2, we also consider adaptive transport maps without any a priori
imposed restrictions on the sparsity patterns of the transport map components. With adaptive
transport maps, via specifically designed algorithms [3], sparse transport maps can be constructed
and learned without the need to fix the set of active variables a priori. (Refer to the discussion
surrounding equation (20) and also to Appendix A.) For our application, adaptive transport maps
may thus offer more flexibility and would be more advantageous when prior knowledge about gene
relationships is lacking or uncertain.

5.1 Prescribed Sparsity Patterns from Gene Relationships

One simple way to incorporate prior information into transport map construction is by building a
sparse transport map using knowledge of the dependence structure of the set of random variables
from the target measure of interest. If the random variables adhere to a Bayesian network, then
the active variables of the transport map (as defined in Section 4.1 – see Figure 3) may be obtained
from this network in a straightforward way [39]. In doing so, the number of parameters that need
to be fit in order to learn the transport map can be significantly reduced compared with triangular
dense maps.

For the gene expression data under radiation exposure, we used the Kyoto Encyclopedia of
Genes and Genome (KEGG) database [16] to extract Bayesian networks describing the relation-
ships between the genes for a given pathway. While KEGG provides a variety of relationships
between genes, we focused on protein-protein (PPrel) activation and inhibition relationships. In
particular, if there was a directed edge from gene A to gene B in the KEGG graph of type PPrel-
activation/inhibition, then an edge from A to B was added to the Bayesian network. We also added
edges between genes that are part of a gene complex. This information was extracted from KEGG
Markup Language (KGML) files and read into Python using the BioPython package. We only con-
sidered pathways that resulted in directed acyclic graphs (DAGs) under these PPrel relationships.
Software to extract this information is available from [15]. The transport maps for the experiments
reported in this section were computed using the TransportMaps library [28], version 2.0b3.

To test out the performance of the sparse transport maps framework within this context, we
selected 5 gene pathways from the KEGG database that performed well on the pathway activation
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Figure 6: Classification results with KEGG-informed sparse transport map

scoring performed in [23] and resulted in DAGs as well, through the above analysis. We considered
the following pathways: hsa05131, hsa04714, hsa04658, hsa05166, and hsa04650. We performed
the classification task of discriminating zero-dose versus low-dose samples using the subset of genes
from the GSE43151 data set corresponding to each pathway. We were interested in the “small-data”
(i.e., small number of samples) regime where prior information can provide the biggest benefit, so
we used only 25% of the total number of data samples for the training set and reserved the rest of
the samples for the inference set. Since there is so little data in the zero-dose case (only 4 training
samples) it made sense to use a diagonal transport map for this case, because other approaches
performed poorly. In the low-dose case, there are 21 training samples and we consider using the
following maps:

• Diagonal map: The i-th component of the transport map T−1 from equation (17) only depends
on the value yi of the i-th random variable Yi.

• Dense triangular map: The i-th component of the transport map T−1 depends on the values
{yj}ij=1 of the random variables {Yj}ij=1.

• KEGG-informed sparse map: The i-th component of the transport map T−1 depends on the
value yi of the random variable Yi and the values of a proper subset Zi (possibly empty) of
the random variables {Yj}i−1

j=1. For the experiments reported here, Zi = ∅ typically. The set
of active variables for each map component is derived from biological prior knowledge in the
form of a topological sort of the KEGG graph [15].

Refer to Figure 3 from Section 4.1 for a pictorial representation of the above listed types of maps.
In each of the above cases, we have T−1 : Rm → Rm, where m is the number of genes extracted
from the pathway.

Figure 6 displays on the vertical axis the F1 classification score [35]

F1 = 2 × precision× recall

precision + recall
, (21)
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averaged over both classes for each of the pathways (note that pathways are indexed on the hor-
izontal axis in Figure 6) and each transport map method considered, and including naive Bayes
classification as a baseline. In equation (21), for each class k ∈ {0, 1} (0: zero-dose class; 1: low-dose
class), precision = TP/(TP + FP) and recall = TP/(TP + FN), where TP (True Positive) is the
total number of samples correctly classified as belonging to class k, FP (False Positive) is the total
number of samples incorrectly classified as belonging to class k, and FN (False Negative) is the total
number of samples incorrectly classified as not belonging to class k. From Figure 6, we see that
transport maps with the sparsity pattern derived from prior knowledge provides an improvement
in performance across all pathways except one. Note the poor performance of the dense triangular
map, for which we were unable to fit adequately such a small number of data samples.

5.2 Adaptive Transport Maps Approach

We now move on to adaptive transport maps [3], for which transport map sparsity patterns (i.e.,
the dependence structure of the set of random variables jointly distributed according to the target
measure) are not being prescribed a priori. First, we continue with classification experiments in
Section 5.2.1 below. Afterwards, in Section 5.2.2 we discuss a different application which shows the
potential of adaptive transport maps to serve as a tool for scientific discovery.

5.2.1 Further Classification Experiments

To design classification experiments using probability distribution densities approximated via adap-
tive transport maps (as opposed to Section 5.1 above, where transport maps sparsity patterns were
prescribed a priori), we selected two pathways from the KEGG database [16], namely pathways
hsa04120 and hsa05202. This pathway selection was based on the pathway ranking procedure from
[23], using the GSE43151 data set, where pathway hsa04120 ranked as the top pathway showing
significant differential activation in response to low-dose radiation, as compared to zero-dose, and
pathway hsa05202 ranked as the top pathway showing significant differential activation in response
to high-dose radiation, as compared to zero-dose. After accounting for genes present in both the
GSE43151 data set and in the selected pathways, we were left with 108 genes for pathway hsa04120
and 98 genes for pathway hsa05202.

Within the context of the classification problem via formula (4) from Section 2, we performed
two groups of experiments. The first was for classifying samples between zero-dose (class 0) and
low-dose (class 1) radiation, using the set of 108 genes common to both the GSE43151 data set and
the hsa04120 pathway to define the set of random variables. In the second group of experiments,
classification was between zero-dose (class 0) and high-dose (class 1) radiation, using the set of 98
genes common to both the GSE43151 data set and the hsa05202 pathway as the set of random
variables. For each of these two “class 0 - class 1 scenarios” we then decided on a number of
maximum terms allowed in the basis function expansions (34) for each map component (refer to
the discussion at the end of Section 4.2 and also to Figure 5) and, given a maximum number of
terms allowed (more on our choices later), a sequence of runs, say N of them, was carried out. For
each of these runs:

1. A random ordering of the data samples from the GSE43151 data set was performed.

2. For each of class 0 and class 1, the first half of the samples from the resulting ordering was
selected as a training data set and the second half was withheld for inference.

3. An adaptive transport map approximation to each target class-conditional density was com-
puted.
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4. Classification was done, per the classification formula (4), using the resulting transport map
approximations to the class-conditional target densities and the samples held for inference.

5. For comparison, classification was done with Matlab’s naive Bayes and support vector machine
classifiers using the same training and inference data sets from item 2 above.

This is formally described in Algorithm 1, using the mathematical notation introduced previously
in Section 3. The outcomes from the above described runs are summarized in the form of F1 scores
(21) for the classification results. These are shown in Figure 7 for the case when class 0 and class
1 were set, respectively, as the zero-dose and low-dose radiation classes. For the zero-dose and
high-dose classification scenario, results are summarized in Figure 8.

We note that for the experiments conducted, all classifiers ended up performing well. This was
the case also in other preliminary experiments with the selected GSE43151 data set. A small number
of terms (1-2 for the zero- and high-dose radiation classes; 1-6 for the low-radiation class) in the
adaptive transport maps basis function expansions (34) (refer to the discussion at the end of Section
4.2 and also to Figure 5) were sufficient for the approximations. Varying the maximum number
of allowed terms in the transport maps basis function expansions (34) did not yield appreciable
differences in the results, contrary to the (non-biology) example from Figure 5. However, our
experiments (as previous works from others) illustrate that the same measure transport framework
can be used successfully (in practice) for diverse data sets.

5.2.2 Adaptive Transport Maps as a Tool for Scientific Discovery

We now depart from the phenotypic classification problems of Sections 5.1 and 5.2.1 and consider
the problem of inferring the dependence structure among random variables in the unknown target
measure, which was previously mentioned in Section 2 as being also of interest to us.

