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LEARNING HEAVY-TAILED DISTRIBUTIONS WITH
WASSERSTEIN-PROXIMAL-REGULARIZED a-DIVERGENCES

1

Heavy tails are ubiquitous, emerging in various fields such as extreme events in ocean waves [9], floods [21], social
sciences [27, 16], human activities [17, 35], biology [18] and computer sciences [29]. Learning to generate heavy-tailed
target distributions has been explored using GANs through tail estimation [10, 15, 1]. While estimating the tail behavior
of a heavy-tailed distribution is important, selecting objectives that measure discrepancies between these distributions
and facilitate stable learning is equally crucial. In generative modeling, the goal is to generate samples that mimic those
from an underlying data distribution, typically by designing algorithms that minimize a probability divergence between
the generated and target distributions. Thus, it is crucial to choose a divergence that flexibly and accurately respects the
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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we propose Wasserstein proximals of a-divergences as suitable objective functionals
for learning heavy-tailed distributions in a stable manner. First, we provide sufficient, and in some
cases necessary, relations among data dimension, «, and the decay rate of data distributions for the
Wasserstein-proximal-regularized divergence to be finite. Finite-sample convergence rates for the
estimation in the case of the Wasserstein-1 proximal divergences are then provided under certain
tail conditions. Numerical experiments demonstrate stable learning of heavy-tailed distributions—
even those without first or second moment—without any explicit knowledge of the tail behavior,
using suitable generative models such as GANs and flow-based models related to our proposed
Wasserstein-proximal-regularized a-divergences. Heuristically, a-divergences handle the heavy
tails and Wasserstein proximals allow non-absolute continuity between distributions and control the
velocities of flow-based algorithms as they learn the target distribution deep into the tails.

Introduction

behavior of the data distribution.
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In this work, we propose the Wasserstein-proximal-regularized a-divergence (W,-a-divergence) as the objective
functional for learning heavy-tailed distributions. It is defined as

Dop(PIQ) = inf {Da(nllQ)+X-W(Pm)}. Q)

In this work, we primarily focus on the cases when p = 1 and p = 2. This proposed divergence combines the advantages
of both a-divergences and Wasserstein distances: a-divergences are effective for comparing heavy-tailed distributions,
while Wasserstein distances can accommodate non-absolute continuity and measure transport distances, ensuring
stable learning of tail behavior. As illustrated in Figure 1, a GAN based on Wj-a-divergence learns a heavy-tailed
distribution stably, whereas a GAN without proximal regularization produces “run-away’ points (details in Section 5).
This phenomenon is explained by our theoretical results in Section 4

and numerical experiments in Section 5. 300 300
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In this work, we theoretically show that the WW,,-a-divergences are
suitable for learning heavy-tailed distributions by analyzing the (suf- 1001
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results show that algorithms using W),-a-divergences can stably learn 00 ’ generated | ’ generated
heavy tails without extensive prior knowledge of the tail behavior, 33— — o T ST o 200

while those without a W), proximal generally fail. ) . . ) )
) ) ) ) Figure 1: Learning heavy-tailed distrubtion us-
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We review and discuss ing GANSs based on a-divergence. Left: without

some related work in Section 2. Section 3 provides background and i/, proximal. Right: with T/ proximal. See
motivation for the proposed divergences. Theoretical results for Wj,-  Section 5 for details.

a-divergences with p = 1, 2 are presented in Section 4. Numerical

experiments are detailed in Section 5, and Section 6 concludes with discussions.

2 Related work

Generative models for heavy-tailed distributions. Although heavy-tail distributions are common, there are few results
to date in their generative modeling, primarily using GANs. For example, [33] generates heavy-tailed financial time
series data by logarithmically transforming the data and then exponentiating the output, which does not produce truly
heavy-tailed distributions. In a different approach, GANs are used for cosmological analysis [10], sharing a similarity
with Pareto GANs [15] in their use of a heavy-tailed latent variable. However, both papers require accurate estimation
of the tail decay rate for each marginal distribution. EV-GANSs [1] use neural network approximations of the quantile
function that to encode the tail decay rate in an asymptotic sense, which is essentially also a tail estimation approach.
We note that the focus of our work is to devise appropriate divergences as objective functionals for comparing and
learning heavy-tailed distributions stably, without prior knowledge of the tail behavior.

