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Arbitrary Distributions Mapping via SyMOT-Flow: A Flow-based Approach
Integrating Maximum Mean Discrepancy and Optimal Transport

Zhe Xiong*, Qiaogiao DingT, and Xiaoqun Zhang;i

Abstract. Finding a transformation between two unknown probability distributions from finite samples is cru-
cial for modeling complex data distributions and performing tasks such as sample generation, domain
adaptation and statistical inference. One powerful framework for such transformations is normal-
izing flow, which transforms an unknown distribution into a standard normal distribution using an
invertible network. In this paper, we introduce a novel model called SYMOT-Flow that trains an
invertible transformation by minimizing the symmetric maximum mean discrepancy between sam-
ples from two unknown distributions, and an optimal transport cost is incorporated as regularization
to obtain a short-distance and interpretable transformation. The resulted transformation leads to
more stable and accurate sample generation. Several theoretical results are established for the pro-
posed model and its effectiveness is validated with low-dimensional illustrative examples as well as
high-dimensional bi-modality medical image generation through the forward and reverse flows.
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1. Introduction. Finding a transformation between two unknown probability distribu-
tions from samples has many applications in machine learning and statistics, for example
density estimation [10] and sample generation [9, 45], for both we can use the transformation
to generate new samples from the target distribution. Furthermore, finding a transformation
between two unknown probability distributions can also be useful in domains such as com-
puter vision, speech recognition, and natural language processing, where we often encounter
complex data distributions. For example, in computer vision, we can use the transforma-
tion to model the distribution of images and generate new images with desired characteristics
(14, 11].

There are several common techniques for finding the transformation between two prob-
ability distributions. Invertible neural network (INN) is a popular and powerful modeling
technique whose architectures are invertible by design, which has attracted significant atten-
tion in statics [34, 41] machine learning fields [26, 52, 13]. Practically, INNs tend to be realized
by the composition of a series of special invertible layers called flow layers, mainly including
coupling flows [13, 26] and neural ODEs[6, 18], where each layers is designed to be easy to
compute and invert. By applying a sequence of such transformations to a simple distribution,
such as a Gaussian distribution, one can generate more complex distributions that can be used
to model complex datasets. On this purpose, the structure of INN tends to be elaborately
designed such that the transformation is invertible and the Jacobian determinant is tractable.
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And as a widely used generative model, it has a good performance for both sampling and
density evaluation tasks [43, 41].

On the other hand, optimal transport (OT) [37, 25] is a classical mathematical framework
involving finding the optimal mapping between two probability distributions that minimizes
a cost function, such as the Wasserstein distance [44, 49]. Optimal transport has been applied
to many different generative models and improves the quality and stability of the generated
samples [8, 7, 21, 4, 12].

The integration of deep learning with OT has resulted in significant advancements in
learning the optimal plan between two sets of samples. Due to the complexity of managing
push-forward constraints in Monge’s and Kantorovich’s problems, some approaches prioritize
solving the dual or dynamical formulations of OT. For instance, Onken et al. [40] proposed
combining OT with normalizing flows[13, 26] by utilizing Neural ODE [6] to approximate the
transformation between the given data and the standard Gaussian distribution through an
Lo constraint on the velocity field in dynamical OT. Morel et al. [38] introduced a geometric
method to achieve the optimal map of a given normalizing flow without imposing constraints
on the architecture or the training procedure. Additionally, Korotin [30] addressed the weak
OT formulation to construct a transport mapping between the source and target distributions
in dual space, demonstrating impressive performance.

Alternatively, utilizing a practical metric between two probability distributions offers a
viable approach to addressing the optimal transport (OT) constraints. The selection of these
metric distances plays a crucial role in determining the performance and characteristics of
generative models. A commonly used metric is the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence, which
has been extensively applied in various generative models, including Generative Adversarial
Networks (GANs) and Normalizing Flows (NFs) [16, 27, 28]. However, in general OT prob-
lems where only samples are available, the KL divergence is unsuitable due to the absence
of density functions. Consequently, alternative distance metrics, such as the Kernel Stein
Discrepancy (KSD) [32, 17], have been investigated for posterior approximation in generative
models. These metrics provide new opportunities for enhancing the accuracy and efficiency
of generative models in diverse applications [24, 15]. Another significant metric is the Maxi-
mum Mean Discrepancy (MMD) [19], which measures the difference in mean values between
samples using a continuous function. For instance, [35] proposed employing MMD regulariza-
tion to relax and solve the corresponding discrete unbalanced OT problem. Similarly, in [2],
the authors presented a method for conducting the gradient flow of MMD and elucidated its
relationship with OT.

Motivated by invertible transformation constructed in normalizing flow approaches, in this
paper, we propose a method to learn an invertible transformation between two unknown dis-
tributions based on given samples, namely SyMmetrical MMD OT-Flow (SyMOT-Flow).
In this manuscript, we build upon our foundational research initially presented at a spe-
cialized workshop [51]. Our extension involves the augmentation of our model to address
higher-dimensional imaging tasks, specifically focusing on the generation of images between
two distinct magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) modalities, namely T1 and T2. This advance-
ment represents a significant leap in the application of our proposed model, demonstrating its
adaptability and efficacy in more complex imaging scenarios. Additionally, this study places a
heightened emphasis on theoretical results, providing a detailed exploration of the convergence
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properties of our model. We rigorously demonstrate our model’s alignment with the optimal
transport problem, offering insights into its theoretical robustness and potential applications
in complex scenarios. In our model, the two-direction maximum mean discrepancy (MMD)
[19] is used to measure the discrepancy between the transformed samples to the original ones.
Besides, we consider the OT cost in Monge’s problem [37] as a regularization. Focusing on the
convergence properties within the Reproducing Kernel Hilbert Space (RKHS), as detailed in
Reference [46], we establish the connection of the proposed model and Monge’s problem. The
application of I'-convergence theory provides substantial evidence for the gradual alignment of
the model’s minimizer with that of the optimal transport plan. Further, inspired by theoreti-
cal frameworks in [29, 39] , the feasibility and existence of the invertible neural network, which
is a critical component of the model, are substantiated. The proposed model takes the ad-
vantages of kernel in MMD for capturing intrinsic structure of samples and the regularity and
stability of parameterized optimal transport. And the transformation is constructed through
a sequence of invertible network structure which enables continuity and invertibility between
two distributions in high dimension. Together with encoder-decoder, the learned transforma-
tion in feature spaces facilitates an optimal correspondence between samples, a property that
holds significant potential for various applications. These include generative modeling, feature
matching, and domain adaptation, where the precise alignment of features is crucial for en-
hancing model performance and adaptability. Extensive experiments on both low-dimension
illustrative examples and high dimension datasets demonstrate the performance of our model.
Also, ablation studies on the effect of the OT regularization and symmetrical designs of our
models are provided to show the characteristic of learned transformation.