As shown in the original publication [3], adaptive transport maps approximations can reveal
(unknown) dependence structure among the set of random variables jointly distributed according
to the target probability density. Thus, adaptive transport maps have the potential to serve as
tools for scientific discovery. Recall from Section 4.1 (refer also to Figure 3) that information about
the dependence structure of the random variables in the target measure is encoded in the triangular
transport map sparsity patterns learned from data samples. (That is, triangular transport map
sparsity patterns reflect structure in the target space, and should not be thought of as related to a
statement about the number of training samples used to learn the transport maps.) For our radia-
tion biology application, a natural question would then be whether the sparsity patterns resulting
from the transport maps approximations to the target densities contain or reveal any biological
information, for example, relationships between the genes associated with the transport map spar-
sity patterns. This is another task within the workflow introduced in Section 2, independent of
the classification problems already explored in Sections 5.1 and 5.2.1, where the measure transport
approach can have an impact.

For instance, the transport map sparsity pattern shown in Figure 3b resulted from learning a
transport map for estimating the class-conditional density for low-dose radiation, trained using a
subset of five genes from the GSE43151 data set as the random variables jointly distributed accord-
ing to the target measure. From the sparsity pattern in Figure 3b, one question that arises naturally
is whether within the radiation biology domain there are known relationships that correspond to
the exhibited transport map sparsity pattern, or whether there may exist unknown relationships,
among the genes associated with random variables Y3 and Y4 (see row for 4th map component
in Figure 3b) or between the genes associated with the random variables Y1, Y2, Y3 and Y5 (see
row for 5th map component in Figure 3b). Thus there is potential for hypotheses generation and
subsequent expert verification. In addition, within the context of the computational workflow from
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Algorithm 1 Classification experiments with adaptive transport maps

Notation:
N : number of runs
m ≥ 1: number of genes in subset of genes extracted from GSE43151 data set
y ∈ Rm: values (gene expression data) of a random vector Y = (Y1,Y2, . . . ,Ym)
K: number of classes
ψk: (unknown) target probability density for class k ∈ {0, . . . ,K − 1}
Yk = {y ∈ Rm : y ∼ νψk

}: set of all samples for class k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1}
nk = Card (Yk): number of samples in Yk, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1}
Snk

: group of permutations on nk elements, acting on Yk, with Card (Snk
) = nk!

Algorithm:

1: for n = 1 to N do
2: for each k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1} do
3: Choose an order on the set Yk
4: Choose randomly an element σ ∈ Snk

.
5: Compute σ (Yk), i.e., act on Yk by σ and reorder it.
6: Split the set σ (Yk) = σ (Yk)

tr ⊔ σ (Yk)inf along this order into a disjoint
union of the set σ (Yk)

tr of its first ⌊nk
2 ⌋ elements (designated as training

set) and the set σ (Yk)
inf of the remaining nk − ⌊nk

2 ⌋ elements (designated
as inference set).

7: Learn an adaptive transport map approximation Tk from the
reference ρ to the target density ψk using only σ (Yk)

tr as a training set.
That is, Tk is computed to satisfy the condition
νψk

(
σ (Yk)

tr) = νρ(T
−1
k

(
σ (Yk)

tr)). (cf. equation (5))
8: end for
9: for each k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1} do

10: Compute ψ̂k = ⌊nk
2 ⌋⧸

∑K−1
s=0 ⌊ns

2 ⌋, the estimates for the class prior
probabilities. (cf. equation (4))

11: end for
12: for each k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1} do
13: for each y ∈ σ (Yk)

inf (the inference set) do
14: Compute the probability Pr(C = k | Y = y) = ψ̂k ψk(y)⧸

∑K−1
s=0 ψ̂s ψs(y)

that sample y belongs to class k (cf. equation (4)), where ψs(y) is
estimated via equation (7) using the already computed (in step 7 above)
transport map Ts, for each s ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1}.

15: end for
16: end for
17: (Optional) For comparison, perform classification with Matlab’s naive Bayes

and support vector machine classifiers using the same training and inference
data sets from line 6 above.

18: end for

19



(a) Averaged F1 scores, all experiments (b) Averaged F1 scores, subset of 20 experi-
ments. Maximum number of terms allowed in
ATM basis function expansions: 1 for class 0, 1
for class 1.

(c) Averaged F1 scores, subset of 20 experi-
ments. Maximum number of terms allowed in
ATM basis function expansions: 2 for class 0, 5
for class 1.

(d) Averaged F1 scores, subset of 20 experi-
ments. Maximum number of terms allowed in
ATM basis function expansions: 2 for class 0, 6
for class 1.

Figure 7: Summary of classification results from adaptive transport maps (ATM) approximations to the
class-conditional densities, naive Bayes (NB) classifier, and support vector machine (SVM) classifier. Zero-
dose radiation is class 0; Low-dose radiation is class 1. The available number of samples were 18 for class 0
and 87 for class 1. For each experiment (i.e., run), the available samples were divided randomly into 50%
for training and 50% for inference. The total number of experiments was 100. For this data set, all methods
performed well, with SVM achieving perfect results in most experiments. On average, the classification
results for the ATM density approximations and for naive Bayes were equal, as seen in Subfigure 7a. For
disjoint subsets of experiments (Subfigures 7b-7d), the ATM and naive Bayes classifiers performed equally,
or one slightly better than the other. For all experiments, classification results were more accurate for class
1. This is not surprising since there were more data samples available for transport map training for class 1.

Figure 2, the resulting transport map sparsity patterns may conceivably be useful for designing
queries (regarding gene relationships) for large language models as well [33, 34].

Now, given a sufficient number of data samples, one can expect that a triangular transport map
sparsity pattern resulting from an adaptive transport map density approximation to the data dis-
tribution will accurately uncover information hidden in the data about dependencies or associations
among the random variables. However, when the number of training samples is limited in amount
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(a) Averaged F1 scores, all experiments (b) Averaged F1 scores, subset of 20 experi-
ments. Maximum number of terms allowed in
ATM basis function expansions: 1 for class 0, 1
for class 1.

(c) Averaged F1 scores, subset of 20 experi-
ments. Maximum number of terms allowed in
ATM basis function expansions: 2 for class 0, 1
for class 1.

(d) Averaged F1 scores, subset of 20 experi-
ments. Maximum number of terms allowed in
ATM basis function expansions: 2 for class 0, 2
for class 1.

Figure 8: Summary of classification results from adaptive transport maps (ATM) approximations to the
class-conditional densities, naive Bayes (NB) classifier, and support vector machine (SVM) classifier. Zero-
dose radiation is class 0; High-dose radiation is class 1. The available number of samples were 18 for class
0 and 16 for class 1. For each experiment (i.e., run), the available samples were divided randomly into 50%
for training and 50% for inference. The total number of experiments was 100. For this data set, all methods
performed well, and nearly equal, on average. Classification scores were around the same for class 0 and
class 1.

(O(1)–O(10) samples in our case), it may be difficult to infer dependence structure in the target
measure by learning a single adaptive transport map, as we discuss in Figure 9. Nevertheless, even
when the number of training samples is limited in amount, we hypothesize that one may be able
to use adaptive transport map sparsity patterns for inferring dependency structure among random
variables in the target measure.

More precisely, we propose a randomized technique designed to gather statistics by computing a
series of adaptive transport map density approximations using different (randomly selected) subsets
of the sample data as training sets, and then identifying common dominating patterns appearing in
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 9: Due to the small number of total samples available for training, resulting adaptive transport map
sparsity patterns may differ when different training subsets of the total samples set are used to learn adaptive
transport maps. Subfigures 9a–9c exemplify this for three select subsets (of 9 training samples each) from the
zero-dose radiation class. Similarly for the low-dose radiation class in Subfigures 9d–9f, where each subset
had 44 training samples for learning the corresponding adaptive transport map. Statistics collected from
sparsity pattens from a series of learned adaptive transport maps may nevertheless allow for inferring from
data information about the dependency structure among random variables in the target measure, as shown
in Figures 10–13.

the resulting collection of transport map sparsity patterns. We discuss this line of research next and
in Figures 9–13, where results are shown from our computational experiments. In order to develop
some intuition into the dependence structure of the genes from the GSE43151 data set, without
assuming any knowledge that fixes the set of transport map active variables a priori, we consider a
subset of six genes from the GSE43151 data set as the random variables jointly distributed according
to the unknown target measure. That is, in what follows we have T−1 : R6 → R6 (analogously,
m = 6 in equation (17)). For reference, information about the selected subset of genes is provided
in Table 1 and Figure 14, both appearing in Appendix B.