Empirical estimations of divergences. [28, 23, 31] estimate f-divergences using various assumptions and estimators,
and [8] consider in particular the a-divergences. However, these studies either make additional structural assumptions
or consider light tails or without establishing a convergence rate of the estimation. Recently, [20, 19] studied the
convergence rate of entropic optimal transport and optimal transport with smooth costs. While our proof of the
convergence rate in the estimations of the W),-a-divergences is inspired by these works, the structure inherited from the
a-divergences in our study requires different, non-trivial treatment, particularly as we consider even heavier tails.

3 Wasserstein-proximal-regularized a-divergences
Let X C R be a measurable space, and P(X') be the set of probability measures on X'. A map D : P(X) x P(X) —
[0, o¢] is called a divergence on P(X) if

D(P,Q)=0 < P=0Q e P(X),

hence providing a notion of “distance” between probability measures. The class of a-divergences [2, 14], a subset of
f-divergences [6], is capable of handling heavy-tailed distributions and is defined as

dP .
Pl = [ 5. (55) e itP<e @
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where f,(z) = a“z(;j) ,witha > 0and a # 1, and P < () means P is absolutely continuous with respect to (). In the
limiting case as & — 1, one recovers the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence with fxi (z) = 2 Inz. The a-divergence
can be equivalently formulated in its dual form [24, 3] as

Da(PQ) = s {Erb] ~Eolfs()]}, 3)

where M, (IR?) is the set of bounded measurable functions and £ (y) is the convex conjugate (Legendre transform) of

o

a—l(a_l)ﬁyﬁ1y>o+ﬁ7 o > 1,

f; Yy)= _ o __a
W= sotyz0 + (0 11— ) 5y 5 — ) 1o, € (0,1)

“

In practice, such as in generative modeling, we estimate the divergence from finite samples of P and @), where the
absolute continuity assumption typically no longer holds. To accommodate cases where P <« (), we add Wasserstein-
proximal regularization to the a-divergences. Specifically, we consider Wasserstein-1 (W) and Wasserstein-2 (1)
proximals, defined as

DL (P|Q):= inf {D.(n|Q)+L-Wi(P,n)}, )
neP(R)
and
D) 5(P|Q) == inf {Da(n]|Q)+ X W3(P,n)}, (6)
neP(R?)

where W7 and W, are the Wasserstein-1 and Wasserstein-2 distances, respectively. One can easily verify that both DQJ
and DQ,Q satisfy the conditions for being divergences.
The reason for using L as the superscript in Eq. (5) is that the W -a-divergences coincide with the Lipschitz-regularized

a-divergence proposed by [3] for & > 1. According to [3, Theorem 15 (1)], the following dual equality holds for
a>1:

DL(PIlQ) = sup  {Ep[y] —Eqlfi(1)]}, (7
v€Lipy, (R?)

where Lip; (R9) is the class of bounded L-Lipschitz functions.
To illustrate the benefit of combining a-divergences and Wasserstein proximals, we provide an example where neither
the a-divergence nor the W distance is finite, but the Wi -a-divergence, i.e., D£,1 in Eq. (5), is finite.
Example 1. Let P and Q) be distributions on R such that
1 1
p(z) = (1+ 5)I7(2+5)1x21, q(z) = 510§x<1 + PL@ZZ-

It can be shown that neither Do (P||Q) nor W1(P, Q) is finite for any o > 1,6 > 0, but DY | (P||Q) is nonetheless
finite. See the calculations in Appendix B.

4 Theoretical analysis

In generative modeling, a specific divergence between the target and generated distributions is often chosen as the
loss function. To optimize and minimize this loss, it is essential to ensure that (1) the loss function or divergence is
finite, and (2) it can be accurately estimated from finite minibatches of samples. Therefore, we examine how the tail
behaviors of P and () determine the finiteness of W),-a-divergences and their finite-sample estimation rate. We make
the following assumption about distributions P and Q).

Assumption 1. Let P and Q be distributions on R* whose densities p(x) and q(x) are absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Definition 1. For a pair of distributions (P, Q) on RY, we say they are of heavy-tail (81, 32), B1, B2 > d, if there exists
some R > 0, such that 5 5
p(z) <[z~ qz) <[z,
for||z|| > R. That is, there exist constants 0 < ¢p1 < ¢p2 and 0 < cq1 < ¢q,2 such that
cpallzll ™™ < p(@) < cpallel ™, cqallzl ™ < (o) < cqallal T
for||z|| > R.
Remark 1. Definition 1 implies that P < Q at most on a bounded subset of R%,
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4.1 Finiteness of D% | and D} ,

We focus on the case where o > 1. We first study the finiteness of DCLM, making extensive use of its dual formula Eq. (7).

