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Abstract

Generating samples from a probability distribution is a fundamental task in machine learning
and statistics. This article proposes a novel scheme for sampling from a distribution for which the
probability density µ(x) for x ∈ Rd is unknown, but finite independent samples are given. We fo-
cus on constructing a Schrödinger Bridge (SB) diffusion process on finite horizon t ∈ [0, 1] which
induces a probability evolution starting from a fixed point at t = 0 and ending with the desired
target distribution µ(x) at t = 1. The diffusion process is characterized by a stochastic differ-
ential equation whose drift function can be solely estimated from data samples through a simple
one-step procedure. Compared to the classical iterative schemes developed for the SB problem,
the methodology of this article is quite simple, efficient, and computationally inexpensive as it
does not require the training of neural network and thus circumvents many of the challenges in
building the network architecture. The performance of our new generative model is evaluated
through a series of numerical experiments on multi-modal low-dimensional simulated data and
high-dimensional benchmark image data. Experimental results indicate that the synthetic sam-
ples generated from our SB Bridge based algorithm are comparable with the samples generated
from the state-of-the-art methods in the field. Our formulation opens up new opportunities for
developing efficient diffusion models that can be directly applied to large scale real-world data.

Keywords: Diffusion process; Generative model; Neural network; Sampling; Stochastic differ-
ential equation.

1 Introduction
Generating samples efficiently from complex probability distributions plays a key role in a variety
of prediction and inference tasks in machine learning and statistics. We have two types of settings.
In the first setting, the probability distribution µ(x) for x ∈ Rn is explicitly given. This is often
the case in Bayesian statistics. In the second setting, the explicit form of µ(x) is not specified, but
we have access to a collection of i.i.d. random samples. This is the case in generative modeling
which has been extensively studied over the last years and has found wide-ranging applications across

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

12
45

3v
1 

 [
st

at
.C

O
] 

 2
1 

M
ay

 2
02

4



diverse domains such as computer vision (Huang et al., 2021b; Sohl-Dickstein et al., 2015; Endo
and Kanamori, 2020), image analysis (Wang and Ponce, 2021; Pu et al., 2015), natural language
processing (Shah, 2021; Fu, 2019; Miao, 2017), drug discovery (Chen et al., 2023b; Zeng et al.,
2022), and recommendation systems (Liu et al., 2021). Most of the existing generative models seek
to understand the underlying data generating mechanisms through learning a nonlinear function that
can transform a simple reference distribution to the target distribution. Here we focus on a powerful
class of generative models, called the diffusion models which have achieved enormous success in
synthesizing high-fidelity data. Instead of assume a specific form of the data distribution, the diffusion
models implement a stochastic process and use its endpoint to represent the target distribution. Two
promising approaches in diffusion models are score based diffusion models (Sohl-Dickstein et al.,
2015; Ho et al., 2020; Song et al., 2021a,b) and Schrödinger Bridge based diffusion models (Bernton
et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2023a; Bortoli et al., 2023; Shi et al., 2023; Chen et al., 2023c; Liu et al.,
2023; Stromme, 2023).

The score based generative models (SGM) consist of two processes: the noise-injecting process
also called the forward process and the denoising process also called the backward process. The
forward process is implemented by incrementally adding noise to the original data until they are
indistinguishable from samples drawn from a easily sampled prior distribution, e.g., the Gaussian
distribution. The backward process is implemented by recovering the original data distributions from
the prior. Both processes can by modeled as stochastic processes in terms of a stochastic differential
equation (SDE). The drift function for the forward SDE is defined such that the desired prior becomes
the marginal distribution of the process at the end time. Similarly, the drift function for the backward
SDE is defined such that it can be used to generate data samples from the prior. The basis of SGM lies
in the notion of the score function (i.e. the gradient of the log-density function of a given distribution)
which can be learned (often parametrized by neural network) through regression at each time step.

Despite its empirical success, the diffusion process of SGM needs to run sufficiently large time
steps so that the end distribution is approximately Gaussian. To overcome this limitation, an alterna-
tive approach based on the so-called Schrödinger Bridges (SB) has been proposed which allows one
to obtain exact samples from a sufficiently well-behaved target density in finite time. This approach,
going back to a problem posed by Schrödinger in the 1930s in the context of physics (Schrödinger,
1932; Chetrite et al., 2021), tries to construct a stochastic process that has two given distributions as
marginals at the initial and end times, while subject to a reference process. SB can also be formulated
as an entropically regularized optimal transport problems which seeks optimal policies to transform
the probability density between given arbitrary initial and end distributions in a finite horizon. Despite
its attractiveness, the numerical solution of SB problems are usually based on the so-called Iterative
Proportional Fitting (IPF) algorithm (also known as the Sinkhorn algorithm) which is computationally
more demanding in contrast to the SGM methods (Chen et al., 2021). IPF solves the bridge problem
by creating a convergent sequence of forward and backward processes, known as half-bridges, in
which only one of the two distributions at the boundaries of the time interval is kept fixed. The drift
function for the corresponding SDE of a half-bridge is learned from samples created by the half-
bridge of the previous iteration using a regression approach via training a deep neural network. This
approach is deemed as computationally too demanding because the drift at a given iteration is rep-
resented as a sum of scores obtained in the previous steps. Moreover, it requires the storage of an
increasing number of neural networks, two per iteration. Consequently, practical usages of SB for
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learning high-dimensional data distributions is limited for these reasons.
In this work, we propose an efficient method to generate samples from a distribution for which