Unlike most approaches that solve Optimal Transport (OT) using neural networks in the
dual space, our method focuses on the original space, allowing us to use a single network to
accurately approximate the optimal mapping. In contrast, other methods such as those by
Korotin et al. [30] and Gushchin et al. [22] require additional networks to learn the cor-
responding potential functions, thereby increasing model complexity and training difficulty.
Additionally, Manupriya et al.[35] utilized Maximum Mean Discrepancy (MMD) as a distri-
bution metric to solve the unbalanced OT problem. However, their practical method converts
the MMD regularization into a matrix normalization to solve the corresponding discrete prob-
lem, primarily targeting low-dimensional tasks. In our model, we incorporate MMD into the
training loss to measure the distance between the source and target distributions. This ap-
proach enables us to directly obtain an invertible continuous mapping between the source and
target samples, making it suitable for high-dimensional image transfer tasks, such as MRI
T1/T2 and CT/MRI, achieving generation results with high precision as demonstrated in our
experiments.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives the Definitions and preliminary Lemmas.
Section 3 describes the proposed method and Section 4 gives the theoretical results. Section
5 is devoted to the experimental evaluation and comparison to other methods. Section 6
concludes the paper.

2. Definitions and Lemmas. Before introducing our model, we first introduce some no-
tations and definitions that will be used for later theoretical analysis.
Suppose Q C R? is a compact set where d is the dimension and x, z are two random
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variables in €2 with distribution p, ¢. In practice, we only have some samples from p and g¢,
which are denoted by {x;}; and {z; }5\/:'1 respectively, where N and N’ are the numbers of
samples. Then correspondingly, we have the following definitions:

Definition 2.1 (Reproducing Kernel Hilbert Space (RKHS)). Let H be a Hilbert space of real-
value functions on Q. A function k : Q x Q — R is a reproducing kernel of H if k(-,x) € H
for allx € Q, and (f,k(-,x))y = f(x) for all f € H,x € Q. A Hilbert space H with kernel
k(-,-) is called an RKHS.

Definition 2.2 (Strictly Integrally Positive Definite Kernel ([s.p.d)). Suppose M(Q) as the
space of all finite signed measures on 0 and for p € M(Q), let L1(n) be the space of all
measurable functions f : Q@ — R which are p-integrable. Suppose H is an RKHS with a
u-measurable kernel k and we define My (2) as follows:

M () = {p e MQ)|H C Li(p)}-

Then the kernel k of H is called strictly integrally positive definite ([s.p.d) if the following
condition always holds:

/Q /Q k(x, x)dp(x)dp(x’) = 0

for all the measures pu € My () and the equality holds if and only if u = 0.

Definition 2.3 (Universal). An RKHS H with kernel k defined on a compact set §) is called
universal, if H is dense in Co(§2) with respect to Loo-norm and k is continuous, where Co(£2)
denotes the space of continuous functions vanishing at boundary of €.

Definition 2.4 (Diffeomorphism). A differentiable map T defined on Q) is called a (C*°-)
diffeomorphism if it is invertible and smooth, i.e. T is a bijection and both T and T~ are
(C*°-) differentiable.

2.1. Maximum Mean Discrepancy (MMD). Suppose p and ¢ are two probability mea-
sures defined on  and H is an RKHS with kernel k. Then the maximum mean discrepancy
between p and q respect to H is defined as

(2.1) MMD(H, p,q) = ||fS|’\up<1Ep [f(x)] — Eq [f(2)]-

Moreover, since H is a Hilbert space, by the Riesz representation theorem, there exists a
feature mapping ¢(x) € H such that f(x) = (f, #(x)) for ¥x € Q. And according to [47],
this feature mapping takes the canonical form ¢(x) = k(x,-). In particular, we have that
<¢(X)7 ¢(Z)>H - k(X, Z)'

One important property of MMD is that, when the RKHS H is universal, the MMD can
be regarded as a metric of the probability measures, which is stated as following Lemma:

Lemma 2.5. [19, Theorem 5] Suppose H is a universal RKHS, then the MMD is a metric
of the probability measures. More precisely, suppose p and q are two probability measures
defined on 2, then we have MMD(H,p,q) = 0 if and only if p = q.
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While in practice, the operator of sup on the set || f||% < 1 is intractable, we tend to use the
equivalent formulation of MMD ,which is also given as follows:

Lemma 2.6. [19, Theorem 6] Suppose x and X' are two independent random variables with
distribution p, z and z' are two independent random variables with distribution q, then the
squared MMD 1s given by

MMD?(H, p, q) = |[Exmp [$(X)] — Egny [6(2)] |12,
= Expnp [FX)] + Bongaing [K(2,2)] = 2Bxp g [k(x, 2)].