We prove the following sufficient and necessary conditions on the tail behaviors of (P, Q) for the W1 -a-divergence to
be finite. The proof is provided in Appendix C.

Theorem 1 (Necessary and sufficient condition for D% | < c0). Suppose o > 1, and (P, Q) are distributions on R® of
heavy-tail (1, B2). Then D% 1 (P||Q) < oo if and only if one of the following two conditions holds:

(i)d < By < d+1and By — B < 2=

(ii) f1 > d + 1.

Remark 2. If P has finite first moment (mean), then Dg’l (P||Q) is finite for any B2 > d and o > 1. This indicates

that we can learn a heavy-tailed distribution, with or without a finite first moment, starting from an easy-to-sample
light-tailed distribution such as the Gaussian.

Remark 3. We can prove a similar finiteness result for W1-KL-divergences, i.e., the special case where o = 1. More
specifically, D,ng1 (P||Q) < oo is finite for any (1, B2 > d. The precise statement and proof can be found in Lemma 3
and Proposition 1 in the appendix.

In cases where the data distribution lies on a low-dimensional submanifold, which is typically the case for real-world
datasets, Assumption 1 can be relaxed as shown in the following corollary. The proof can be found in Appendix C.
Corollary 1. Let M be a d*-dimensional smooth embedded submanifold of RY via an L*-Lipschitz embedding
0 RT = R with M = o(RY). Suppose (P, Q) are of heavy-tail (81, B2) on RY, and let ppq and quq be their
push-forward distributions on M, i.e., ppy = po = ' and gy = q o ¢~ . Then the W, -«a-divergence between p
and g, defined as

DZi(omllam) = sup {Ep [ = Equ[fa(M]}
YELipy (M)

is finite if and only if one of the following two conditions holds:

(i)d* < By < d*+land B — B < 2=,

(ii) B1 > d* + 1.

Remark 4. The Lipschitz condition on the embedding o is necessary to guarantee that the tails of ppq and qaq do not
become heavier than those of p and q.

Lastly, we provide a sufficient condition for the W5-a-divergences to be finite. The proof can be found in Appendix C.
Theorem 2 (Sufficient condition for D2 , < o). Suppose o > 1 and (P, Q) are distributions on R?® of heavy-tail
(B1, B2). Then D ,(P||Q) < oo if one ofthefollowing two conditions holds:

(i)d < 1 < d+2and B — 1 < =2,

(ii) f1 > d + 2.

4.2 Finite-sample estimations of DCLL1

The finiteness result in Section 4.1 is crucial for comparing distributions with heavy tails, making it feasible to learn
heavy-tailed distributions by minimizing these divergences. In this section, we address two additional questions:
providing an easily computable a posteriori upper bound on Dgyl(PHQ) and deriving its finite-sample estimation
rate, allowing the loss function based on Wj-a-divergences to be efficiently estimated on minibatches. Let X =
{z1,...,zn}and Y = {y1,...,y,} be i.i.d. samples from P and (), with empirical distributions P,,, = % Z;il O,
and Q, = L S°"_ 6§, , respectivel

n n Jg=1"Yj° Y.

Using formula (15) by [3], the W;-a-divergences can be equivalently formulated as D% | (P||Q) = sup,cr{Ep[y] —
A?ﬂ [v]}, where A?a [v] := inf, er{v + Eq[fi(y — v)]} by adding an additional shift parameter. The following lemma
provides a pseudo-triangle inequality for DCL,Q1 (P||Q), with the proof in Appendix D.

Lemma 1. For any distribution ) € P(R?), we have
DZ 1 (PQ) < L-Wi(Pn) + Dg,(nl|Q). ®)

By setting P = P,, and n = @),, in Eq. (8), we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.
Dg 1(Pnl|Q) < L Wi(P, Qn) + D5 1 (Qnl|Q). ©)

4



A PREPRINT - MAY 24, 2024

If we set n = (Q in Eq. (8), we get
Corollary 3. For any P,Q € P(R?), we have

DL (P|Q) < L-Wi(P,Q). (10)

Corollary 3 indicates that the convergence rate of the expectation of D% | (Pp,||P) can be bounded by the rate of
Wasserstein-1 distance Wi (Py,, P). Moreover, combining Lemma 1, Corollary 2 and Corollary 3, we have

Dé,l(P”Q) S L- Wl(Pa Pm) + Dé/,l(Pm”Q)
< L (Wi(P, Pp) + Wi(Pr, Qn) + Wi(Qn, Q) , (11)

where each term on the right hand side can be bounded using the convergence result of W; in [11].