Recall from Figure 3 that in our pictorial representation of transport map sparsity patterns,
the horizontal axis indexes the random variables {Yj}6j=1 and the vertical axis indexes the map

components {(T−1)i}6i=1. A square appears at the intersection of grid point (j, i) if the i-th map
component (T−1)i depends on the value yj of the j-th random variable Yj . For any given map
component, the set of active variables is the set of random variables that the map component
depends on. The active variables define a sparsity pattern for the transport map. We emphasize
again that the adaptive transport map computation methods from [3] (summarized in Appendix
A of the present paper) determine the set of active variables, without specification of it prior to
learning the transport map.
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Due to the small number of total samples available in the GSE43151 data set (18 in the zero-dose
category, 87 in the low-dose category, and 16 in the high-dose category – see the beginning of Section
5), transport map sparsity patterns resulting from adaptive transport map approximations to the
target measure may differ when different subsets of the total samples set are used to learn transport
maps. Figure 9 exemplifies this for the zero-dose and low-dose radiation classes. However, as
already noted, we hypothesize that statistics collected from sequences of learned adaptive transport
maps may nevertheless allow for adaptive transport map sparsity patterns to be used in order to
infer structure in the target measure from information hidden (or encoded) in the data. The
computations we perform to collect such statistics are described in Algorithm 2 and outlined next.

Namely, like in Algorithm 1 before, we work in Algorithm 2 with subsets (as training sets)
extracted from the set of data samples after random permutations of the ordered set of GSE43151
data samples (lines 8–10 in Algorithm 2). First, we select at random an ordering

σp(Y) =
(
Yσ−1

p (j)

)6

j=1
(22)

on the set {Yj}6j=1 of random variables and then fix this ordering (i.e., we fix an ordering on the
arguments of the transport maps to be learned – this corresponds to lines 1–2 in Algorithm 2),
where in (22) above we have σp ∈ S6 – the permutation group on six (m = 6) elements. Recall
that we consider only triangular maps throughout (see equations (15)–(17)). Also, for the purpose
of illustration, we restrict our attention to only two (K = 2) classes: the zero-dose (k = 0) and
low-dose (k = 1) radiation classes.

For each class k ∈ {0, 1} and a given number N , (see loop starting in line 3 of Algorithm 2)

we learn a series {T (N,r)
k }Nr=1 of adaptive transport maps T

(N,r)
k :R6→R6, r = 1, . . . , N , rendering

approximations ψ
(N,r)
k to the target density ψk on R6 describing the joint density distribution of the

six random variables {Yj}6j=1 in question. More precisely, for each class k ∈ {0, 1} we performed

five independent computations of series {T (N,r)
k }Nr=1 of transport maps by executing Algorithm 2,

independently, with N ∈ {10, 20, 50, 100, 200} (see line 3 in Algorithm 2), and with the same fixed
order σp(Y) (22) of the random variables.

In doing so, we observed that for each class k ∈ {0, 1} (and more so with an increasing N)

the elements in the series {T (N,r)
k }Nr=1 of adaptive transport maps cluster around a map T k the

components {(T−1
k )i}6i=1 of whose inverse show a particular persistent and dominant pattern of

dependence on its arguments, or active variables, which define a sparsity pattern for the inverse of
the map T k.

In order to exhibit this dominant sparsity pattern quantitatively, for each of the zero-dose and
low-dose radiation classes, we recorded the frequency (line 16 in Algorithm 2) with which each

random variable in {Yj}6j=1 appeared as an active variable in the components {(
(
T
(N,r)
k

)−1
)i}6i=1,

separately within each of the five independently computed series {T (N,r)
k }Nr=1 of adaptive transport

maps, for N = 10, 20, 50, 100, 200 as explained above. This corresponds to lines 12–19 in Algorithm
2. Using these frequency counts we then constructed an “aggregated” sparsity pattern for each

of the five series {T (N,r)
k }Nr=1, N = 10, 20, 50, 100, 200, for each one of the two classes k ∈ {0, 1}.

The results are shown in Figures 10 and 11, respectively, for the zero-dose and low-dose radiation
classes. To simplify notation in what follows, whenever there is no danger of confusion, we drop

the subscript k and superscript (N, r) in the transport map notation T
(N,r)
k introduced above and

in Algorithm 2.
To explain the pictorial representation of such “aggregated” sparsity patterns, lets take one

subfigure from Figure 10, for example, Subfigure 10a. Note the grid point ordering on the plot axes:
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Algorithm 2 Gathering statistics from adaptive transport maps sparsity patterns

Notation:
N : number of transport maps in the series of adaptive transport maps to be learned

(see line 3 below)

T
(N,r)
k : r-th map in the series of N adaptive transport maps learned for Class k
m ≥ 1: number of genes in subset of genes extracted from GSE43151 data set
σp: permutation on m elements, with inverse σ−1

p , where p ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,m!}
and σ1 = I is the identity permutation

σp(Y): result of the action of σp on the vector Y = (Y1, . . . ,Ym) of random
variables, for which σp(Y) =

(
Yσ−1

p (j)

)m
j=1

(cf. Table 2 from Appendix B)

z ∈ Rm: values (gene expression data) of a random vector Z ≡ σp(Y)
K: number of classes
ψk: (unknown) target probability density for Class k ∈ {0, . . . ,K − 1}
Zk = {z ∈ Rm : z ∼ νψk

}: set of all samples for class k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1}
nk = Card (Zk): number of samples in Zk, k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1}
Snk

: group of permutations on nk elements, acting on Zk, with Card (Snk
) = nk!

B
(N,σp)
k : m×m lower triangular matrix storing frequency counts from sparsity patterns for
the N adaptive transport maps learned for class k and permutation σp(Y)

Algorithm:

1: Choose a permutation σp ∈ Sm on m elements. ▷ see Table 2
2: Let (Z1,Z2, . . . ,Zm) ≡ σp(Y)
3: for r = 1 to N do
4: for each k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1} do

5: Initialize B
(N,σp)
k to the m×m (lower triangular) zero matrix.

6: end for
7: for each k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1} do
8: Choose randomly an element σ ∈ Snk

.
9: Compute σ (Zk), i.e., act on Zk by σ and reorder it.

10: Split the set σ (Zk) = σ (Zk)
tr ⊔ σ (Zk)inf along this order into a disjoint union of

the set σ (Zk)
tr

of its first ⌊nk

2 ⌋ elements (designated as training set) and the

set σ (Zk)
inf

of the remaining nk − ⌊nk

2 ⌋ elements (designated as inference set).

11: Learn an adaptive transport map approximation T
(N,r)
k from the

reference ρ to the target density ψk using only σ (Zk)
tr

as a training set.

That is, T
(N,r)
k is computed to satisfy the condition

νψk

(
σ (Zk)

tr
)
= νρ

((
T

(N,r)
k

)−1(
σ (Zk)

tr
))

. (cf. equation (5))

12: for j = 1 to m do
13: for i = 1 to j do

14: if i-th component of
(
T

(N,r)
k

)−1

depends on the value of the

15: j-th random variable Zj (cf. Figures 3, 9) then
16: B

(N,σp)
k (j, i) = B

(N,σp)
k (j, i) + 1 ▷ increase frequency count

17: end if
18: end for
19: end for
20: end for
21: end for
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e)

S1 200 0 0 0 0 0

S2 19 200 0 0 0 0

S3 1 6 200 0 0 0

S4 0 41 12 200 0 0

S5 30 10 14 9 200 0

S6 59 3 0 1 0 200

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

(f)

Figure 10: Aggregated sparsity patterns from adaptive transport map approximations to data distributions
for different subsets of the zero-dose radiation data samples. The permutation on the ordered set Y ≡ (Yj)6j=1

of random variables for the computational experiments summarized in Subfigures 10a–10f is the identity
permutation σ1(Y) = (Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6) (see Table 2 from Appendix B). Subsets of samples consisting
of half the number of total samples (which for the zero-dose radiation class is 18) were generated from
random permutations of the GSE43151 data set sample ordering. In Subfigures 10a, 10b, 10c, 10d, and
10e are represented the sparsity patterns corresponding to, respectively, 10, 20, 50, 100, and 200 such
sample subsets. By aggregating results for increasing numbers of sample subsets, patterns of high-valued
frequency counts are seen to emerge and persist. The groups of runs represented in Subfigures 10a–10e were
independent, so low-valued frequency counts in the depicted sparsity patterns need not persist as we move
from Subfigure 10a to Subfigure 10e. This was the case for grid point (5,6) in Subfigures 10d and 10e, which
shows a frequency count of two on the value y5 of the random variable Y5 for map component S6 in Subfigure
10d, but a frequency count of zero in Subfigure 10e. For reference, Subfigure 10f shows the frequency counts
corresponding to the sparsity pattern from Subfigure 10e. In other words, the matrix shown in Subfigure