Empirically, for the samples {x;}¥ | and {zj}évzll from distribution p and q respectively, we
have the discrete estimator of MMD:

N N’
1
2
(2.2) MMDj (H, p,q) = NN ngl /El [k(Xn, Xn/) + K(2Zn, 2 ) — 2k(Xp, 2 )] -

We note that by taking MMD as a metric, some equivalent relationships between different
types of convergence are provided in [46]. We choose part of them as the statement in the
following lemma, which will be used in our later demonstration:

Lemma 2.7. [/6, Lemma 3] Suppose RKHS M is universal with a continuous and [s.p.d
kernel k. Let po (sequence) and p be probability measures. Then strong convergence with
respect to MMD 1is equivalent to the weak convergence from po, to p. Precisely,

MMD(H, pa,p) = 0 <= B, f — Epf for all f € Cy().

Remark 2.8. Note that this estimator is a biased one while there is also unbiased estimator
of MMD. The biased estimator, owing to its convenience in computation and prevalent usage
in practical scenarios, is the primary focus of our discussion. More discussion on unbiased
estimators of MMD can be found in [19].

Remark 2.9. While the definition of Maximum Mean Discrepancy (MMD) is contingent
on the selection of the Reproducing Kernel Hilbert Space (RKHS), denoted as #, in practical
applications, the specific choice of H is often not a primary concern. For convenience, we
simplify the notation MMD(H, p, q) to MMD(p, q) in later discussions as a metric between p
and q.

2.2. Optimal Transport (OT). Suppose c(-,+) : 2 x Q — R, is a nonnegative cost func-
tion, p and ¢ are two probability measures, then the optimal transport problem by [37] is
given by

(2.3) rr&in/gc(x,T(x))dp(x) s.t. Typ = q,

where T':  — 2 is a measurable mapping and T} is the push-forward operator such that

(T =l = | [ Hadata) = [ n(reo)aneo.vm e ci@)].

Q
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As in practice it is difficult to enhance the constraints from sampled data, we consider a

relaxed form of problem (2.3) by replacing the equality Typ = ¢ with a probability measure
distance d(-,-) as

(2.4) min | c(x, 760)dp(x) + M(Tip. ),
Q
where A > 0 is the weight of the distance penalty.

2(x) — / o(x, Ty(x)dp(x)) ~———  ToP(®
% — iy
. INN INN INN } :
MMD(p, Ty, "q) Block —> |Block ~~ """ Block MMD(Typ, q) |
f f |

. ¢
INN Permute

Split Subnets sy, tg,

Concate
*2 | ———> [ Affine Coupling Layer )| ———> B

Figure 1. Overview of SyMOT-Flow Model. The red block contains the main structure of the model and
the blue one consists of the precise structure of the INN blocks, which are the basic block of the distribution
transformation Ty.

3. Our method. Our goal is to develop a methodology that identifies a transformation,
parameterized by Invertible Neural Networks (INNs), to map between two distributions using
sample data. The diagram of our model is presented in Fig. 1. The red block contains the
main process of the method and the blue one consists of the precise structure of the INN
blocks, which are the basic block of the distribution transformation between the two given
data distributions (the green set and purple set). In the following, we will present the details
of the proposed method.

3.1. Invertible Neural Networks (INNs). Invertible Neural Networks (INNs) are neural
networks architectures with invertibility by design, which are often composed of invertible
modules such as affine coupling layers [13] or neural ODE [6]. With these specially designed
structures, it tends to be tractable to compute the inverse transformation and Jacobian de-
terminant, which is widely used in the normalizing flow tasks. As we can see in Fig. 1, the
input x is split along the channels into two part (xj,x2) randomly and then the first part
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x1 keeps invariant, while the second part xs are fed into two trainable subnets sy, and ty,.
Furthermore, through the affine coupling layer, the output zo is determined by the affine
combination of sg, (x1)), tg,(x1) and x2. In the last step, the output (z1,z2) are primarily
concatenated and then reordered along the channels to get the transformed output z. Here is
the transformation in the affine coupling layer:

Z) = Xy,
Zy = X2 ® exp (v * tanh(sg, (x1))) + tg, (x1),

where «y is the affine clamp parameter. Here the subnets sg, (-) and tg,(-) can be designed
differently, for example, the RealNVP [13] and Glow [26].

3.2. Loss function. As mentioned in Section 2, we choose d(-, ) to be the squared MMD
in the relaxed OT (2.4). Moreover, to improve the stability of the transformation 7', we make
use of the invertibility of T" and design a symmetrical distance as follows:

dvvn (T, p, ¢) = MMD(Typ, q) + MMD(p, T~ 4q).

Correspondingly, we also add a symmetrical cost to the objective function in OT and finally
the loss function with parameter A is defined as

(3.1) Ly = (/Q e(x, T(x))dp(x) —i—/ﬂc(Tl(z),z)dq(z)> + Advvip (T, p, Q).

In practice, suppose Ty is an invertible network with parameters 6. Given two sets of samples
{x;}¥, and {zj}é\ll. The empirical training loss function is defined as follows:

N N’
Ly= NN,ZZ (To(xn), To(x1)) + k(Ty  (20), Ty (2]
n=1n/=1
N N’
(3.2) NN,ZZ (To (%), Zr) + k(Xns Ty (20))]
n=1n/=1

RS B o
TN ZC(Xi,Te(Xz‘)) TN Z o(Ty H(25), ),
i=1 j=1

where 8 = % > 0 is the weight parameter and T, 1'is the inversion of Ty. More precisely as
shown in Fig. 1, Ty is the composition of a series of INN blocks. In the forward direction, we
use empirical MMD (T4;p, q) to ensure {Ty(x,)} obey the same distribution as {z,}. Moreover,
the empirical OT objective [ ¢(x,Ty(x))dp(x) is to obtain a transport map with as less cost
as possible. And for the backward process, the corresponding inverse MMD(p, T, ot 1q) and OT

objective [ (T, (z),2)dq(z) also fulfill an analogous function.