Remark 5. Eq. (11) provides a practical perspective for generative modeling through divergence D 1+ Suppose our
goal is to learn a heavy-tailed target distribution Q from its finite samples Q.,,, and we want to estimate how close the
generated distribution P is to Q. If P, and Q,, accurately represent P and Q) in terms of W distance (which holds
true when m and n are large), and the generated samples Py, are close to true samples Q,, such that W1 (Py,, Q)
is small, then we can conclude P is close to the target Q in terms of Dg’l. Eq. (11) essentially provides an easily
computable a posteriori upper bound on Da 1, where the dorminating term Wy (P, Qy,) can be computed via linear
programming.

Finally, we derive the convergence bound for the empirical estimations of Dil (P]|Q) under certain tail conditions.
The result for d = 3 is stated below, with its proof deferred to Appendix D. The results for d = 1,2 can be found as
Proposition 2 and Proposition 3 in Appendix D.

Theorem 3 (Finite sample estimation of DL for heavy-tailed distributions). Assume d > 3. For a > 1, let (P, Q)
be distributions on R? of heavy-tail (B, Bg) where 31 > 3d and B2 > 5d. Suppose « satisfies Qdo‘ < p1 —dand

== < =2 — 3. If m and n are sufficiently large, we have

C’1 C’g
where Cy depends on M_a_ (p) and Co depends on M zae (p), M zae. (q) and Mdm( ) forany 2+ 2% < ry < & —1.
Here, we use M, (p) to denote the r-th moment of p(x). Both Cy and Cy are independent of m,n.

S Numerical experiments

In this section, we demonstrate how using our proposed Wasserstein-proximal-regularized a-divergences as objective
functionals enables stable learning of heavy-tailed distributions in various generative models. In Section 5.1, we
introduce the generative models used and explain how their learning objectives relate to W),-a-divergences. In
Section 5.2, we illustrate our points with two examples. First, we compare the effects of incorporating Wasserstein
proximals in the learning objectives by training on a 2D Student-t distribution. Then, we provide an example of learning
a real-world heavy-tailed dataset, comparing the efficacy of W; and W5 proximals in the objective functions. We use
Gaussian priors for all our experiments.

5.1 Generative models with Wasserstein-proximal-regularized learning objectives

W1 and W5 proximals can be found, sometimes implicitly, in the learning objectives of several existing generative
models. Below, we list various models based on a-divergences used in our experiments and explain why some of them
are (either implicitly or explicitly) regularized by Wasserstein proximals.

e Generative models without proximal regularization:
* a-GAN: Generative adversarial networks (GAN) [12, 25] based on the variational representation of the
a-divergence Eq. (3);
* a-GPA: Generative particle algorithm (GPA) based on the a-divergence [13];
* CNF: Continuous normalizing flow (CNF) by [4], where the loss function is based on the KL divergence, a
special case of the a-divergence when o = 1.

e Generative models with 1/} -proximal regularization:
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a—1
a,a# 1 KL
a-?PA a-GAN .~ CNF
I - r A
Wi-a-GPA ,* VE-SGM X
W1-0-GAN OT flow
W1 proximal W5 proximal

Figure 2: Generative models in the experiment and their relationship with the WW,,-a-divergences. See Section 5.1 for
detailed explanations of the models and notations.

* Wi-a-GAN [3]: GAN using the Wi -a-divergence 7 as the objective function, with the Lipschitz constant set
to L = 1 in our experiment;

e W1-a-GPA [13]: GPA using the W;-a-divergence 7 as the objective function, with the Lipschitz constant set
to L = 1 in our experiment.

o Generative models with 1/;-proximal regularization: We consider the following class of flow-based models, which
minimize Ws-a-divergences Eq. (6) written as Eq. (13) via the Benamou-Brenier formula,

T
1
inf F(p(-,T)) —l—C/ §|v(x,t)|2p(m,t) dz dt. (13)
v,p 0

Here, p : R? x [0, T] — R is the evolution of the probability measure via the (trainable) velocity field v : R? x [0, T —
R?, satisfying the Fokker—Planck equation:

2
pe+ V- (pv) = %Ap, p(+,0) = py is a tractable prior distribution, e.g., Gaussian. (14)

* OT flow [26]: Optimal transport (OT) normalizing flow, which is equivalent to the W5-proximal of CNF, with
F(p(-,T)) = Dxr(Q, p(+,T)) and o = 0 in Eq. (13);

* VE-SGM [30]: Score-based generative model (SGM) with variance-exploding (VE) forward SDE [30].
According to the mean-field game formulation by [34], it is equivalent to Eq. (13) with stochastic dynamics
(o > 0) and a cross-entropy terminal cost F(p(-,T)) = —E,(. ))[log Q], essentially also a W5-proximal of
CNFE.