the probability density is unknown, but a finite set of sample points are provided. Our approach is
based on Euler-Maruyama discretization of a tractable class of SB diffusion processes, defined on the
unit time interval [0, 1], that transport the degenerate Dirac delta distribution at time zero to the target
distribution at time one. We show that, given such boundary pairs, the solutions of the SB system
admit analytic forms which solely rely on the given data samples and thereby yield a simulation-free
framework that avoids unfavorable complexity occurring in many simulation-base algorithms. Our
approach differs from prior SB based work in that it is a one-step solution which does not need to
run iteration. Moreover, our method scales well to high-dimensions as it does not require training
neural network and thus substantially reduces the computation burden. We demonstrate the practical
use of our algorithm on simulated and real-world data by quantitatively and qualitatively comparing
its performance to the state-of-the-art methods in the field.

A fundamental difference between our SB based approach and many existing related works is that
we start the process from a Dirac delta distribution instead of a Gaussian distribution. For Gaussian
and target boundary pair, usually the SB problem has no closed form solution and one has to rely on
iterative schemes. In addition to IPF, various other type of iterative algorithms have been proposed in
the literature. Examples include Bernton et al. (2019); Vargas et al. (2021); Pavon et al. (2021); Chen
et al. (2023a); Winkler et al. (2023); Bortoli et al. (2023); Winkler et al. (2023); Chen et al. (2021); Shi
et al. (2023); Chen et al. (2023c); Liu et al. (2023); Lee et al. (2024) and many others. Recently, the
Schrödinger-Föllmer process (SFP) has been used for developing sampling scheme which considers
the same boundary pair and transports the delta distribution at time zero to the target distribution at
time one. For example, the SFP based algorithms are proposed in Zhang and Chen (2022); Huang et al.
(2021a) for drawing samples from the target density which is known up to a normalizing constant.
This approach is also applied to the problem of Bayesian inference in Vargas et al. (2022). Our
method is different from these SF based approaches in that we are considering sampling scheme from
distributions which are known only through a finite set of sample points. Wang et al. (2021) present a
a two-stage deep generative model based on SF, in which the first stage learns a smoothed version of
the target distribution, and the second stage derives the actual target at the sample level. Our method
can be considered as a one-step simplification of this approach and therefore is more computationally
simple. Most closely related to the current paper are results by Hamdouche et al. (2023) that derives
a generative model for time series based on SFP approach in which the drift function is directly
estimated from the data samples. The major difference is that Hamdouche et al. (2023) focuses on the
time series problem, while we focus on the problem of drawing samples from arbitrary probability
distributions. In contrast to the above SFP based algorithms that only consider standard Brownian
motion as reference process, our approach is more flexible and allows the reference process to be any
Ito’s process. It is shown in the numerical studies in Section 3 that the performance of our algorithm
in some situations can be significantly improved by appropriately choosing the reference process.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we provide an introduction to Schrödinger bridge
diffusion process and present a class of tractable Schrödinger system of which the solution can be ex-
plicitly derived. Then we propose a one-step data-driven generative model and outline its implemen-
tation algorithm. Section 3 is devoted to numerical studies. We test the performance of our algorithm
on both simulated low-dimensional data and real-world high-dimensional image data. Concluding
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remarks are given in Section 4. Proof for the theorem is provided in Appendix A.

2 Data-driven Schrödinger Bridge sampler
In this section we first provide some background on the Schrödinger Bridge process. Then we intro-
duce a class of tractable Schrödinger Bridge processes. Finally we propose a novel generative model
based on this tractable class by appropriately choosing the reference SDEs.

2.1 Background on Schrödinger Bridge
We are interested in generating synthetic data from an unknown distribution µ for which we have
a data set of i.i.d. samples x(i) ∈ Rd, i = 1, · · · , n. Our algorithms are implemented through
constructing a stochastic diffusion process {xt}1t=0 indexed by a continuous time variable t ∈ [0, 1]
such that x0 ∼ δa, the Dirac delta distribution centered at a ∈ Rd, and x1 ∼ µ, the target distribution.
Denote by Ω = C([0, 1],Rd) the space consisting of all Rd-valued continuous functions on the time
interval [0, 1] and P the measure over Ω induced by the following SDE

dxt = b(xt, t)dt+ σ(t)dwt, x0 = a, (2.1)

where wt is the standard d-dimensional Brownian motion, b(·, ·) : Rd×[0, 1] → Rd is a vector-valued
function called the drift coefficient of xt, and σ(t) : R → R is a scalar function known as the diffusion
coefficient of xt. When b(x, t) = 0 and σ(t) = 1, xt is just the standard d-dimensional Brownian
motion. The SDE (2.1) has a unique strong solution as long as the drift coefficient function b(x, t) is
globally Lipschitz in both state x and time t (Oksendal, 1992).