Remark 3.1. Note that the empirical loss (3.2) is slightly different from (3.1) as we put
the weight parameter on the OT term for actual implementation. As opposed to merely
minimizing the OT cost, it is crucial to prioritizing the attainment of a close-to-zero MMD
to establish the validity of the constraint Typ = q. Moreover, in the calculation of empirical
MMD, we omit two items which are irrelevant to the parameters of the invertible network.
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4. Theoretical Analysis. We introduce some theoretical results to explain the rationality
and validation of our model. Before giving the theorems, we firstly make some assumptions
as follows:

Assumption 4.1. The numbers of samples N and N’ from distributions p and q are both
large enough to ensure that P {|{MMDy(p, q) — MMD(p, q)| > 0} < € for small numbers 6 and
€, which implies that the empirical estimator MMDy s closed to the true MMD such that
the optimal transformation Ty obtained from the samples is an accurate approximation to the
continuous solution.

Assumption 4.2. The optimal transport problem (2.3) is solved in the space of all the dif-
feomorphisms defined on ), which implies the existence of an optimal plan T between the
distribution p and q being invertible and smooth.

To be consistent with Assumption 4.2, we consider the symmetrical OT problem in our theo-
rems. Recall the problem (2.3) and define the symmetrical version as OT(p, q):

. -1
(4.1) mjln/QC(X,T(X))dp(X)—{—/QC(T (z),z)dq(z)

sit. Typ=q.

Correspondingly, the relaxed Monge’s problem is defined as OT)(p, q):

(12) min [ e(x,7G0)p(x) + [ eI (@), 2)dal) + Mo (T, p.a)
Q Q
The following theorem reveals the relationship between the optimal solutions of problem
(4.1) and (4.2):

Theorem 4.1. Suppose p and q are two probability measures defined on € and x and z two
random variables that follow p and q distributions respectively. If the RKHS H is universal
and its kernel function k is [s.p.d, then for any positive and increasing sequence {\}, it holds
that,

(4.3) lim OTx(p,q) = OT(p,q).
A——+o0

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Suppose for each A > 0, T} is an minimizer of problem OTy(p, q)
and T* is the minimizer of the original OT problem OT(p, q) respectively. By the definition
of minimizer, for T} we have that

/ (3, T*(%))dp(x) + / (T (2), 2)dg(2)
Q Q

> [ elx T30 + [ T3 (@), 2)daz) + Mnan (T3, p.0).
Q Q

Then consequently, it holds that

(4.4) lim sup Adyvp (75X, p, ¢) < limsup OT\(p, q) < OT(p, q) < +oc.

A—400 A—400
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On the other hand, from inequality (4.4) it is easy to get that
(4.5) lim dMMD(T;,p, q) =0.
A—400

According to Lemma 2.7, since the kernel function k is [s.p.d and H C Cp, the limit (4.5)
indicates that T% 4P = q and T} ﬂ_lq — p in weak sense. Hence we obtain

(4.6) liminf OTy(p,q) > liminf {/ e(x, Tx (x))dp(x) —l—/ o(T5 H(z),2)dg(z)| = OT(p,q),
A—+400 A—4o00 Q Q

where the last equality comes from the weak convergence from Ty 4P to g and from T ﬁ_lq to

p. Then combining the results of (4.4) and (4.6) we conclude that

(4.7) lim OTx(p,q) = OT(p,q). u
A——+o00

Theorem 4.1 shows the convergence from problem OT) to OT, which indicates that when the
distance weight \ goes to infinity, the relaxed problem will tend to the original OT problem.
In the following, we show the convergence of the minimizer of the relaxed problem and the
one of the original problem. First we define functionals {#,,(T")} and F(T) as follows:

Fo(T) = /Q c(x, T(x))dp(x) + /Q c(z, T~ (2))dq(z) + nMMD(Typ, q) + nMMD(p, T, 'q),

F(T) = /Qc(x, T(x))dp(x) + /Q c(z, T~ Y (z))dg(z) + 1¢(T), where € = {T : Typ = ¢} .

Here, the 1¢ represents the indicator function such that

0, Teég,
150 =1 s oo, Tee

Then the functional F(T') can be regarded as the limit of the sequence {F,(T)} as n goes
to infinity. In the next theorem, we prove the I'-convergence from F,(T') to F(T) as n goes
to infinity, which reveals the relationship between the minimizers of F,,(T') and the one of
F(T). Before giving the theorem, we first introducing a lemma about the property of the
convergence of the diffeomorphism sequence, which is stated as follows:

Lemma 4.2. Suppose T is a set of all the diffeomorphisms on Q and {T,} C T is a sequence
of diffeomorphisms in T such that T, pointwise converges to T for some mapping T. If T € T
and the Jacobian matriz of T,, is uniformly bounded by some positive constant M in the sense
of norm, then we can get that T, ' also pointwise converges to T~'. Precisely, if for all
preimage x € Q, T,,(x) — T(x), then with the conditions given above, we can get that

T, Yz) = T~ (=) for all image z € Q.

Proof. Suppose not, then there exists an image zg € € such that T);1(29) - T 1(2),
which means that Jep > 0 and a sequence {7}, } such that

1T (20) = T (20)| > €o.
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Suppose for all n, Ty, (z,) = 2z and since {z,,} C Qis in a compact set in R?, then we can find
a convergent subsequence {z,} (we can also denoted by {z,}) such that z,, — z¢ for some
point xg € ). Then we can have that

[T () — T(x0) || < [ Tn(2n) = Tulzo)ll + [[Tn(x0) — T'(20)]|
= |19, (&) (0 — z0) || + | Tu(wo) — T'(o)|
< M|y — o] + || Tn(xo) — T'(z0)]] — 0 as n — oo,

which indicates that
20 = lim Tp(zn) =T(z0) = z0=T "(20).
n—oo
However, by our assumption we have that

1T (20) = T~ (20) | = |2n — woll > eo,

which is contradictory to x,, — xg. |

Theorem 4.3. Under the space and conditions given in Lemma 4.2, F,(T) is I'-convergent
to F(T). Correspondingly, suppose T, is a minimizer of Fy,(T) for all n, and any cluster point
of T, in T is a minimizer of F(T).