Refer to Fig. 2 for a visual illustration of the relationships among the models being compared.

5.2 Learning heavy-tailed distributions

2D Student-t example. We first consider various generative models for learning the heavy-tailed 2D isotropic Student-t

distribution with v degrees of freedom, ¢(z) o (1 + @)VTH This synthetic example allows us to adjust the tail decay

rate § = v + 2 by selecting different degrees of freedom v. In the main text, we present an extremely heavy-tailed
example with § = 3, while the relatively easier case of 3 = 5 is deferred to Appendix F. We used 10,000 samples to
train the models.

Figure 3 and Figure 4 present the performance of various generative models. Each model is evaluated in two plots. First,
a 2D scatter plot displays the generated samples (orange) and the true samples (blue), providing a visual assessment of
the sample quality. Next, the tail behavior is assessed by plotting the ground truth Radial Complementary Cumulative
Distribution Function (rCCDF) (red curve) and the histogram of the radii of generated samples (gray). The tCCDF is
defined as:

rCCDF(r) = 1 — CDF(r), (15)

where CDF(r) is the cumulative distribution function of the radius. We then calculate the L, error between the
ground truth rCCDF and the generated sample histogram. Generative models with ;- or W-proximal regularizations
significantly outperform those without in learning heavy-tailed distributions, corroborating our theoretical results in
Section 4.
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(a) a-GAN (left) and its counterpart with Wi -proximal regularization, W;-a-GAN (right)
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(b) a-GPA (left) and its counterpart with Wi -proximal regularization, W1-a-GPA (right)

Figure 3: Learning a 2D isotropic Student-t with degree of freedom v = 1 (tail index 8 = 3.0) using generative models
based on W;-a-divergences with @ = 2. Models with W;-proximal regularizations (right) learn the heavy-tailed
distribution significantly better than those without (left). See Section 5.1 for detailed explanations of the models.

Additionally, without proximal regularizations, models often exhibit a “runaway” behavior, chasing far-away samples
deep into the heavy tails and creating a “star-like” unstable pattern in the generated samples. This issue is resolved
with ;- or Ws- proximal regularizations, as the W,,-proximal term controls the “velocity” of the generative particles.
The Ws-proximal controls velocities through the kinetic energy of the particles (see Eq. (13)), while the W -proximal
provides pointwise control of velocities [13]. These proximal regularizations enable stable learning of the tail behavior
in a “tactically controlled” manner.

Keystroke example. Finally, we provide a real-world heavy-tailed example of learning the inter-arrival time between
keystrokes from multiple users typing sentences [7]. The target dataset consists of 7,160 scalar samples, and we
generated 10,000 samples using generative models with W;- or Ws-proximal regularization.

We display the tail behavior by plotting the ground truth CCDF (red curve) and the corresponding histogram of
the generated samples (gray). Unlike the previous synthetic example, the ground truth CCDF here is obtained by
interpolating the heights of the histogram bins of the true samples. In Figure 5, generative models with W/ -proximal
regularization (WW7-a-GPA and W7-a-GAN) outperform those regularized with Ws-proximals (OT flow and VE-SGM)
in capturing the tails. This observation suggests that 1¥/;-proximal algorithms can potentially handle heavier tails more
effectively than Ws-proximal methods.

6 Conclusions and discussions

We propose Wasserstein-proximal-regularized a-divergences as objective functionals for learning heavy-tailed distribu-
tions and provide rigorous analysis to demonstrate their feasibility. This includes analyzing the sufficient and necessary
conditions for the divergence to be finite and quantifying its finite-sample estimation rate. Numerical simulations
show that adding Wasserstein proximals to c-divergences significantly improves the learning process of heavy-tailed
distributions.