10f is the matrix B
(200,σ1)
0 from Algorithm 2, lines 12–19. To simplify notation in Subfigure 10f, we denote

S ≡ T−1 for the inverse T−1 of a transport map T .
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left to right for the horizontal axis, indexing the random variables {Yj}6j=1, and top to bottom for

the vertical axis, indexing the map components {(T−1)i}6i=1. The plot color bar ranges from 1 to
the number N , which in this case is 10. Since, for each i = 1, . . . , 6, the i-th map component (T−1)i
must depend on the value yi of the i-th random variable Yi, and we are aggregating results for 10
computed transport maps, the frequency count depicted on each of the diagonal grid points is 10.
Thus, each square on a diagonal grid point is identified with the highest frequency count, per the
color bar. Out of the 10 transport maps computed, three resulted with the 4-th map component
having dependence on the value y2 of the random variable Y2. Hence the square at grid point
(2,4) is identified with a frequency count of 3, per the color bar. Similarly, two out of the 10
transport maps resulted with dependence on the value y1 of the random variable Y1 for the 6-th
map component and therefore the square at grid point (1,6) is identified with a frequency count of
2. Finally, there were three instances of aggregated dependence with frequency count of 1. These
are identified by the white squares (lowest frequency count per the color bar) appearing at grid
points (1,5), (1,2), and (4,5).

Computing frequency counts for (independently computed) larger collections of adaptive trans-
port maps, as in Figures 10a–10e for the zero-dose radiation class and Figures 11a–11e for the
low-dose one, we observe that patterns of high-valued frequency counts (pointing to particular sub-
sets of random variables) start to emerge and persist. We note that a larger collection of adaptive
transport maps need not contain the smaller previously independently learned collection of adaptive
transport maps, since, per lines 8–9 from Algorithm 2, we know that the learning of each adaptive
transport map used as a training set a randomly selected subset of the set of all available samples
for the given class – that is indeed the case in Figures 10 and 11.

Finally, in order to verify robustness of the results with respect to changes in the ordering of
the random variables, the computational experiments described via Figures 10–11 were repeated
using 20 different permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1 of the ordered set Y ≡ (Yj)6j=1 of random variables.
The different permutations used are listed in Table 2, appearing in Appendix B. Details about the
experiments for each of the permutations are provided in Appendix B. Here we note that the per-
sistence of patterns of high-valued frequency counts resulting from the computational experiments,
as described in Figures 10–11 for the identity permutation σ1(Y) case, was also observed in the
case of each of the 19 permutations {σp(Y)}20p=2.

We thus take the results from the case of N = 200 runs (cf. Figures 10e and 11e) for each of the
20 permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1, and map them (see Algorithm 3 from Appendix B) to the random
variable ordering corresponding to the identity permutation σ1(Y), so that we can report the
aggregated results for these 4,000 runs. This is summarized in Figures 12–13. The resulting high-
valued frequency counts in the aggregated sparsity patterns are suggestive of gene relationships
encoded (or hidden) in the data which, as we have already mentioned, may aid in hypothesis
generation (as was done in Figure 13) for subsequent validation.

6 Discussion

As mentioned in Section 1, one among several advantages of measure transport methods is that they
allow for a unified framework for processing and analysis of data distributed according to a wide
range of probability measures. This powerful property is one of the reasons why measure transport
techniques are active areas of research up to the present day, despite the fact that the subject itself
has a long history. A framework for probability density estimation supported by measure transport
techniques clearly offers benefits for many applications, including those in biology. For instance,
recent work [7] has shown that improved interpretation of cancer transcriptomic data can result by
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e)

S1 200 0 0 0 0 0

S2 32 200 0 0 0 0

S3 14 91 200 0 0 0

S4 9 177 15 200 0 0

S5 200 33 28 30 200 0

S6 46 4 18 38 2 200

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

(f)

Figure 11: Aggregated sparsity patterns from adaptive transport map approximations to data distributions
for different subsets of the low-dose radiation data samples. The permutation on the ordered set Y ≡ (Yj)6j=1

of random variables for the computational experiments summarized in Subfigures 10a–10f is the identity
permutation σ1(Y) = (Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6) (see Table 2 from Appendix B). Subsets of samples consisting
of half the number of total samples (which for the low-dose radiation class is 87) were generated from
random permutations of the GSE43151 data set sample ordering. In Subfigures 11a, 11b, 11c, 11d, and 11e
are represented the sparsity patterns corresponding to, respectively, 10, 20, 50, 100, and 200 such sample
subsets. As for the zero-dose radiation class in Figure 10, by aggregating results for increasing numbers
of sample subsets, patterns of high-valued frequency counts are seen to emerge and persist. For reference,
Subfigure 11f shows the values of the frequency counts corresponding to the sparsity pattern from Subfigure

11e. In other words, the matrix shown in Subfigure 11f is the matrix B
(200,σ1)
1 from Algorithm 2, lines 12–19.

To simplify notation in Subfigure 11f, we denote S ≡ T−1 for the inverse T−1 of a transport map T .

27



(a) zero-dose radiation class

Y1 4000 0 0 0 0 0

Y2 132 4000 0 0 0 0

Y3 20 69 4000 0 0 0

Y4 10 721 386 4000 0 0

Y5 600 212 337 321 4000 0

Y6 1273 160 1 85 279 4000

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

(b) Q
(4000)
0

(c) low-dose radiation class

Y1 4000 0 0 0 0 0

Y2 277 4000 0 0 0 0

Y3 137 1275 4000 0 0 0

Y4 185 3486 455 4000 0 0

Y5 3966 529 712 661 4000 0

Y6 922 203 313 985 258 4000

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

(d) Q
(4000)
1

Figure 12: Subfigures 12a–12b: Frequency counts gathered (see Appendix B) from sparsity patterns of
adaptive transport map approximations to data distributions for different subsets of the zero-dose radiation
data samples. Subfigures 12c–12d: As in Subfigures 12a–12b, but for the low-dose radiation data samples.
The above subfigures report the results obtained by executing Algorithm 2 for each of the 20 different
permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1 listed in Table 2 from Appendix B, specifically for the case N = 200 (cf. Figures
10e and 11e; also Algorithm 2). To account collectively for the number of 4,000 runs summarized in the
above subfigures, the results obtained for each of the permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1 were mapped to the random
variable ordering corresponding to the identity permutation σ1(Y), as described in Algorithm 3. Specifically,
the matrices shown in Subfigures 12b and 12d resulted from line 23 of Algorithm 3. The random variable
to gene ID mapping is (Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6) 7→ (5533 5534 5530 5532 4772 4773). (Refer to Tables 1 and 2
from Appendix B.) Dependencies/relations among genes suggested by the above results are further depicted
in Figure 13.
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(a) zero-dose radiation class (b) Q
(4000)
0 , as a fraction of a total number 4,000 of runs

(c) low-dose radiation class (d) Q
(4000)
1 , as a fraction of a total number 4,000 of runs

Figure 13: Subfigures 13a–13b: Dependencies among the genes for the zero-dose radiation class, as implied
by the sparsity pattern from Figure 12a and the associated frequency counts from Figure 12b. Subfigures
13c–13d: Dependencies among the genes for the low-dose radiation class, as implied by the sparsity pattern
from Figure 12c and the associated frequency counts from Figure 12d. Information about the subset of six
genes selected for the computational experiments, including the gene IDs, appears in Table 1 from Appendix
B. The entries in the tables shown in Subfigures 13b and 13d above contain, respectively, the frequency
counts from Figures 12b and 12d as a fraction of a total number of 4,000 runs, and mapped to the gene
IDs. These fractional values and the (user defined) thresholds from the legend at the top right corner of
Subfigure 13b are used in the above figures to represent a “strength” of the relationship between genes, as
implied by the sparsity patterns from Figures 12a and 12c. A natural question is whether the above reveal
biological information, such as relationships among genes with no radiation exposure (Subfigure 13a) that
change (appear, disappear) or that persist upon exposure to low-dose radiation (Subfigure 13c).
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accounting for differences in the distribution densities of gene expressions. This is just one example
where a framework for probability distribution density estimation, grounded on measure transport
methods, could have significant impact.