Proof. By I'-convergence theory, we need to prove the following two results:
i. VI, = T in T pointwise, we have:

F(T) < liminf F,(T},).

n—-+o00

ii. VI' € T, there exists T,, — T pointwise in 7 such that

F(T) > limsup F,,(T},).

n—-+0o

For ii. If T' ¢ &, then we have F(T) = +oco. While if T' € &, let T,, = T for Vn, then we
have

F(T) = Fu(T) = [ elx T0)dp(x) + [ ol 77 (2))da(a)
Q Q
Therefore, for all T' € T we can always choose T,, = T" and the inequality

F(T) > limsup F,(T,).

n—-+o0o

always holds.
Fori. If T' ¢ &, then F(T) = +oco and now we’ll prove one of the nMMD(T,4p, q) and
nMMD(p, T, luq) will go to infinity so that the inequality

F(T) < liminf F,(T},).

n—-+00
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can hold. Here, we choose nMMD(T},4p, q) to finish our demonstration, which indicates that
we’ll prove

lim inf nMMD(T,4p, q) = +00.

n—+400

If not, there exists a subsequence {T,,} (also denoted by T;,) converging to T" such that

lim MMD(Tyyp,q) = 0.

n—-+o0o

Since for all x € Q, T, (x) — T'(x), then for Vf € Cp(2), we have that

lim Ep,,,f= lim /Qf(z)dTnﬁp = lim /f (x)

n—-+o0o n—-+oo n—-+oo

= [ Jim 60 = [ s =Pl

Then change of the integral and the limit derives from the Dominated Convergence Theorem
since f € Cp(£2) and p is a probability measure. And this result indicates that the measure
sequence {7Tyyp} is weak convergent to Typ. Then by Lemma 2.7 we can conclude that

lim MMD(Tyyp, Typ) = 0.

n—-+00

Furthermore, we obtain that

0 < MMD(Typ,q) < lim MMD( n;ﬂ%Tﬁp)—k hm MMD(T54p, q) = 0.

n—-+00

This leads to MMD(Typ,q) and Typ = g, which is contradictory to our assumption 7' ¢ &.
Therefore we finally get that

lim inf nMMD(T,4p, q) = +o0.

n—-+o00

On the other hand, if T € &, we have Tjp = ¢q. By Lemma 4.2 we can first obtain that
T 1(z) — T~Y(z) for all z € Q. Then correspondingly, we obtain that

lim [ e(x, To(x))dp(x) + /Q (2, T;4(2))dq(2)

n—-+o0o Q

:/ lim ¢(x,T, (x))dp(x)-l—/ lim c(z, T, " (2))dg(z)
Q Q

n—-4o0o n—-+00

_ / (o, T())dp(x) + / (2, T, ())dq(2).
Q Q

Similarly, the change of the integral and the limit also comes from the Dominated Convergence
Theorem if we let the cost function ¢(+, -) to be continuous, which is commonly used in practice.
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Then we can get that

liminf F,(T},) = liminf/QC(X,T(x))dp(x) +/ c(z, T7(z))dq(z)

n—-+o0o n—-+o00 Q

+nMMD(Tip, g) +nMMD(p, T, 'q)

21iminf/gc(x,T(x))dp(x)+/ c(z, T 1(2))dq(z)

n—-+00 Q

+ lim inf nMMD(T}p, ¢) + nMMD(p, Tﬁflq)
n—-+o0o

n—-+0o

> lim inf/ﬂc(x,T(x))dp(x) + /Q c(z, T Y(2))dq(z) = F(T).

Therefore, we obtain that F,,(T") is [-convergence to F(T'). Moreover, for any n let T, is a
minimizer of F,(T), which means that

T, = argminF, (7).
TeT

Suppose T' € T is a cluster point of {7}, }, then by the property of I'-convergence we have that
|

T = argminF' (7).
TeT

Referring to [29, Theorem 1], the next theorem guarantees the existence of the solution to the
MMD relaxation for the OT problem, which corroborates the feasibility of using MMD as the
distribution distance.

Theorem 4.4. For any € > 0, there exists a K and a series of invertible and continuous
transformations {T;} | such that T =T o---o Ty and

(4.8) MMD(Typ, ¢) + MMD(p, T, 'q) < €.
Proof of Theorem 4.4. Define ¥(p, q) = Ex~p [¢(x)] — Eznq [¢(2)], then we have that

(4.9) MMD(p, q)* = [[¢(p, 9)|3-

Suppose f1, fo and g1, g2 are all invertible transformations, then consider the following
difference:

A = MMD(f1,p, q)* + MMD(p, g1,q)°
— MMD((f2 © f1);p,9)* = MMD(p, (g2 0 91); 9)*.