Limitations and future work: There are several future directions that can be explored:
* Choosing optimal « values: Theorem 1 does not impose any restriction on the selection of o when starting

with a light-tailed distribution. However, Theorem 3 suggests using larger «, as simulations in [3] show that
larger o can lead to faster convergence.
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Figure 4: Learning a 2D isotropic Student-t with degree of freedom v = 1 (tail index 5 = 3.0) using generative models
based on W-a-divergences with o = 1. Models with Ws-proximal regularizations, (b) and (c), learn the heavy-tailed
distribution significantly better than that without, (a). See Section 5.1 for detailed explanations of the models.
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Figure 5: Sample generation of inter-arrival time between keystrokes. Generative models with W -proximal regulariza-
tion, panel (a), outperform those with Ws-proximal regularization, panel (b), in capturing the tails. This observation
suggests that W1 -proximal algorithms can potentially handle heavier tails more effectively than WWs-proximal methods.

Closing the gap in the conditions: Theorem 3 considers 31 > 3d and B3 > 5d. More techniques are needed
toclosethe gapd + 1 < 1 <3dand d+ 1 < B2 < 5d. Additionally, we lack finite sample estimation for
target data distributions without a finite first moment, as the law of large numbers does not apply.

Guarantees for learning heavy-tailed distributions: Our paper focuses on devising divergences that are
efficiently computable from finite samples and guaranteed to effectively compare heavy-tailed distributions,
which is a necessary condition for learning such distributions. Future work will focus on ensuring learning of
heavy-tailed distributions with theoretical guarantees for specific generative algorithms.

Completing the analysis of 1/5-proximals: The story of Ws-proximals is not complete. We only provided
sufficient conditions for its finiteness in Theorem 2, and further study on their finite-sample estimation rate is
needed.

Comparison of 1/; and W, proximals: Numerical experiments suggest that both W and W5 proximal
can make learning heavy-tailed distributions stable. However, when the target distribution lacks a finite first
moment, W7 -proximal-based algorithms learn deeper into the tails compared to their W5 counterparts.
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* More testing on benchmark datasets: There are limited large-scale and/or high-dimensional benchmark
heavy-tailed datasets, such as MNIST or CIFAR-10 for images. Future applications can be explored once such
datasets become broadly available.
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A Notation

We denote by A < B if there are some ¢, d > 0, such that A < ¢B + d; and A < B ifboth A < B and B < A hold.
For a bounded set Q C R?, diam(Q2) = sup, ,cq|lz — |, where||- |, is the Euclidean norm on R?. Moreover, given
a probability density p(z), we use M, (p) to denote the r-th moment of p(x). For convenience, we will abuse notation
and use symbols p, ¢, P, @, to represent probability distributions as well as the density functions associated with them.
Whether a character refers to a probability distribution or a density should be clear from the context.

B Proof of Example 1

Since P is not absolutely continuous with respect to (), we have D, (P||Q) = oo; applying the cumulative distribution
functions formula for 1-dimensional Wasserstein-1 distance, it is straightforward to see W7 (P, Q) = co. Consider the
formula (5), and in particular, we design the intermediate probability measure as

dn= (14 6)21F02= 401 o,

Then we have

% (14 6)200Hg=ad 1 ]
D = L
(X(TIHQ) /2 O[(Oé _ 1) IIJ2 dx < 0,

10
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and

2 ry
Wi(P,n) = / / (14 6)z~ % dzdy
1 1

fe%e] Yy Y
+/ / (1+6)x—<2+5>dx—/ (14 0)21 9=+ dg
2

1 2

2
_ / 1=y (0 gy + /w‘(l _ gy g - 21+5y—(1+5))‘ dy
1 2

2 o'}
_ / 1— y7(1+5)dy +/ (21+5 o 1)y7(1+5)dy < oo,
1 2

Therefore, DY | (P[|Q) < Da(n]|Q) + L - W1(P,n) < co.

dy

C Proof of Theorem 1

We first provide a lemma that generalizes Lemma A.12 in [5].

Lemma 2. For a > 1 and any non-negative integrable functions p(z) and q(x) defined on some bounded 2 C R% with
non-zero integrals, I' = Lip; (), we have

31;1;{ [ A@tras— [ fib@e dx} =3gg{ [ A@tras— [ fib@he dx}, (16)

F={~eLip () :|1]. < (a—1)" (f” ) + L - diam(Q)

Ja(z)d

where

Proof of Lemma 2. For any fixed v € I, define

h(v) = /Q (1) + ) p(a) dz — /Q f2l(@) + vg(a) da.