Denote by Qt the marginal probability law at time t for the probability measure Q on Ω. We write
D(δa, µ) = {Q : Q0 = δa,Q1 = µ} for the set of all path measures with given marginal distribution
δa at the initial time and µ at the final time. Then the solution of the Schrödinger Bridge (SB) problem
with respect to the reference measure P can be formulated by the following optimization problem

Q⋆ = argminQ∈D(δa,µ)
D(Q∥P), (2.2)

where D(Q∥P) denotes the relative entropy between two probability measures on Q and P which is
defined as

D(Q∥P) =

{ ∫
log(dQ/dP)dQ if Q ≪ P

∞ otherwise
, (2.3)

where Q ≪ P denotes that Q is absolutely continuous w.r.t. P and dQ/dP represents the Radon-
Nikodym derivative of Q w.r.t. P

2.2 A tractable class of Schrödinger Bridge
It is known (Pavon, 1989; Dai Pra, 1991; Leonard, 2014) that if the reference process P is induced by
(2.1), then Q⋆ is induced by a SDE with a modified drift:

dxt = [b(xt, t) + u⋆(xt, t)]dt+ σ(t)dwt, x0 = a. (2.4)
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When b(xt, t) = 0 and σ(t) = 1, i.e. P is a Wiener measure, the SB problem (2.2) with initial
margin δa is also called the Schrödinger-Föllmer process (SFP). The properties of SFP have been
explored in Dai Pra (1991); Leonard (2014); Tzen and Raginsky (2019); Huang et al. (2021a); Vargas
et al. (2022); Zhang and Chen (2022) via closed form formulation of the drift u⋆(xt, t) in terms of
expectations over Gaussian random variables known as the heat semigroup. These work also explores
how the formulation of the SFP can be used in practice to construct exact sampling schemes for target
distributions. Particularly, the work by Huang et al. (2021a) investigates how to estimate the SFP
drift in practice via the heat semigroup formulation using a Monte Carlo approximation. Vargas et al.
(2022) applies the SFP drift estimation to the problem of high-dimensional Bayesian inference. Zhang
and Chen (2022) proposes a similar algorithm to estimate the normalizing constant of un-normalized
densities.

Most of the prior studies on how to use SFP to generate samples are analytical, taking as input
the pre-specified probability densities. Our approach in this work, instead, inspired by the original
idea of Schrödinger, applies to situations where only samples are available. Moreover, the reference
measure P in our proposal is not restricted to the Wiener process, i.e. u(x, t) and σ(t) in (2.1) can be
any function as long as they yield a closed form solution for P.

Denote the gradient of a smooth function f(x) by ∇f(x) and the partial derivative with respect
to x of ψ(x,y) for (x,y) ∈ Rd × Rd by ∇xψ(x,y). To facilitate the reformulation of the problem
so that it involves the target distribution only through its available samples, we state in the following
theorem the solution of the SB problem (2.2) whose reference measure P is induced by the SDE (2.1)
with b(x, t) ̸= 0 and/or σ(t) ̸= 1.

Theorem 1. Assume that σ(t) ∈ C1([0, 1]) and the components of b(x, t) are bounded continuous
and satisfy Holder conditions with respect to x, i.e. there are real constants C ≥ 0, α>0 such that
|bi(x, t) − bi(y, t)| ≤ C∥x − y∥α for all i = 1, · · · , d and x,y ∈ Rd. Further assume that µ is
absolutely continuous. Then the stochastic process (2.4) induces a probability measures Q⋆ which
solves the Schrodinger Bridge problem (2.2) if the drift term u⋆(xt, t) is given by

u⋆(x, t) =
σ(t)2

∫
∇xgt(x,x1)µ(dx1)∫
gt(x,x1)µ(dx1)

, (2.5)

where

gt(x,x1) =
q(t,x, 1,x1)

q(0, a, 1,x1)
, (2.6)

with q(t1,x, t2,y) denotes the transition density of xt2 = y at time t2 given xt1 = x at time t1 for
stochastic process xt governed by the reference SDE (2.1).

Theorem 1 shows that we can start from any point x0 = a and update the values of {xt : 0 <
t ≤ 1} according to the SDE (2.4) in continuous time, then the value x1 has the desired distributional
property, that is, x1 ∼ µ. Note that the drift function (2.5) is also the solution of the following
stochastic control problem

u⋆(xt, t) = argminu(xt,t)
E

[
1

2

∫
∥u(xt, t)∥2dt

]
, (2.7)

s.t.

{
dxt = [b(xt, t) + u⋆(xt, t)]dt+ σ(t)dwt,

x0 = δa, x1 ∼ µ.
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A nice property of the stochastic control framework (2.7) is that it enables us to design efficient
sampling scheme via transporting particles on any fixed single point a to the particles drawn from the
target distribution µ on the unit time interval (Zhang and Chen, 2022).

2.3 Drift estimation
The drift term (2.5) involves the integration over the target distribution µ which usually has no closed
form solutions. We are considering the frequently occurring situation where µ is only known through
a fixed set of n samples. In order to evaluate the integration in (2.5) accurately, we need to find
a good estimation for the probability density µ̂ from the given samples. This is quite challenging
especially in high-dimensional cases because the underlying distribution µ often has multi-modes or
lies on a low-dimensional manifold, which cause difficulty to learn from simple distribution such
as Gaussian or mixture of Gaussian. Many methods have been proposed to form useful estimates
µ̂ of µ typical of which are the kernel method (Parzen, 1962), the interpolation method (Wahba,
1975), and diffusion based method (Masry, 1983). These traditional methods are mainly designed for
low-dimensional cases and fall short in scaling to high-dimensions. Wang et al. (2021) obtained the
estimator of probability density via minimizing an empirical logistic regression loss determined by
the score function that can be modeled using a deep network. However, this method is very costly and
prone to high variance as it requires the training of the neural network.