Specific to the present manuscript, one of the ultimate goals when studying the GSE43151
data set is to understand the global dependence structure between the genes represented there,
through their expression data interpreted as a set of values of a set of random variables with a
joint d-variate probability density Ψk on Rd, where d denotes the number of genes in the data set,
and k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1} labels the different radiation level classes. The GSE43151 data set we
used (available from [21]) contains samples for d = 10,874 genes. The approach and methods we
presented here, which are intended to be inclusive of, although not exclusively for, scenarios where
the number of samples available for training is limited in amount (order O(10) samples or less),
are very general and to our knowledge have not been pursued in the biology domain. (We note,
however, that application of other measure transport methods in the biology domain appear in the
literature – for example, see [44, 6, 13] for joint neural network and optimal transport applications.)
Combined with present day computational capabilities, the methods being pursued in this paper
make feasible the tasks needed to achieve goals such as that of understanding the global dependence
structure among a large number of genes (or, more generally, a large number of random variables
jointly distributed according to an unknown probability measure).

For instance, within this framework, the computations and results from Section 5.2.2 can be
viewed as follows. By choosing a subset of m genes (where m = 6 genes were considered in Section
5.2.2) we essentially chose a subspace Rm ⊂ Rd and, by learning adaptive triangular transport
maps Tk : Rm → Rm, estimated target probability densities ψk on Rm. These estimated target
densities can be thought of as approximations to m-variate marginals of the (unknown) global
d-variate probability densities Ψk. In other words, we chose a (known) projection P : Rd → Rm
and estimated the marginals νψk

= P♯νΨk
(transports of νΨk

along this projection) on Rm by
constructing triangular transport maps satisfying the measure transport equation νψk

= (Tk)♯νρ,
where the reference probability density ρ on Rm was chosen to be that of the m-variate normal
(i.e., Gaussian) measure N (0, I).

The dependence structure between genes in this small subset (as implied by the computed
estimates to the probability distribution densities) was then uncovered by analyzing the sparsity
patterns exhibited by the learned adaptive triangular transport maps. In general, assuming that Rd
is equipped with a reference Gaussian measure νΓ, one may address the question of computing global
triangular transport maps Tk : Rd → Rd, satisfying the measure transport equation νΨk

= (Tk)♯νΓ
and estimating the (unknown) global probability density Ψk, where Γ is a d-variate Gaussian
reference probability density. It will be interesting to understand the sparsity patterns of the
global maps T −1

k , as their structure will reveal dependencies and strength of correlations between
different genes represented in the entire data set.

Note that such an insight should reveal known and unknown information about biological path-
ways as well, since pathway information should be encoded into the dependency structure of the
global target probability densities Ψk and therefore in the sparsity patterns of the global triangular
transport maps T −1

k . As already mentioned, in Section 5.2 we do not assume a priori any particular
structure of the gene network. For example, graphs that represent (portions of) a gene network
are not necessarily acyclic, in general. Thus, our method and analysis from Section 5.2.2 was not
restricted a priori to directed acyclic graphs assumed to represent gene regulatory networks.

The results of adopting this general approach are already seen in Figure 13, where emerging
complex relations can be observed in the low-dose radiation class within the small subset of six
genes (i.e., random variables) that we studied in detail. Whether to ignore or not the impact of
possible feedback loops in the gene network, as well as the overall interpretation of the relationships
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among genes uncovered from the adaptive transport maps sparsity patterns, will depend on an
external expert knowledge and judgment. Extracting local information by estimating the triangular
transport maps Tk and target densities ψk on a subset of genes and/or using an already established
knowledge about the relations between genes within a subset (for example, a pathway known with
certainty, which will predetermine the sparsity pattern of local transport maps and the dependency
structure of local target probability densities) can help in learning the global transport maps Tk
and thus in estimating the target densities Ψk. Namely, this prior knowledge can be incorporated
into the original mathematical problem (i.e., first equation in the system (23) below) as added
constraints (second equation in the system (23) below):

νΨk
= (Tk)♯νΓ

P♯ ((Tk)♯νΓ) = (Tk)♯ (P♯νΓ) (23)

...

where the local map Tk in (23) has been previously learned and the second equation in the system
(23) above (i.e., constraint for the global triangular transport map Tk) follows from the commuta-
tivity condition P ◦ Tk = Tk ◦ P .

Furthermore, the results depicted in Figure 13 suggest a certain “dynamics” on the space of
transport maps (reflected in the changes to their sparsity patterns), as the level of radiation for class
k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1} changes, revealing also changes in correlations between genes in the subset of
genes under consideration. Moreover, as described in [30], one could gather gene expression data
within a fixed class k ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,K − 1} at different instances of time t = t1, t2, . . . , tn after an
irradiation with a certain dose (labeled by the class k) has occurred. In other words, one observes
the time dynamics on the space of random variables Y(t) = (Y1(t),Y2(t), . . . ,Yd(t)) ∈ Rd, which
implies time dynamics on the space of target probability measures νΨk

(t) (or equivalently, on the
space of target probability densities Ψk(t)), which itself induces time dynamics on the space of
triangular transport maps Tk(t) estimating the target densities Ψk(t), all within the class k.

Using such time-dependent gene expression data, one can learn then a sequence of triangular
transport maps {Tk(tl)}nl=1, and use them as validation points for a stochastic model describing
the dynamics of Tk(t) and thus the correlation time dynamics of the entire gene network after a
radiation dose has been applied. Of course, all of the above could be done locally if one restricts
the study to a subset of genes, that is, to the time dynamics of a subset of random variables
Y(t) = (Y1(t),Y2(t), . . . ,Ym(t)) ∈ Rm ⊂ Rd and the corresponding local target probability measure
νψk

(t) (or target probability density ψk(t)), and the estimating local triangular transport map Tk(t).
In summary, the work reported in this manuscript shows some of the benefits that measure

transport techniques will provide as part of the computational workflow from Section 2, intended
to support research in the biological sciences. In domains for which it is common to have limited
number of samples available for model training, such as in the radiation biology case study from
Section 5, engagement with domain scientists will aid in identifying types of prior knowledge (in
addition to biological pathway knowledge) which can be incorporated into the formulation of the
mathematical problems being solved. How to incorporate prior knowledge will obviously depend
on the type of prior knowledge and problem being addressed but, generally, we mention as common
approaches feature selection for model training as well as incorporation of additional constraints in
optimization problems being solved.

Immediate tasks to pursue, in collaboration with domain scientists, include generation of syn-
thetic data sets that will allow design of more controlled computational experiments with the goal
of gaining a better (quantitative) understanding of the dependence of the methodologies proposed
in Section 5.2 on the number of samples available for training. This will aid in carrying out a formal
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mathematical analysis of the method proposed in Section 5.2.2 as well. Additional (non-synthetic)
data sets for validation of the proposed methodologies also will be sought.
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A Appendix: Adaptive Transport Maps Framework

The computational transport maps framework proposed by [3], termed adaptive transport maps
by the authors, and which we use in the present manuscript in Section 5.2 and the example from
Figure 5 of the main text as well, is outlined next. For technical details, the reader is referred to
the original publication [3] and references therein.

Recall from Section 4.1 of the main text that a transport map T : Rm → Rm, such that the
measure transport equation νψ = T♯νρ holds, is triangular if the i-th component Ti of T depends
only on the values {xj}ij=1 of the first i random variables {Xj}ij=1:

T (x) =


T1(x1)
T2(x1, x2)

...
Tm(x1, x2, . . . , xm)

 . (24)

Conversely, and denoting the map components of the inverse T−1 :Rm→Rm of T by Si ≡ (T−1)i, i =
1, . . . ,m, one has that the i-th map component Si depends only on the values {yj}ij=1 of the first

i random variables {Yj}ij=1:

S(y) =


S1(y1)
S2(y1, y2)

...
Sm(y1, y2, . . . , ym)

 ≡ T−1(y) . (25)
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Recall also that, to ensure positivity of the densities (refer to equations (6) and (7) of the main
text), each map component Ti in equation (24) must be differentiable with respect to xi, and we
must have that ∂xiTi > 0, for every i = 1, . . . ,m. Similarly, each component Si in equation (25) of
the inverse map T−1 of T must satisfy said properties with respect to the variables yi [4, 24].