According to Lemma 2.6, it can also be simplified as

= |[Exnp [6(f1(3)] = Eang [6(2)] 13 + [Exp [6(x)] = Eang [6(g1(2))] I3

(4.10) 9 2
= [Exp [&(F2,1(x))] = Eang [9(2)] (|2 = [Exnp [0(3)] = Eang [0(g2,1(2))] [I2,
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where f21 := foof1 and g1 := g20g1. Then the difference can be divided into two symmetrical
part:

Ay = [[Bxp [$(f1(3))] = Eang [6(2)] 13 — [Exnp [6(f2,1(%))] = Eang [6(2)] |13
Ag = [Exp [6(x)] = Eang [6(91(2))] 5 — |Exmp [6(x)] — Eang [6(92.1(2))] I3

With the symmetry, here we calculate Ay as an example:
Af = Bxupprnp |#(f100) 6(1(6))] = 2Ennpang [0(/1(x)T6(2)|
— Expon |[9(f21(0) 0 f2:1 ()| + 2By [6(f21(x)) T (2)]
B(f13)) TO(f1(x)) — B fa1 (%)) 6 (f21 (x')]
6(2)" (6(f21(x) = $(f1(x)))]

(4.11)

Note that

O f2,1(x)) = ¢(f1(x)) + J(f1(x)) T (x) + O(ll6f ()1,
where 0 f(x) = f2,1(x) — fi(x). Then Ay can be simplified as

Af = 2Brcnpang [81(x) To(f(x)6(2)]
= 2Expxnp [5f( )T Ts(f1(x)(f1(x ))} +O(l0f(x)[*)
= 2Exwp |:5f( ) J¢ fl } {EZNq Z IEx’wp [ ( X/))]} + O(H(Sf(X)”%
)

= 26(0, f120) By | Jo(f1(x)) 6 (x >} + 067 (911
Therefore, let fo satisfy that

(4.12)

6f(x) = fo1(x) — fi(x) = hJy(f1(x))¥ (g, fryp),

where the parameter h can be small enough. Then we can get the lower bound of Ay,

A > hExpllJs(f1(x))¥(q, fljjp)H%
> hEx~pllJs(f1(x0))¥(q, f1ﬁp)|’%

where x( represents

xo = argmin Exp||-Js(f1(x))¥(q, f14)13,

and correspondingly, o is the smallest eigenvalue of the matrix Jy (y)TJ¢(y) for any y € R%. In
practice we can choose the kernel elaborately to make sure that o > 0 (for example, Gaussian
kernel). Then we get that

(4.13) Ay > ho|ly(q, fyp)ll5 = hoMMD( f14p, q)?
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Therefore, if we define

Sk =MMD((fx o+ o fo)sp,0)*,
where fy represents the identity mapping I;. Then we get that for any k > 0,
(4.14) Sk—1— Sk > hoSg_1 < Sk < (1 — ho)Sk_1.

Hence, for any € > 0, let each hy, < Cp for some positive constant Cp and K > O(log(e)/ log(1—
Cpo)) , then we have

(4.15) S < (1 —Cpo)Sk_1 <--- < (1= Coo)’8y = (1 - Coo)MMD(p, q)? < e.

Therefore, if we choose T; = f; for: = 1,--- , K and define T'= Tk o --- o T, then it follows
that

(4.16) MMD(Typ, q) < e.

On the other hand, since T is a diffeomorphism, by the definition of MMD(p, Tﬁflq) we can
obtain that

MMD(p, T; 'q) = sup E,[f(x)] — Ep1,[f(¥)]

I £ll<1 ¢
= sup Eq,[f(T7'(x))] = Eg[f (T (y))]
(4.17) <1
< e Eqplf (x)] — Eq[f(¥)]

= MMD(T}p,q) < €.

The inequality is because f o T~! still belongs to H since TT! is also a diffeomorphism.
Therefore, with simple scaling we finally get that

(4.18) MMD(Typ, q) + MMD(p, T} 'q) < e. |

With Theorem 4.4, it is feasible to obtain an optimal transformation between p and ¢ through
a series of invertible normalizing flow modules such as RealNVP[13], Glow[26], etc.

5. Experiments on Toy and Image Datasets.

5.1. Implementation details. For all the experiments, we use FrEIA [3] to build invertible
flow structure. Moreover, in the calculation of MMDj, we use multi-kernel MMD,i.e. a
weighted combination of multiple kernels [20, Section 2.4]. For all the experiments, the flow
contains 8 INN blocks with fully connected or convolutional subnets. The batch size is equal
to 200 and the optimizer is chosen as AdamW [33].

For each pair of two datasets, the weight parameter § in the empirical loss (3.2) is a
hyperparameter which has been fine-tuned for the best performance. Besides, we also have
some ablation experiments about the influence of weight 5 and the symmetrical design to the
performance of the optimal solution learned by INN.
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5.2. lllustrative examples. To validate the effectiveness of the proposed approach, we
simulate four pairs of illustrative examples in R?. The proposed SyMOT-Flow method is
compared with the model only with MMD (single MMD with 8 = 0 in (3.2)) and SWOT-
Flow proposed in [8].

Fig. 2 shows two sets of experiments. In all the experiments, we randomly sample 2000
points {x;} and {z;} from each distribution, represented by blue points in the two rows
respectively. For the first one, the two sets of points are drawn from a series of Gaussian
distributions with the centers along two lines with different covariance respectively. And for
the second one, the data are sampled from two-moon and circles, with noise variance 0.05.

In each sub-figure of Fig. 2, the blue points represent the original samples and the orange
ones represent the generated data {Tp(x;)} and {Ty '(z;)} via the learned mappings Tp and
Ty ! (the correspondence are linked with green lines) by different methods. It can be seen that
with the OT regularization, the method tends to learn a map which gives the shortest dis-
tance from one sets to the another, comparing to the single MMD and SWOT-Flow methods.
Moreover, the symmetric loss provides a more stable sampling for both forward and inverse
transformation. More visual images/MRI on different test sets are given in supplementary
material.

Numerically, the corresponding OT cost and MMD distances are shown in Tab. 1 for each
method and each pair of data. SyMOT-Flow obtains smaller OT cost and MMD distance for
forward and backward of flow in comparison with single MMD and SWOT-Flow, as expected.

Table 1
The OT cost and MMD distance of forward/backward direction of flow.