In this work, we instead take two advantages of formula (2.5) and propose an alternative one-step
estimation for the drift coefficient u⋆(x, t). The first advantage is that it involves expectations under
the target distribution µ, so its integral can be replaced by its empirical counterpart, i.e.∫

gt(x,x1)µ(dx1) →
1

n

n∑
i=1

gt(x,x
(i)), (2.8)

which leads to the following direct estimation

û⋆(x, t) =
σ(t)2

∑n
i=1∇xgt(x,x

(i))∑n
i=1 gt(x,x

(i))
. (2.9)

This one-step solution does not require the training of deep neural network and avoids the complexity
of building the network architecture and thus is computationally more inexpensive. The second ad-
vantage is that the transition density q(t1,x, t2,y) in (2.6) is for the reference process which can be
obtained in closed-forms by appropriately choosing the drift function b(x, t) and diffusion function
σ(t) in (2.1). For example, when b(x, t) is affine in terms of x, the transition kernel is always a
Gaussian distribution denoted by N(x;µ,Σ), where the mean µ and covariance matrix Σ are often
known and can be obtained with standard techniques.

2.4 Reference SDEs
In numerical studies, we consider three choices of reference SDEs proposed in Song et al. (2021b)
which have been successfully used in many probabilistic generative tasks. All of them can yield
closed form solutions for both the transition probability q(s,xs, t,xt) and the drift u⋆(x, t).
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• Variance exploding (VE) SDE:

dxt =
√
α′(t)dwt,

q(s,xs, t,xt) = N(xt;xs, [α(t)− α(s)]Id),

u⋆(x, t) =
α′(t)

∫
(x1 − x)ft(x,x1)µ(dx1)

(α(1)− α(t))

∫
ft(x,x1)µ(dx1)

, (2.10)

where α′(t) = dα(t)
dt

, Id is a d-dimensional identity matrix and

ft(x,x1) = exp

(
∥x1 − a∥2

2(α(1)− α(0))
− ∥x1 − x∥2

2(α(1)− α(t))

)
, (2.11)

where ∥ · ∥ denotes the L2-norm. If we choose α(t) = t, it is just the standard d-dimensional
Brownian motion.

• Variance preserving (VP) SDE:

dxt = −1

2
β(t)xtdt+

√
β(t)dwt,

q(s,xs, t,xt) = N(xt;xse
− 1

2

∫ t
s β(s′)ds′ , [1− e−

∫ t
s β(s′)ds′ ]Id),

u⋆(x, t) =
β(t)e−

1
2

∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′

∫ [
x1 − xe−

1
2

∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′

]
ft(x,x1)µ(dx1)

(1− e−
∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′)

∫
ft(x,x1)µ(dx1)

, (2.12)

where

ft(x,x1) = exp

(
∥x1 − ae−

1
2

∫ 1
0 β(s′)ds′∥2

2(1− e−
∫ 1
0 β(s′)ds′)

− ∥x1 − xe−
1
2

∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′∥2

2(1− e−
∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′)

)
.

• Sub-Variance preserving (sub-VP) SDE:

dxt = −1

2
β(t)xtdt+

√
β(t)

(
1− e−2

∫ t
0 β(s)ds

)
dwt,

q(s,xs, t,xt) = N(xt;xse
− 1

2

∫ t
s β(s′)ds′ , [1− e−

∫ t
s β(s′)ds′ ]2Id), (2.13)

u⋆(x, t) =
β(t)

(
1− e−2

∫ t
0 β(s′)ds′

)
e−

1
2

∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′

∫ [
x1 − xe−

1
2

∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′

]
ft(x,x1)µ(dx1)

(1− e−
∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′)2

∫
ft(x,x1)µ(dx1)

,

where

ft(x,x1) = exp

(
∥x1 − ae−

1
2

∫ 1
0 β(s′)ds′∥2

2(1− e−
∫ 1
0 β(s′)ds′)2

−−∥x1 − xe−
1
2

∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′∥2

2(1− e−
∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′)2

)
.

7



The VE SDE yields a process with exploding variance when t → ∞. In contrast, the VP SDE yields
a process with bounded variance. In addition, the VP process has a constant unit variance for all
t ∈ [0,∞) when the initial distribution of x0 has a unit variance. The two successful classes of score-
based generative models: score matching with Langevin dynamics (SMLD) and denoising diffusion
probabilistic modeling (DDPM) are discretization of VE SDE and VP SDE respectively (Song et al.,

2021b). In SMLD, one has α(t) = σ2
min

(
σmax

σmin

)2t
for t ∈ [0, 1] which leads to a diffusion coefficient

σmin

(
σmax

σmin

)t√
2 log σmax

σmin
. In DDPM, one has β(t) = β̄min + t(β̄max − β̄min) which leads to a

diffusion coefficient
√
β̄min + t(β̄max − β̄min). The detailed choice of α(t) and β(t) in our algorithm

is discussed in Section 3.1. It is worth mentioning that the noise level is annealed up in both SMLD
and DDPM while it is annealed down in our implementation as our SB process corresponds to the
reverse-time process of SMLD and DDPM.

Note that even if µ is known, the closed form expression for the drift term u⋆(x, t) can only be ob-
tained in some special situations. For example, if µ is Gaussian mixture, Huang et al. (2021a) derived
the explicit expression of the drift terms for VE SDE with σ(t) = t. We derive the corresponding
results for VP SDE with general β(t) in Section B.