We now move on to describe briefly the method of constructing and computing (the components
of) a triangular transport map as it has been implemented in [3]. First, we set the stage to define
the space(s) of functions whose elements can be used as building blocks for the construction of the
components of the transport map and whose bases will be used to construct approximations to the
transport map components (via equation (33), later in this section).

To begin, let γ(dy) = 1√
2π
e−y

2/2dy be the standard Gaussian measure on R. Consider the

space RN (sometimes denoted R∞), where N = {1, 2, . . .} is the set of natural numbers, and the
set ZN

+, where Z+ = {0, 1, 2, . . .} is the set of non-negative integers. For y = (y1, y2, . . .) ∈ RN,
the canonical projections P (i) : RN → Ri are defined as P (i)(y) = (y1, y2, . . . , yi). Similarly, if
α = (α1, α2, . . .) ∈ ZN

+, and using the same notation for the canonical projection P (i) : ZN
+ → Zi+,

we have P (i)(α) = (α1, α2, . . . , αi) ≡ α(i). Let γN = γ × γ × · · · be the infinite product Gaussian

measure defined on the Borel σ-algebra B(RN). Then we obtain P
(i)
♯

(
γN

)
= γi = γ × γ × · · · × γ︸ ︷︷ ︸

i times

to be the i-variate Gaussian product measure on the Borel σ-algebra B(Ri). Let L2(Ri, γi) be the
space of square integrable real valued functions on Ri with respect to γi. For all i ∈ N consider the
Sobolev spaces

H1(Ri, γi) =
{
f ∈ L2(Ri, γi) | ∀s : 1 ≤ s ≤ i,

∂f

∂ys
∈ L2(Ri, γi)

}
(26)

with norm, for every f ∈ H1(Ri, γi), defined by

∥f∥H1(Ri,γi) =

[
∥f∥2L2(Ri,γi) +

i∑
s=1

∥∥∥∥ ∂f∂ys
∥∥∥∥2
L2(Ri,γi)

] 1
2

, (27)

and the spaces

Vi(Ri, γi) =
{
f ∈ L2(Ri, γi) | ∂f

∂yi
∈ L2(Ri, γi)

}
, (28)

with norm

∥f∥Vi(Ri,γi) =

[
∥f∥2L2(Ri,γi) +

∥∥∥∥ ∂f∂yi
∥∥∥∥2
L2(Ri,γi)

] 1
2

. (29)

Clearly we have H1(Ri, γi) ⊂ Vi(Ri, γi) ⊂ L2(Ri, γi) for i > 1 and H1(R, γ) = V1(R, γ). For i > 1
the space Vi(Ri, γi) can be constructed as a tensor product L2(Ri−1, γi−1) ⊗ H1(R, γ) equipped
with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, that is, if f = g ⊗ h, where g ∈ L2(Ri−1, γi−1) and h ∈ H1(R, γ),
then ∥f∥Vi(Ri,γi) = ∥g ⊗ h∥HS = ∥g∥L2(Ri−1,γi−1) ∥h∥H1(R,γ).

Now, if n ∈ Z+, let hn be the n-th Hermite polynomial on R:

hn(y) =
(−1)n√
n!

ey
2/2 d

n

dyn

(
e−y

2/2
)
. (30)

The set {hn}n≥0 forms an orthonormal basis on the Hilbert space L2(R, γ). Moreover, {hn}n≥0

forms an orthogonal basis on the Hilbert space H1(R, γ) as well, with its inner product

⟨f, g⟩H1(R,γ) = ⟨f, g⟩L2(R,γ) + ⟨f ′, g′⟩L2(R,γ), (31)
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for every f, g ∈ H1(R, γ). More generally, the space of polynomials is dense in L2(R, γ) and this
implies that the space of polynomials on Ri is dense in L2(Ri, γi), for every i ∈ N. Therefore,
with the latter remark in mind, we take as an orthonormal basis for the Hilbert space Vi(Ri, γi) ⊂
L2(Ri, γi) from (28) the set of polynomials{

H̃α(i)(y) = hα1(y1)hα2(y2) · · ·hαi−1(yi−1)h̃αi(yi) | α(i) ∈ Zi+, y ∈ Ri
}
, (32)

where the polynomials
∏i−1
s=1 hαs(ys), (α1, α2, . . . , αi−1) ∈ Zi−1

+ , form an orthonormal basis of

L2(Ri−1, γi−1) and h̃αi(yi) = hαi(yi)/
√
αi + 1, αi ∈ Z+, form an orthonormal basis of H1(R, γ)

(the latter normalization follows from the property h′n+1 =
√
n+ 1hn of Hermite polynomials).

Then, for each i = 1, . . . ,m, the elements of the space Vi(Ri, γi) with its basis (32) can be used as
building blocks for constructing the i-th component Si of the triangular transport map as well as
its approximations.

With the mathematical formalism outlined above, we can now describe the functional approxi-
mations used to represent the triangular transport maps. The map components {Si}mi=1 in equation
(25) are sought via rectification operators {Ri}mi=1 of the form

Si(y1, . . . , yi) = Ri(fi)(y1, . . . , yi) = fi(y1, . . . , yi−1, 0) +

∫ yi

0
g (∂tfi(y1, . . . , yi−1, t)) dt, (33)

that take sufficiently smooth (e.g., fi ∈ Vi(Ri, γi) – see (28)) non-monotone functions fi : Ri → R,
i = 1, . . . ,m, and transform them into monotone increasing functions Si of their last argument
yi (see (25)). In equation (33) the function g : R → R+ is bijective and positive-valued. This
guarantees that the positivity of the densities (equations (6) and (7) of the main text) is not
violated, a condition that must be satisfied. As discussed in [3], the choice of the function g in
equation (33) has significant impact on the properties of the optimization problem (19) (refer to
Section 4.1 of the main text) solved in order to compute, or learn, the transport map. The soft-plus
function g(z) = log(1+exp(z)), whose inverse is g−1(z) = log(exp(z)−1), is one appropriate choice.

For each i = 1, . . . ,m, the function fi in equation (33) is represented as an Mi-term linear
combination of basis functions from the set (32) (a finite Mi-dimensional approximation),

fi(y1, . . . , yi) =
∑

α(i)∈Λ(i)

cα(i)H̃α(i)(y1, . . . , yi), (34)

where, for each i = 1, . . . ,m:

• Λ(i) ⊂ Zi+ is a finite set of multi-indices
(
α
(s)
1 , α

(s)
2 , . . . , α

(s)
i

)Mi

s=1
, where Mi = Card(Λ(i)),

• cα(i) ∈ R are real-valued coefficients (coordinates with respect to the basis), which are to be
learned from data, and

• H̃α(i) : Ri → R are the basis functions of the Hilbert space Vi(Ri, γi) previously described
(refer to (32)).

Finally, let us give an outline of the adaptive transport map algorithm applied in our computations
to learn the transport maps. The sets (of active indices which identify the sets of active variables
– refer to Figure 3 of the main text) Λ(i) in equation (34) are constructed by a greedy algorithm

inspired by the work from [26]. Namely, starting with a set Λ
(i)
0 = ∅ one constructs a sequence

{Λ(i)
t }t≥0 of downward closed sets. A set Λ

(i)
t ⊂ Zi+ is downward closed if α(i) ∈ Λ

(i)
t and α′(i) ≤
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α(i) =⇒ α′(i) ∈ Λ
(i)
t , where α′(i) ≤ α(i) means α′

s ≤ αs, for 1 ≤ s ≤ i. The reduced margin RM(Λ
(i)
t )

of Λ
(i)
t is defined as

RM(Λ
(i)
t ) =

{
α(i) /∈ Λ

(i)
t | α(i) − ϵ

(i)
(s) ∈ Λ

(i)
t ,∀s : 1 ≤ s ≤ i, αs ̸= 0

}
, (35)

where the multi-index ϵ
(i)
(s) = (0, . . . , 1s, . . . , 0) ∈ Zi+ has the only non-zero entry equal to 1 at

position s. If Λ
(i)
t is downward closed, then Λ

(i)
t ∪{α(i)

t } is downward closed for any α
(i)
t ∈ RM(Λ

(i)
t ).

Then every consecutive iteration Λ
(i)
t+1 = Λ

(i)
t ∪ {α∗(i)

t } is constructed with α
∗(i)
t /∈ Λ

(i)
t and α

∗(i)
t ∈

RM(Λ
(i)
t ) such that it achieves the best next step approximation f t+1

i to fi in (34).