Method SWOT-Flow 8] single MMD SyMOT-Flow
Moons to Circles 0.684/0.723 0.924/0.889 0.295/0.288
oT Gauss to Gauss 32.924/32.940 35.310/33.956 32.459/32.475
Cost 8 Gauss to 8 Gauss 7.903/7.924 17.427/17.799 7.539/7.483
Linear Gauss 138.580/5834.745 156.393/153.093 139.780/134.318
Moons to Circles 1.7e-2/4.3e-2 6.3e-3/5.7e-3 2.9e-3/2.7e-3
MMD Gauss to Gauss 6.6e-2/6.6e-2 2.3e-2/1.8e-2  6.6e-2/6.3¢e-2
distance 8 Gauss to 8 Gauss 1.4e-2/1.4e-2 7.9¢-3/3.9e-3 4.2e-3/2.5e-3
Linear Gauss 5.6e-3/3.5 3.3e-3/7.0e-3 1.1e-3/1.3e-3

5.3. Ablation Study. To assess the impact of the symmetric reverse flow component,
experiments are conducted and the results are shown in Fig. 3 for the case with and without
the reversed flow loss. It can be seen that in the absence of the reversed component, the
generated samples exhibits a higher level dissimilarity to the intrinsic distribution, compared
to those generated with the proposed symmetrical loss.

The selection of the weight parameter § for the OT regularization plays a crucial role
in achieving superior performance in learning the optimal transport. The change of values
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Training Data SWOT-Flow MMD SyMOT-Flow

Example 1

Example 2

Figure 2. The input (blue) and generated points (orange) by learned map (green lines) between two sets of
training data with different methods.

of MMD and OT referring to several different 5 is shown in the left figure in 4 and the
corresponding OT costs and MMD distances are presented in the right table in 4. The red
line corresponds to the values of the OT cost, the blue line represents the results of the MMD
distance, and the green line indicates the total loss. The weight parameter [ varies from
107° to 10 with 10 logarithmically spaced increments, more refined results are displayed. It
is obvious as [ increases, the OT cost decreases. Meanwhile, it is crucial to maintain a close-
to-zero MMD throughout this process, as an excessively large 8 would result in the learned
transformation being an identity map. More visualized results are provided in supplementary.

5.4. MINST and Fashion-MINST. We evaluate SyMOT-Flow on two sets of high di-
mension data: MNIST and Fashion-MNIST. Both of MNIST and FMNIST contain 60000
training data and 10000 test data. In the training of MNIST-to-FMNIST, we use the encoder
pretrained on ImageNet and pretrained a two-layer upsample-conv decoder, which is fixed in
the training of flow structures and SyMOT-Flow is applied to learn the transformation in the
feature spaces. The size of feature shape is (256,7,7) and the flow is trained for 200 epochs
via optimizer AdamW with learning rate 10~ and weight decay 107°. The weight of the OT
penalty is 1074 and the figures show the transferred results on the test dataset. Fig. 5 show
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Training Data One Direction SyMOT-Flow

Figure 3. The input x (blue) and generated points z (orange) by learned map Ty (green lines) between two
sets of training data with and without the reversed flow loss.

40 - orT
MMD
35 « Total
30
Weight 8| 1le-b le-4 1le-3 1le-2 1le-l 1le0 1lel
g® OT | 40.321 40.390 40.228 38.501 6.134 0.577 0.006
%20 MMD 0.124 0.142 0.097 0.256 0.096 2.071 3.099
§15 Weight 8| 3e-2 5e-2 Te-2 le-l 3e-1 be-l Te-l
oT 7.371 7.000 6.694 6.163 3.392 1.940 1.142
10 MMD 0.016 0.031 0.050 0.095 0.603 1.158 1.622
5
0
1075 1074 103 1072 1071 10° 101
Weight B

Figure 4. The value of MMD distance and OT cost with increasing weight parameter 3 from 1075 to 10.

the results of the generated samples between MNIST and Fashion-MNIST datasets with the
learned transformation of SyMOT-Flow. It can be seen that SyMOT-Flow can generate high
quality data for both MNISt and Fashion-MNIST datasets.

5.5. Medical bi-modal images transformation. Except the performance on the MNIST-
class datasets, we also apply our SyYMOT-Flow to the transformation between medical image
modalities: MRI T1/T2 and CT/MRI, which has higher dimension than the MNIST-class
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Figure 5. The generation results between MNIST and Fashion-MNIST datasets

datasets. We make the comparison to other SOTA style transfer methods such as CycleGAN
[53], ArtFlow [1], UNIT [31] based on the SSIM [50] and FID scores [23].

The datasets for MRI T1/T2 transformation are slices extracted from the BraTS 3D MRI
images [5, 36]. Both T1 and T2 datasets contain 1000 images for training and 251 for testing.
In our model, we use vg-vae-2[42] to encode both of the modalites to the corresponding feature
spaces respectively. The size of original MRI images is (192, 192) and the sizes of the feature
spaces after vg-vqe-2 are (128,24,24) and (128,48,48). We trained our flow model for 200
epochs via optimizer AdamW with initial learning rate 1073 and weight decay 10~*. The
layer of flow is 4 and the structure we used comes from Glow, in which the subnet is designed
as a eight-block residual net. The weight of the OT penalty is 107°. For all the models,
the batch size is 32 and the time cost refers to the whole training time. Especially, for
ArtFlow it contains both the time training from T1-to-T2 and T2-to-T1, since it does not
have reversibility and can only achieve transfer from one style to another at a time. And for
our model, it also contains the time of pretraining the decoder. As we can see, our model
performs best on T2 and has the best SSIM on both T1 and T2, with almost the least training
time. On T1, we note that although ArtFlow has the lowest FID, the transferred results have
intensity mismatch on some regions comparing to the ground truth, which is not natural for
T1 image. Moreover, although the performances between UNIT and our model are closed on
T1, our model still outperforms UNIT on T2 significantly. The results show that our methods
outperformed other GAN or flow based method both qualitatively and quantitatively which
can also scale well on high dimensional data in terms of computation time.