2.5 Euler-Maruyama discretization
Once the drift function u⋆(x, t) is determined, the diffusion process (2.4) can be used to sample from
the target distribution µ by transporting the initial degenerate distribution δa at t = 0 to the target µ at
t = 1. The fact that the SDE (2.4) is defined on the finite time interval [0, 1] allows us to numerically
implement this approach simply through Euler-Maruyama discretization. We first take N ≥ 2 grid
points on [0, 1] with 0 = t0<t1< · · ·<tN = 1 and δj = tj+1 − tj being the step size for the j-th
interval. Then the resulting discretization of the diffusion process (2.4) is

xtj+1
= xtj + δj[b(xtj , tj) + u⋆(xtj , tj)] + σ(tj)

√
δjϵj, j = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1, (2.14)

where {ϵj}Nj=1 are independent and identically distributed random vectors from N(0, Id). If the refer-
ence process is induced by VE SDE, the drift term u⋆(xtj , tj) can be estimated as

û⋆(xtj , tj) =
α′(tj)

∑n
i=1(x

(i) − xtj)ftj(xtj ,x
(i))

(α(1)− α(tj))
∑n

i=1 ftj(xtj ,x
(i))

, (2.15)

where ftj(xtj ,x
(i)) is defined in (2.11). The drift terms for other reference SDEs can be estimated

in a similar way. Based on (2.14), we can start from xt0 = a and iteratively update this initial value
to obtain a realization of the random sample xtN which is approximately distributed as the target
distribution µ under suitable conditions. For convenience, we shall refer to the proposed sampling
method as the data-driven Schrödinger Bridge sampler (DSBS). The pseudocode for implementing
DSBS is presented in Algorithm 1.
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Algorithm 1 DSBS for given i.i.d. samples
1: Input: data set {x(i)}ni=1, grid points 0 = t0<t1< · · ·<tN = 1 on time interval [0, 1] with step

size δj = tj+1 − tj , starting point xt0 = a.
2: for j = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 do
3: Sample random vector ϵj ∼ N(0, Id),
4: Compute û⋆(xtj , tj) according to (2.15),
5: Update xtj+1

according to (2.14).
6: end for
7: Output: {xtj}Nj=1

Note that, in contrast to Langevin diffusion based sampling approaches which rely on the dif-
fusions that reach the target distribution as their equilibrium state when time goes to infinity, the SB
based dynamics are controlled and the target distribution is reached in finite time. An advantage of our
DSBS sampling scheme over the traditional MCMC based methods is that ergodicity is not required
(Huang et al., 2021a). This is also due to the basic property of the SB diffusion (2.4) which transports
the initial distribution δa at t = 0 to the exact target distribution µ at t = 1. The sampling error
of DSBS is entirely due to the approximation of the drift term via (2.15) and the Euler-Maruyama
discretization via (2.14). The first type of approximation errors can be well controlled by the large
sample theorem according to (2.8). The second type of approximation errors can also be made arbi-
trarily small under suitable conditions as shown in Huang et al. (2021a).

3 Numerical experiments
In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of our algorithm on several simulated and real data
sets. We first employ two-dimensional toy examples to show the ability of our algorithm to learn
multimodal distributions. Next, we show that our algorithm is able to generate realistic image sam-
ples. We use two benchmark datasets including MNIST (LeCun and Cortes, 2010) and CIFAR-10
(Krizhevsky and Hinton, 2009).

3.1 Setup
We have compared the numerical results of DSBS using three types of reference SDEs introduced
in 2.4 and found that the performance of sub-VP is worse than VE and VP in all the data sets to
which we applied. Therefore, we only report the results for VE and VP here which are denoted by
VE-DSBS and VP-DSBS respectively. For VE models, the noise scale is chosen to be σ2(t) = t. The
corresponding reference SDE process is just the standard Brownian motion, i.e. dxt = dwt, and its
perturbation transition kernel can be derived as q(0,x0, t,xt) = N(xt;x0, tId). Usually VE models
normalize image inputs to the range [0, 1]. For VP models, we let β(t) = τ exp(−τt) with τ = 1 or
τ = 10. This corresponds to the following instantiation of the VP SDE:

dxt = −1

2
τ exp(−τt)xt +

√
τ exp(−τt)dwt, t ∈ [0, 1]. (3.1)
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The perturbation kernel is given by

q(0,x0, t,xt) = N(xt;x0e
− 1

2
(1−e−τt), [1− e−(1−e−τt)]Id)).

Figure 2 compares the diffusion function σ(t) used in various diffusion models including VE-DSBS,
VP-DSBS with τ = 1, VP-DSBS with τ = 10, SMLD, and DDPM. The two score based generative
models, SMLD and DDPM, involve sequentially corrupting data with slowly increasing noise, there-
fore their diffusion functions increase with t as shown by the red and green curves in Figure 1. On the
other hand, our SB based approaches reverse the step and thus form a sequence of decreasing noise
scales. This is why their corresponding diffusion functions decrease with t or keep to be a constant as
shown by the purple, blue, and black curves in Figure 1.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0
1

2
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t

σ
(t

)

VE−DSBS

VP−DSBS−10

VP−DSBS−1

SMLD

DDPM

Figure 1: Comparison of the diffusion function σ(t) for different sampling schemes. VE-DSBS
denotes data-based Schrödinger Bridge sampler with VE SDE. VP-DSBS-1 and VP-DSBS-10 denote
data-based Schrödinger Bridge sampler with VP SDE (3.1) for τ = 1 and τ = 10 respectively. SMLD
denotes score matching with Langevin dynamics. DDPM denotes denoising diffusion probabilistic
modeling.

In our experiment, we use the Euler-Maruyama discretization for the SDE (2.14) with a fixed step
size, i.e. tj = jδ, j = 0, 1, · · · , N, with δ = 1/N .