Cross-validation [14] is employed to determine the maximal cardinalities Mmax
i of each set Λ

(i)
t

(that is, the step t =Mmax
i at which to stop adaptation, for each i = 1, . . . ,m), without overfitting

the training data. This results in values Mi = Card(Λ(i)) ≤ Mmax
i and approximations fi which

are optimally adapted to the size of the training data set. The full details are provided in [3].
The greedy, incremental search for values Mi = Card(Λ(i)) ≤ Mmax

i of the cardinalities of the sets
Λ(i) leads to numerical efficiency in the algorithm (as the number of unknowns to determine in
equation (34) grows quickly with increasing i and Card(Λ(i))), as well as numerical stability in the
computations, including when training with a limited number of data samples.

B Appendix: Supplementary Material for Computational Experiments with Adap-
tive Transport Maps

For the computational experiments reported in this Appendix and in Section 5.2.2 of the main
text, which employ adaptive transport maps [3, 2], we work with a subset of six genes from those
present both in the GSE43151 data set available from [21] and pathway hsa04650 from the KEGG
database [16]. This pathway also ranked as one of the top pathways showing significant differential
activation in response to low-dose radiation, as compared to zero-dose, based on the pathway
ranking procedure from [23]. We hence use it for selecting genes (associated with the random
variables) for the present computational experiments. The selected subset of genes and additional
information about them appear in Table 1 and Figure 14.

Gene ID Official Symbol Official Full Name

5530 PPP3CA protein phosphatase 3 catalytic subunit alpha
5532 PPP3CB protein phosphatase 3 catalytic subunit beta
5533 PPP3CC protein phosphatase 3 catalytic subunit gamma
5534 PPP3R1 protein phosphatase 3 regulatory subunit B, alpha
4472 NFATC1 nuclear factor of activated T cells 1
4473 NFATC2 nuclear factor of activated T cells 2

Table 1: Gene IDs with the corresponding official symbol and full name. Source of information:
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/gene

As indicated in Section 5.2.2 of the main text, in order to assess the robustness of the results
obtained from Algorithm 2 with respect to ordering of the random variables, we carried out the com-
putational experiments described in Section 5.2.2 and, in particular, summarized via Figures 10–11
of the main text, using 20 different permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1 of the ordered set Y ≡ (Yj)6j=1 of ran-

dom variables. Specifically, Algorithm 2 was executed for each of the 20 permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1
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(a) (b)

Figure 14: Segment of pathway hsa04650 containing genes 5530, 5532, 5533, 5534 (Subfigure 14a, CaN gene
product, highlighted in red) and genes 4772, 4773 (Subfigure 14b, NFAT gene product, highlighted in red).
Source of search tool and screenshots: https://www.genome.jp/pathway/hsa04650. KEGG pathway map
notation: https://www.genome.jp/kegg/document/help pathway.html

Gene ID
Y ≡ (Yj)6j=1 5533 5534 5530 5532 4472 4473

σ1(Y) Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

σ2(Y) Y4 Y3 Y2 Y1 Y5 Y6

σ3(Y) Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y6 Y5

σ4(Y) Y4 Y3 Y2 Y1 Y6 Y5

σ5(Y) Y6 Y5 Y4 Y3 Y2 Y1

σ6(Y) Y5 Y6 Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4

σ7(Y) Y1 Y2 Y5 Y3 Y6 Y4

σ8(Y) Y6 Y5 Y3 Y4 Y1 Y2

σ9(Y) Y3 Y2 Y6 Y1 Y5 Y4

σ10(Y) Y3 Y1 Y2 Y5 Y6 Y4

σ11(Y) Y6 Y5 Y4 Y2 Y3 Y1

σ12(Y) Y6 Y4 Y2 Y1 Y3 Y5

σ13(Y) Y4 Y5 Y3 Y1 Y6 Y2

σ14(Y) Y5 Y2 Y1 Y6 Y4 Y3

σ15(Y) Y3 Y5 Y2 Y4 Y1 Y6

σ16(Y) Y4 Y3 Y1 Y6 Y5 Y2

σ17(Y) Y2 Y4 Y1 Y6 Y5 Y3

σ18(Y) Y6 Y4 Y2 Y5 Y3 Y1

σ19(Y) Y6 Y3 Y4 Y2 Y1 Y5

σ20(Y) Y4 Y2 Y5 Y6 Y1 Y3

Table 2: Different permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1 of the gene IDs from Table 1, used for the computational
experiments reported in this Appendix and in Section 5.2.2 of the main text. For each p = 1, 2, . . . , 20, we
have σp(Y) = (Yσ−1

p (j))
6
j=1. Note that σ1 is the identity.

listed in Table 2. The results were then analyzed individually for each permutation, as well as
collectively after mapping the results obtained for each of the 20 permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1 to the
random variable ordering corresponding to the identity permutation σ1(Y). The outcome of this
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exercise is summarized next and in Figure 12 of the main text.
Firstly, persistence of patterns of high-valued frequency counts resulting from the computational

experiments, as described in Figures 10–11 for the permutation σ1(Y) case, was also observed when
executing Algorithm 2 for each of the 19 permutations {σp(Y)}20m=2. As one example illustrating
this, we display in Figures 15–16, for the permutation σ20(Y) case, the analogues of Figures 10–11
from the main text. Note, however, that the patterns from Figure 10 versus the corresponding ones
from Figure 15 (similarly, Figure 11 versus Figure 16) are different because each were computed
for different permutations (namely, σ1(Y) and σ20(Y)) of the random variables.

So, to more easily compare and collect the results obtained for the 20 different permutations
{σp(Y)}20p=1, we map the statistics gathered for each of the permutations to the random variable

ordering corresponding to the identity permutation σ1(Y) = (Yj)6j=1. Precisely, given the matrices

B
(N,σp)
k (see line 16 of Algorithm 2) containing the frequency counts resulting from the transport

maps sparsity patterns in a series of N adaptive transport maps learned for each class k ∈ {0, 1}
and, within each class, for the permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1, we define new matrices, as described next.

First, for each of the matrices B
(N,σp)
k (from line 16 of Algorithm 2), we create a matrix P

(N,σp)
k =

σ−1
p

(
B
(N,σp)
k

)
,which is a lower triangular matrix storing the frequency counts from the given matrix

B
(N,σp)
k , rearranged after mapping from the ordering of the random variables corresponding to the

permutation σp(Y) to that for the identity permutation σ1(Y) = (Yj)6j=1. That is,

P
(N,σp)
k (j, i) = B

(N,σp)
k (min(σp(j), σp(i)),max(σp(j), σp(i)) (36)

(see lines 17–19 of Algorithm 3). An entry P
(N,σp)
k (j, i) in the lower triangular portion of the matrix

P
(N,σp)
k thus contains a frequency count reflecting a dependency “strength” between the random

variables Yj and Yi, obtained after learning a series of N transport maps with the (particular)
ordering σp(Y) of the random variables, after being mapped back (i.e., rearranged) so that it
can be compared with the matrix of frequency counts obtained from the learning of N transport
maps with the ordering σ1(Y) of the random variables, or with another matrix of frequency counts
corresponding to another ordering σq(Y), q ̸= p, of the random variables, after an analogous

rearrangement (via the matrices P
(N,σp)
k ) from the ordering σq(Y) to the ordering σ1(Y) of the

random variables. This rearrangement simplifies comparison of results between separate sets of
runs for each one of the 20 different permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1.

An example of such rearrangement is provided in Figures 17–18 for the instance N = 200 of
runs for permutations σ1(Y) and σ20(Y), where one can observe (qualitatively) good agreement
between the resulting patterns of high-valued frequency counts. We observed (qualitatively) the
same patterns with each one of the remaining permutations of random variables listed in Table
2, after learning series of N ∈ {10, 20, 50, 100, 200} adaptive transport maps and the subsequent

rearrangement (in the matrices P
(N,σp)
k – see line 19 of Algorithm 3) to the random variable ordering

corresponding to the identity permutation σ1(Y). This shows robustness of the numerical method
and its invariance with respect to the action of elements of the group of permutations S6 when
identifying the dependence structure of the set of random variables {Yj}6j=1 as inferred from the
sparsity patterns of the learned adaptive transport maps or, equivalently, from the structure of the
corresponding estimated target densities.