Since sup,cq v(2) — infzeq y(x) < L - diam(§2), interchanging the integration with differentiation is allowed by the
dominated convergence theorem:

W) = / pl() da — / 2y + v)g(e) de,

where

J ) = (@ = )T Ty T 1,0, (a7
Ifinf,cqy(z) > (a—1)7" (‘wazgig ji)a_l, then 4/(0) < 0. So there exists some vy < 0 such that (1) > h(0). This
indicates the supremum on the left side of (16) is attained only if sup, .o, v(z) < (a—1)~ (f’; E:; g: ) - +L-diam(Q).

On the other hand, if sup,cq 7(z) < 0, then there exists v > 0 that satisfies sup,cq () + 9 < 0 such that

/Q (’y(x) + Vo x)dx — / frlv(z) + volg(x) de = /Q ('y(x) + Vo) p(x) dx
> [ 2@ ds

= /Q’y(x)p(x)dx— /Q fab(@)lq(z) dz

This indicates that the supremum on the left side of (16) is attained only ifinf,co y(x) >—L- diam(Q). Therefore, we
have that the supremum on the left side of (16) is attained only if ||| (f - (3 ji) +L-diam(Q2). O

11
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Proof of Theorem 1. 1. Sufficiency.
Let I' = Lip; (R9), and we have

DEL(PI|Q) = sup { [t as— [ fiptae dx}

vyel

u z)p(z)dz — “v(x)]g(x) dz
Sveuqugw{ [, o= [ gbee) }

su z)p(zr)dx — “In () a(2) Az
+7€LipL(||€|>R){/lm2R7( )p(z) /IzIIZRfah( )a(z) }
=1 + I.

For I, by Lemma 2, we have

L <C p(x)dx + (a‘l(a—l)ﬁCﬁ—|—ofl(a—1)_1)/ q(z) dz < oo,
llzll <R llzll<r

a—1
o 1y=1  Jzi<rP@) de
where C' = (o — 1) <fz||<RQ(a;) e +2LR.
For I, we have

x)p(z)dx — *Iv(x)g(x) dx = T z) — ¥ v(x @ T
/|z|>R’r( p(z)d /lz”>Rfa[v( Ya(z)d /lwpm(v() *In( >]p($))d.

()Ifd< B <d+1landfs - < 2=
Note that the set of bounded L-Lipschitz functions on {z : ||z|| > R} is a subset of My (z :||z|| > R). Therefore, we

have
Su T z) — ¥ [v(x @ dx
e /lxmp( ><~y< )~ bl )

< s /.x|>3p(x> (@ - fzb @ LD ) @

yeMy(@ilz|2R)

- /|x|zR Ot(alf 1) (Bgﬂ - 1) q(z) dz

x/ ||x||a(52*51)*52 dz < oo,
I

since a(fB2 — f1) — B2 = (e — 1)(B2 — f1) — 1 < —d, and the equality is due to the dual formula Eq. (3).
(i) If By > d + 1:
In this case, we still have I; < oco. Now we prove that I < 4oc0. Let M(y) = SUHIzH:Rh(x)

Lip; (|=|| > R). We show that there exists some M > 0 such that

I, = su z)p(z)de — *lv(x)]q(x) dx p 18
: 765{ JIRCEOE AT } (18)

G ={v eLip,(lz| > B): M(y) <7}
Indeed, we have for any v € Lip; (|z]| > R),

[ @ [ ph@le)d

lzI>R lzlI>R

= / Y(x)p(x) — falv(z)]g(x) dz + / y(@)p(w) — faly(w)lg(z) dz
R<z]|<2R

llz][=2R

, where v €

where

= /R§|9:|<2R’Y(x)p(x) = Jab(@)la(z) dr +/ y(z)p(z) dz

llz][=2R

12
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SQIE)LR) [ plyde= [ p(M() - SR ds
R<)|z||[<2R R|z]|<2R

+/ p(x) (M(v) + LR+ L|z||) d=
ol >2R

=LR x)dx + L )|zl dxe + M x)dx
/|z|>Rp() + /IMRp( Yl dz + M(7) /|I|>Rp<>

— f2(M(y) - 3LR) /R o(z) da,

<Jlall<2R

where the last inequality is due to the fact thaty(z) is L-Lipschitz and that for any = : ||z|| > R, we have
|v(z) — M(v)| < L(R +||z||). The first two terms are finite and are independent of ~y since 3; > d + 1. For
the difference between the last two terms, we have