In addition to the visualization plot of data vs generated sample paths, we use some metrics de-
scribed in Sections 3.2 and 3.3 to evaluate the accuracy of our generators.

3.2 Learning low-dimensional distributions
We first evaluate how well various methods can effectively learn multi-modal distributions on low-
dimensional data sets. We follow the setup from Shi et al. (2023); Tong et al. (2024b) and use two
common benchmark examples to illustrate and compare the different approaches. The first example
is the Moons data which is sampled from a complicated distribution whose support is split into two
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disjoint regions of equal mass shaped like half-moon (Pedregosa et al., 2011). The second example
is 8-Gaussians data which is generated from a mixture of Gaussians with 8 components which are
relatively far away from each other. Similar to the methods and models reported in Tong et al. (2024b),
we use a training set size of 10000 and a test set size of 10000. We let the starting point x0 = 0 and
set the number of discretization steps N = 100. We run each setting 10 times with mean and standard
deviation reported. Figure 2 compares the training samples (green) with the samples generated from
our DSBS method (blue). They are very close and all the modes are included in both examples.

Figure 2: Visualizing the data of the Moons data set (left) and eight Gaussians data set (right). Green
represents the training sample and blue represents the generated samples from our DSBS method.

We evaluate the empirical 2-Wasserstein distance for 10000 generated samples from our model.
The value reported for W2 is

W2 =

(
min

π∈U(p̂1,q1)

∫
∥x− y∥22dπ(x,y)

)1/2

,

where p̂1 is sampled via our algorithm, q1 is the test set, and U(p̂1, q1) is the set of all couplings of
p̂1 and q1. We report the 2-Wasserstein distance between the predicted distribution and the target
distribution with test samples of size 10000. Table 1 summarizes the comparison of our approaches
with the following methods:

• Simulation-Free Schrödinger Bridges via Score and Flow Matching (Tong et al., 2024b) with
exact optimal transport couplings ([SF ]2M-exact) and with independent couplings ([SF ]2M-I);

• Iterative Schrödinger bridge models: diffusion Schrödinger bridges (DSB) and diffusion Schrödinger
bridge matching with algorithms based on iterative proportional fitting (DSBM-IPF) and Itera-
tive Markovian Fitting (DSBM-IMF);
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Table 1: Summary of generative modelling performance for various methods on two-dimensional data
in terms of W2. Mean and standard deviation based on 10 replication are reported.

Algorithm 8-Gaussians Moons
VE-DSBS 0.267 (0.079) 0.148 (0.026)

VP-DSBS-1 0.316 (0.062) 0.185 (0.020)
VP-DSBS-10 0.293 (0.077) 0.329 (0.036)

[SF ]2M-exact (Tong et al., 2024b) 0.275 (0.058) 0.124 (0.023)
[SF ]2M-I (Tong et al., 2024b) 0.393 (0.054) 0.185 (0.028)
DSBM-IPF (Shi et al., 2023) 0.315 (0.079) 0.140 (0.006)
DSBM-IMF (Shi et al., 2023) 0.338 (0.091) 0.144 (0.024)

DSB (Bortoli et al., 2023) 0.411 (0.084) 0.190 (0.049)
OT-CFM (Tong et al., 2024a) 0.303 (0.053) 0.130 (0.016)
SB-CFM (Tong et al., 2024a) 2.314 (2.112) 0.434 (0.594)

RF (Liu, 2022) 0.421 (0.071) 0.283 (0.045)
I-CFM (Tong et al., 2024a) 0.373 (0.103) 0.178 (0.014)
FM (Lipman et al., 2023) 0.343 (0.058) 0.209 (0.055)

• ODE flow-based models: optimal transport conditional flow matching (OT-CFM), Schrödinger
bridges conditional flow matching (SB-CFM), independent conditional flow matching (I-CFM),
rectified flow (RF), and flow matching (FM).

The results derived from SDE based stochastic methods and ODE based deterministic methods are
put in the top and bottom blocks in Table 1 respectively. They are reported in Tong et al. (2024b).
For 8-gaussians data set, VE-DSBS outperforms all methods and VP-DSBS-10 is in the third place.
For Moons data set, VE-DSBS is in the fifth place. The performance of VE-DSBS is better than the
performance of VP-DSBS-1 and VP-DSBS-10 on both data sets. The results from Table 1 show that
DSBS is a competitive generative model for low-dimensional data.

3.3 Image Generation
Next, we validate our method on high-dimensional image generation. We consider the well-studied
MNIST and CIFAR10 data sets. The MNIST data set consists of gray-valued digital images, each
having 28×28 pixels and showing one hand-written digit. The generated images for MNIST using
the DSBS algorithm based on 10000 training samples are presented in Figure 3, which clearly suggest
that our method is able to synthesize high-fidelity images. The CIFAR10 data set consists of 60000
images in 10 classes, with 6000 images per class. The images are colored and of size 32×32 pixels.
Figure 4 shows the generated samples and their comparison with the true samples on CIFAR10. As the
Figure demonstrates, our algorithm successfully generates sharp, high-quality, and diverse samples on
high-dimensional image. Figure 5 shows the progressive generation on CIFAR10 in our algorithm. It
shows that our approach provides a valid path for the particles to move from a fixed point at t = 0 to
the target distribution at t = 1.