We also verify the performance of our model on the transform between CT and MRI. The
datasets consist of the slices from the SynthRAD2023 Challenge [48], which contain several
pairs of 3d CT and MR images for brains. For our datasets, we choose 170 pairs for training
and 10 pairs for test for both CT and MR images, and for each 3d image, we choose 100
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MRI-T1

GT

ArtFlow CycleGAN

UNIT

Ours

Figure 6. The transferred results between MRI T1 and T2 for different methods.

Table 2
The comparisons between our methods with other SOTA style transfer methods

MRI T1 & T2 CT & MRI

Model T1 T2 CT MRI
SSIM 1 | FID| [SSIM 1 | FID | | SSIM 1 | FID | | SSIM 1 | FID |
CycleGAN [53] | 0.55 | 114.47 | 050 |106.02 | 0.46 |189.36 | 047 | 61.51

ArtFlow [1] 0.48 103.65 0.47 136.28 0.40 148.80 0.35 144.03
UNIT [31] 0.79 111.93 0.77 82.23 0.68 116.32 0.48 105.75
Ours 0.82 105.64 0.83 74.14 0.83 68.46 0.71 70.27

central slices. In this experiments, we also use vg-vae-2 to encode and decode both the CT
and MR images. The sizes of CT and MR are both (224,168) and the sizes of the feature
spaces after vg-vae-2 are (128,28,21) and (128, 56, 42) respectively. Then we trained our flow
model for 1000 epochs via optimizer AdamW with initial learning rate 10~3 and weight decay
1075. The flow structure we use is the same as in the experiments of MRI T1/T2. The weight
of the OT penalty is 1073. As we can see from Tab. 2, our proposed model performs the
best with regard to both SSIM and FID scores compared to the other flow-based and GAN-
based models. Some examples are shown in Fig. 7 and the quantitative results on all the test
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GT

UNIT ArtFlow CycleGAN

Ours

Figure 7. The transferred results between CT and MR for different methods.

images are also present in Tab. 2. As we can see, from both the visual quality and quantitative
indices (SSIM and FID) comparison to the other models, our SyMOT-Flow achieves the best
performances on both CT and MR image modalities.

6. Conclusions. In this paper, we propose a novel symmetric flow model, named SyMOT-
Flow, to learn a transformation between two unknown distributions from a set of samples
drawn from each distribution, respectively. SyMOT-Flow leverages the maximum mean dis-
crepancy (MMD) as a metric for comparing distributions. To enhance the generative perfor-
mance of both forward and backward flows, a symmetrical design of the reversed component
is incorporated based on the invertibility of the flow structure. Additionally, by treating the
MMD as a relaxation of the equality constraint in the original optimal transport (OT) prob-
lem, SyMOT-Flow can also learn an asymptotic solution to OT. Besides, we provide some
theoretical results regarding the feasibility of the proposed model and the connections to the
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OT solution. In the experimental section, SyMOT-Flow is evaluated on toy examples for il-
lustration and real-world datasets, showcasing the generative samples and the transformation
process achieved by the model. Furthermore, ablation studies are conducted to investigate the
impact of the reversed flow constraint and the weight parameter on the OT cost. These experi-

ments contribute to a better understanding of the effectiveness and robustness of SyMOT-Flow
in practical scenarios.

Appendix A. lllustrative examples. Here are another examples of the comparison between
the SWOT-Flow and our SyMOT-Flow model. The Example 3 is the result between two
Gaussian distributions and Example 4 is the result between two groups of 8 Gaussians.

Training Data SWOT-Flow MMD SyMOT-Flow

Example 3

Example 4

Figure 8. The input (blue) and generated points (orange) by learned map (green lines) between two sets of
training data with different methods. FExample 3 is between two Gauss distributions with different means and
covariance and Example 4 is between two 8 Gauss distributions different means and covariance.
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Appendix B. Ablation Study. Here are some more ablation studies about the influence
of the reverse cost on different datasets. The Example 1 is the result between Moons to
Circles, Example 2 is the result between two Gaussian distributions and Example 3 is the
result between two groups of linear Gaussians, which means the mean value of each Gauss lies
in a line for each group.

Moreover, Tabel 3 is the comparison of OT cost and MMD distance between the one
direction flow and our SyMOT-Flow. As we can see that, compared to the SYMOT-Flow, the
results of ene direction flow have larger OT cost and MMD distance on almost all the four
datasets, which means that the reverse cost does work on the improvement to the flow model.
Besides, from the visualization of Example 1 to 3, we can also find that the one direction flow
has much worse performance than SyMOT-Flow, especially the generations of the backward
direction.

Training Data One Direction SyMOT-Flow

Example 3

Figure 10. Some Toy Examples
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Training Data

Example 1

Example 2

The OT cost and MMD distance of forward/backward direction of flow with and without reverse cost.

One Direction

Figure 9. Some Toy Examples

Table 3

SyMOT-Flow

Method One Direction  SyMOT-Flow
Moons to Circles 0.465/0.715 0.295/0.288
oT Gauss to Gauss 33.301/1.9e7 32.459/32.475
Cost 8 Gauss to 8 Gauss 40.333/41.441  7.539/7.483
Linear Gauss 138.939/4.6e4 139.780/134.318
Moons to Circles 1.3e-2/4.5e-2 2.9e-3/2.7e-3
MMD Gauss to Gauss 1.4e-2/2.0e-1  6.6e-2/6.3e-2
distance 8 Gauss to 8 Gauss 1.2e-2/2.9e-2 4.2e-3/2.5e-3
Linear Gauss 2.5e-3/6.6e-2 1.1e-3/1.3e-3
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