Finally, for each class k ∈ {0, 1}, we create a matrix Q
(Ñ)
k , which is a lower triangular matrix

accumulating the frequency counts from the matrices P
(N,σp)
k defined above. That is, for a given

value N of the number of transport maps in a series of learned adaptive transport maps and for
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each class k ∈ {0, 1},

Q
(Ñ)
k =

nperm∑
p=1

P
(N,σp)
k , (37)

where nperm denotes the number of permutations on the ordering of the random variables (see Table

2) and Ñ = N × nperm. This summarizes frequency counts resulting from execution of Algorithm
2 for all permutations {σp(Y)}20p=1 listed in Table 2, collectively (see line 23 from Algorithm 3), as

illustrated in Figure 12 of the main text. The above described matrices P
(N,σp)
k (36) and Q

(Ñ)
k (37)

are created as outlined in Algorithm 3.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e)

S1 200 0 0 0 0 0

S2 38 200 0 0 0 0

S3 28 13 200 0 0 0

S4 7 12 23 200 0 0

S5 0 1 12 71 200 0

S6 19 5 12 0 0 200

Z1 Z2 Z3 Z4 Z5 Z6

Z ≡ σ20(Y)

(f)

Figure 15: Aggregated sparsity patterns from adaptive transport map approximations to data distributions
for different subsets of the zero-dose radiation data samples. The permutation on the ordered set Y ≡ (Yj)6j=1

of random variables for the computational experiments summarized in Subfigures 15a–15f is that listed as
permutation σ20(Y) in Table 2. As in Figure 10 of the main text, subsets of samples consisting of half
the number of total samples (which for the zero-dose radiation class is 18) were generated from random
permutations of the GSE43151 data set sample ordering. In Subfigures 15a, 15b, 15c, 15d, and 15e are
represented the sparsity patterns corresponding to, respectively, 10, 20, 50, 100, and 200 such sample subsets.
By aggregating results for increasing numbers of sample subsets, patterns of high-valued frequency counts
are seen to emerge and persist. For reference, Subfigure 15f shows the values for the frequency counts
corresponding to the sparsity pattern from Subfigure 15e. In other words, the matrix shown in Subfigure

15f is the matrix B
(200,σ20)
0 from Algorithm 2, lines 12–19, resulting from the execution of Algorithm 2 using

permutation σ20(Y). To simplify notation in Subfigure 15f, we denote S ≡ T−1 for the inverse T−1 of a
transport map T .
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e)

S1 200 0 0 0 0 0

S2 193 200 0 0 0 0

S3 39 19 200 0 0 0

S4 31 8 12 200 0 0

S5 8 20 195 46 200 0

S6 6 41 22 10 3 200

Z1 Z2 Z3 Z4 Z5 Z6

Z ≡ σ20(Y)

(f)

Figure 16: Aggregated sparsity patterns from adaptive transport map approximations to data distributions
for different subsets of the low-dose radiation data samples. The permutation on the ordered set Y ≡ (Yj)6j=1

of random variables for the computational experiments summarized in Subfigures 16a–16f is that listed as
permutation σ20(Y) in Table 2. As in Figure 11 of the main text, subsets of samples consisting of half
the number of total samples (which for the low-dose radiation class is 87) were generated from random
permutations of the GSE43151 data set sample ordering. In Subfigures 16a, 16b, 16c, 16d, and 16e are
represented sparsity patterns corresponding to, respectively, 10, 20, 50, 100, and 200 such sample subsets.
As for the zero-dose radiation class in Figure 15, by aggregating results for increasing numbers of sample
subsets, patterns of high-valued frequency counts are seen to emerge and persist. For reference, Subfigure
16f shows the values for the frequency counts corresponding to the sparsity pattern from Subfigure 16e.

In other words, the matrix shown in Subfigure 16f is the matrix B
(200,σ20)
1 from Algorithm 2, lines 12–19,

resulting from the execution of Algorithm 2 using permutation σ20(Y). To simplify notation in Subfigure
16f, we denote S ≡ T−1 for the inverse T−1 of a transport map T .
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(a) P
(200,σ1)
0

Y1 200 0 0 0 0 0

Y2 19 200 0 0 0 0

Y3 1 6 200 0 0 0

Y4 0 41 12 200 0 0

Y5 30 10 14 9 200 0

Y6 59 3 0 1 0 200

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

(b) P
(200,σ1)
0

(c) P
(200,σ20)
0

Y1 200 0 0 0 0 0

Y2 1 200 0 0 0 0

Y3 0 5 200 0 0 0

Y4 0 38 19 200 0 0

Y5 12 13 12 28 200 0

Y6 71 12 0 7 23 200

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

(d) P
(200,σ20)
0

Figure 17: Aggregated sparsity patterns and associated frequency counts from adaptive transport map
approximations to data distributions for different subsets of the zero-dose radiation data samples. The
assignment of genes to the ordered set Y ≡ (Yj)6j=1 of random variables for the computational experiments
summarized in Subfigures 17a–17b is that listed as permutation σ1(Y) in Table 2, whereas for Subfigures
17c–17d it is that listed as permutation σ20(Y). To facilitate comparison, the frequency counts shown above
were mapped to the random variable ordering corresponding to the identity permutation σ1(Y), as described
in Algorithm 3. Specifically, the matrices shown in Subfigures 17b and 17d resulted from line 19 of Algorithm

3. Good qualitative agreement is observed between the high-valued frequency counts for P
(200,σ1)
0 (Subfigure

17a) and those for P
(200,σ20)
0 (Subfigure 17c), in spite of quantitative differences (particularly for low-valued

frequency counts).
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(a) P
(200,σ1)
1

Y1 200 0 0 0 0 0

Y2 32 200 0 0 0 0

Y3 14 91 200 0 0 0

Y4 9 177 15 200 0 0

Y5 200 33 28 30 200 0

Y6 46 4 18 38 2 200

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

(b) P
(200,σ1)
1

(c) P
(200,σ20)
1

Y1 200 0 0 0 0 0

Y2 20 200 0 0 0 0

Y3 3 41 200 0 0 0

Y4 8 193 6 200 0 0

Y5 195 19 22 39 200 0

Y6 46 8 10 31 12 200

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6

(d) P
(200,σ20)
1

Figure 18: Aggregated sparsity patterns and associated frequency counts from adaptive transport map
approximations to data distributions for different subsets of the low-dose radiation data samples. The
assignment of genes to the ordered set Y ≡ (Yj)6j=1 of random variables for the computational experiments
summarized in Subfigures 18a–18b is that listed as permutation σ1(Y) in Table 2, whereas for Subfigures
18c–18d it is that listed as permutation σ20(Y). To facilitate comparison, the frequency counts shown above
were mapped to the random variable ordering corresponding to the identity permutation σ1(Y), as described
in Algorithm 3. Specifically, the matrices shown in Subfigures 18b and 18d resulted from line 19 of Algorithm

3. Good qualitative agreement is observed between the high-valued frequency counts for P
(200,σ1)
1 (Subfigure

18a) and those for P
(200,σ20)
1 (Subfigure 18c), in spite of quantitative differences (particularly for low-valued

frequency counts).
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Algorithm 3 Mapping statistics gathered from results for a number of permutations {σp(Y)}nperm

p=1

of the random variables to the random variable ordering corresponding to the identity permutation
σ1(Y)

1: Notation:
2: m ≥ 1: number of random variables
3: nperm: number of permutations σp(Y) of the random variables
4: N : number of transport maps in a series of learned adaptive transport maps
5: Ñ : the value N × nperm
6: K: number of classes
7: B

(N,σp)
k : m×m lower triangular matrix storing frequency counts from sparsity patterns for

8: N adaptive transport maps learned for class k and permutation σp(Y)
9: (see line 16 of Algorithm 2)

10: Algorithm:
11: for k = 0 to K − 1 do

12: Initialize Q
(Ñ)
k to the m×m zero matrix

13: for p = 1 to nperm do

14: Initialize P
(N,σp)
k to the m×m zero matrix

15: for j = 1 to m do
16: for i = 1 to j do
17: ȷ̃ = min(σp(j), σp(i))
18: ı̃ = max(σp(j), σp(i))

19: P
(N,σp)
k (j, i) = B

(N,σp)
k (̃ȷ, ı̃) ▷ frequency count reflecting dependency

20: “strength” between random variables
21: Yj and Yi, out of N runs for
22: permutation σp(Y)

23: Q
(Ñ)
k (j, i) = Q

(Ñ)
k (j, i) + P

(N,σp)
k (j, i) ▷ accumulate frequency counts

24: from line 19
25: end for
26: end for
27: end for
28: end for
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