Table 2 summarizes the Fréchet Inception Distance score (FID) (Heusel et al., 2018) on CIFAR10
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of our algorithm as well as other two type of state-of-the-art generative models: Optimal Trans-
port (OT) methods and score based generative models (SGM). The OT type of methods include SB-
FBSDE, forward-backward SDE (Chen et al., 2023a), DOT, discriminator optimal transport (Tanaka,
2023), multi-stage SB (Wang et al., 2021), and DGflow, deep generative gradient flow (Ansari et al.,
2021). The SGM type of models include ScoreFlow, score-based generative flow (Song et al., 2021a),
VDM, variational diffusion models (Kingma et al., 2023), and LSGM, latent score-based generative
model (Vahdat et al., 2021). The FID score is a metric used to assess the quality of images created
by a generative model. It compares the distribution of generated images with the distribution of a
set of real images. We report the FID over 30k samples w.r.t. the training set. Notably, our method
achieves score 3.88 on CIFAR10, which is comparable to the top existing SGM type of methods and
outperforms most of the other OT type of methods by a large margin in terms of the sample quality.
We omit FID scores on MNIST as the scores on this data set are not widely reported.

Figure 3: Comparison between true images (left) and generated images (right) on MNIST.

4 Conclusion
In this article, we propose a novel class of simulation-free generative model for sampling from dis-
tributions which are known only through a finite set of samples. The procedure is through Euler-
Maruyama discretization of a tractable class of Schrödinger bridge diffusion process whose initial
distribution is of degenerate type, i.e. the process starts from a fixed point. We obtain the solution of
the diffusion process by deriving the explicit formulation for the drift function of its corresponding
SDE. The formulation turns out to be quite simple and relies solely on data samples and the transition
probability of the reference process. Our approach is more flexible than existing related works in that
its reference process is not limited to standard Brownian motion but can be any Ito’s process. We
consider three type of reference SDEs: VE, VP, and sub-VP in our numerical studies and all of them
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Figure 4: Comparison between true images (left) and generated images (right) on CIFAR10.

Figure 5: Illustration of the CIFAR10 image generation process over time from left to right with
intermediate samples.

have closed form expressions. The usefulness of our method is demonstrated through application to
both low-dimensional simulated data and high-dimensional image data. The numerical results show
that our method is competitive with the state-of-the-art generative models. The biggest advantage of
our method is that it is simple, efficient, and low cost computationally as it is a one-step procedure
and does not involve iteration and training the neural network.

Our formulation opens up new algorithmic opportunities for developing efficient nonlinear diffu-
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Table 2: CIFAR10 evaluation using FID score w.r.t. the training set.

Model Class Method FID

Optimal Transport

VP-DSBS-10 (ours) 3.88
SB-FBSDE (Chen et al., 2023a) 3.01
DOT (Tanaka, 2023) 15.78
Multi-stage SB (Wang et al., 2021) 12.32
DGflow (Ansari et al., 2021) 9.63

SGMs

SDE (deep, sub-VP; Song et al. (2021b)) 2.92
ScoreFlow (Song et al., 2021a) 5.7
VDM (Kingma et al., 2023) 4.00
LSGM (Vahdat et al., 2021) 2.10

sion models that have a broad scope of applicability. We plan to apply our method to more real-world
data. We have considered three prior processes in our implementation and observed that the perfor-
mance depends on the prior process and the optimal choice of the prior is different for different data
sets. Many applications require more general priors whose distributions are not available in closed
form if one considers SDEs with nonlinear drift functions. Future work can consider how to extend
the present methodology to general situations and find the way on how to choose optimal prior process
for given data samples.

A Proof of Theorem 1
Proof. Assume that Q is absolutely continuous with respect to the reference measure P, i.e. D(Q∥P)<∞.
The disintegration theorem then gives

D(Q∥P) = D(Q1∥P1) +

∫
Rd

Q1(dx)D(Qx∥Px), (A.1)

where Qx (respectively, Px) denotes the conditional probability law of xt∈[0,1) given x1 = x under Q
(respectively, P). The conditional probability measure Px gives the probability law of the reference
process which usually has a closed form solution. Now since Q ∈ D(δa, µ), we have Q1 = µ, whereas
P1 = µx for the reference process P. Thus we have the following expression for the right hand side
of (A.1)

D(Q∥P) = D(µ∥µx) +

∫
Rd

µ(dx)D(Qx∥Px) ≥ D(µ∥µx),

where equality holds if and only if Qx = Px almost everywhere. This immediately implies that
D(µ∥µx) = infD(δa,µ)D(Q∥P) and the above infimum is attained by the probability measure Qx(·) =∫
Rd µ(dx)Px(·), i.e. by the µ-mixture of reference processes Px.
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Recall that the path measure P describes a solution to the following SDE

dxt = b(xt, t)dt+ σ(t)dwt, x0 = a.

We first make the gradient ansatz and assume that the diffusion process Q is governed by an Ito SDE
of the form

dxt = [b(xt, t)− σ(t)2∇ϕ(xt, t)]dt+ σ(t)dwt, x0 = a, (A.2)

where ∇ denotes the gradient with respect to the space variable. Then we will show that we can
choose a suitable function ϕ(x, t) : Rd × [0, 1] → R which is twice continuously differentiable in x
and once differentiable in t such that the probability law of the resulting process xt defined in [0, 1]
will be governed by Q.

Given two Ito processes with the same diffusion, we can use the Girsanov theorem to write down
the Radon-Nikodym derivative of Q with respect to P by

dQ
dP

= exp

(
−
∫ 1

0

σ(t)2

2
∥∇ϕ(xt, t)∥2dt−

∫ 1

0

σ(t)∇ϕ(xt, t) · dwt

)
. (A.3)

Let us define the process (ϕt)t∈[0,1] by ϕt = ϕ(xt, t). Ito’s lemma then gives

dϕ(xt, t) =

(
∂tϕ(xt, t) +∇ϕ(xt, t) · b(xt, t) +

σ(t)2

2
△ ϕ(xt, t)

)
dt+ σ(t)∇ϕ(xt, t) · dwt.

where △ = ∇ · ∇ is the Laplacian. Integrating and rearranging, we obtain

−
∫ 1

0

σ(t)∇ϕ(xt, t) · dwt

=

∫ 1

0

(
∂tϕ(xt, t) +∇ϕ(xt, t) · b(xt, t) +

σ(t)2

2
△ ϕ(xt, t)

)
dt+ ϕ(x0, 0)− ϕ(x1, 1).

Substituting this into (A.3) and using the definition of ϕt gives

dQ
dP

= exp {ϕ(x0, 0)− ϕ(x1, 1)

+

∫ 1

0

(
∂tϕ(xt, t) +∇ϕ(xt, t) · b(xt, t) +

σ(t)2

2
△ ϕ(xt, t)−

σ(t)2

2
∥∇ϕ(xt, t)∥2

)
dt

}
.

Let ϕ(x, t) solves the PDE

∂tϕ(x, t) +∇ϕ(x, t) · b(x, t) + σ(t)2

2
△ ϕ(x, t)− σ(t)2

2
∥∇ϕ(x, t)∥2 = 0 (A.4)

for all (x, t) ∈ Rd × [0, 1] subject to the terminal condition ϕ(x0, 0) = 0 and ϕ(x, 1) = − log µ
µx (x).

Now the PDE (A.4) is nonlinear in ϕ(x, t) due to the presence of the squared norm of the gradient
of ϕ(x, t) on the right hand side. From the theory of PDE we can convert it into a linear PDE by
making the logarithmic transformation ϕ(x, t) = − log h(x, t) which is also called the Cole-Hopf
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transformation (Hopf, 1950). Substituting this into (A.4), we obtain a much nicer linear PDE for
h(x, t):

∂th(x, t) +∇h(x, t) · b(xt, t) +
σ(t)2

2
△ h(x, t) = 0 (A.5)

on Rd × [0, 1] subject to the terminal condition h(x, 0) = 1 and h(x, 1) = µ
µx (x). Let us again define

the process (ht)t∈[0,1] by ht = h(xt, t) and apply Ito’s lemma:

dh(xt, t) = ∂th(xt, t) +∇h(xt, t) · b(xt, t) +
σ(t)2

2
△ h(xt, t) + σ(t)∇h(xt, t) · dwt

= σ(t)∇h(xt, t) · dwt,

where we have used the fact that h(x, t) solves (A.5). Taking integration we obtain

h(x1, 1)− h(xt, t) =

∫ 1

t

σ(t)∇h(xt, t) · dwt.

Taking conditional expectation on both side given xt = x, we obtain

h(x, t) = EP

[
µ

µx
(x1)|xt = x

]
=

∫
gt(x,x1)µ(dx1), (A.6)

for any x ∈ Rd and t ∈ [0, 1], where gt(x,x1) is defined in (2.6). This is also called the Feynman-Kac
formula for the solution of (A.5), one of the remarkable connections between the theory of PDE’s and
diffusion processes. To verify that the terminal conditions are satisfied, we obtain

h(x0, 0) = EP

[
µ

µx
(x1)|x0 = x0

]
=

∫
µ(x1)dx1 = 1.

Then transform (A.6) for h(x, t) into ϕ(x, t) and substitute into (A.2), we obtain

ϕ(x, t) = − log

[∫
gt(x,x1)µ(dx1)

]
,

which leads to (2.5), i.e.

u⋆(x, t) = −σ(t)2∇ϕ(x, t) =
σ(t)2

∫
∇xgt(x,x1)µ(dx1)∫
gt(x,x1)µ(dx1)

.

B Gaussian mixture distributions
Assume that the target distribution µ is a Gaussian mixture, i.e.,

µ =
K∑
k=1

πkN(θk,Σk),
K∑
k=1

πk = 1, k = 1, · · · , K,
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whereK is the number of mixture components. For VP SDE, the drift coefficient (2.12) can be written
as

u⋆(x, t) = κ1

∑K
k=1 πkρkθ̃k∑K
k=1 πkρk

− κ2x,

where

κ1 =
β(t)e−

1
2

∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′

1− e−
∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′

,

κ2 =
β(t)e−

∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′

1− e−
∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′

,

θ̃k = Σ̃k

(
Σ−1

k θk +
m1

ζ1
− m2

ζ2

)
,

ρk =
∣∣∣Σ̃k

∣∣∣1/2 |Σk|−1/2 exp

{
1

2

[
θ̃
T

k Σ̃
−1

k θ̃k − θT
kΣ

−1
k θk

]}
,

where

m1 = ae−
1
2

∫ 1
0 β(s′)ds′ ,

m2 = xe−
1
2

∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′ ,

ζ1 = 1− e−
∫ 1
0 β(s′)ds′ ,

ζ2 = 1− e−
∫ 1
t β(s′)ds′ ,

Σ̃k =

{
Σ−1

k +

(
1

ζ1
− 1

ζ2

)
Id

}−1

.
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