M) [ ple)de - f30M0) - 3LR) [ 4(x) dz = —o0,
M(7)—=+o0 lzl>R Rz <2R
since the exponent of z in f; () is -*5 > 1. This indicates that the supremum in /5 should be taken over +y such that

M (v) < M for some M > 0. Therefore,

I = »Sylellg) {/lleR ~y(z)p(x) de — /IwIZR falv(@)]lq(z) dx}

< sup / v(z)p(r) dz
YEG J||lz|| >R

< sup/ p(z) (LR+L||xH +M(7)) dx
YEG J||z|| >R

< /| ”>Rp(x) (LR+ L|z| +M> dz < 0.

2. Necessity.

Suppose 51 < d + land B35 — 31 > Bl d . We split By — B1 > 51 4 into two cases.

DI B2 — P2 ;75

Lety(x) = , Where 7 € (0, L] is to be determined. Then we have 5 € Lip; (R?). Using this 7, we have

DL, (P|Q) > 2)de - / iR
- / A@)p(e) — FiF@)a() de + / A@)p(e) — f2A@)g() da.
[lz||<R

lzl=R

It is straightforward that the first integral over||z|| < R is finite. For the latter one, we have

2 - 1y 1_ﬁ1_ ﬁ ﬁ_g2
[, @t [ gl ez [ (el e e =) da

We need to show the right-hand side is infinite. First, since -%7 > 1, we can choose 7 sufficiently small such that

7> 7T, Moreover, by the assumption, we have 1 — 31 > —d and ﬁ — P2 < 1 — By, so that we have

[ (el ™ = et 57 do = o,
lzl=R

and thus D | (P||Q) = o0
(i) If 2= < By — 1 < 72
Define

o(a) rR@=1(B2—F1) if ||z|| < R;
x =
PO el P it ] 2 R,

13
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where 7 € (0, L] is to be determined. Since in this case we have (82 — f1)(a — 1) < 1, we have J(x) € Lip; (R?) if
we pick R sufficiently large which is independent of 7 < L. Using this 7(x), we have

DEPIQ) 2 [Fwple)de— [ 12

- / A@)p(e) — FLB@)a() de + / A@)p(e) — f2A@)g() da.
lz||[<R

lzl=R

By the definition of 7, we know that the first integral over||z|| < R is finite. For the latter one, we have in this case

/ A(@)p(z) dz — / F A @) de
|lz]|>R lz||>R
Z/ (THCC||(Q_1)(ﬂ2—Bl)_Bl _ Tﬁnzu(a—l)(ﬁz—ﬁl)—&) de.
lzI>R

We show the right-hand side is infinite. Again, we can choose 7 sufficiently small such that 7 > 751, On the other
hand, by the assumption in this case, we have (o — 1)(82 — 31) — 81 > —d, so that we have

/ (T”xH(afl)(ﬁz*[h)*[h _ Tﬁux”(oﬁl)(%*ﬁl)*ﬁl) dz = oo
lzl>R
hence D% | (P||Q) = occ. O

We prove the finiteness result for the W; proximal-regularized KL divergence (o = 1).

Lemma 3. For the KL case, i.e., f%;(y) = €~ and any non-negative integrable functions p(x) and q(x) defined on
some bounded Q) C R? with non-zero integrals, T = Lip (), we have

i&‘ﬁ{ [ - [ fiub@ii =3teu;{ [@pwae- [ fb@l@a). a9

F= {veLipL(Q):an+1—L-diam(Q)§fy<lnfpx

q(z)dz — Jqx)

where

+1+L- dlam(Q)}

Proof. For any fixed v € I', define

h(v) = /Q (v(2) + ) pla) dz — /Q feuh(@) + V() de.

Since sup,cq v(2) — infzeq y(x) < L - diam(§2), interchanging the integration with differentiation is allowed by the

dominated convergence theorem:
B (v)= / dx—/ (v + v)g(z) de.

If inf,eqy(z) > In ffl)gf; Sf + 1, then A/(0) < 0. So there exists some vy < 0 such that h(r9) > h(0). This indicates

the supremum on the left side of (19) is attained only if sup,co v(z) < In fs Egjﬁ + 1+ L - diam(€2). On the other

hand, if sup,cq v(z) < In fp(f:) 4% 4 1, then 1/(0) > 0. So there exists some 1 > 0 such that h(1) > h(0). This

indicates that the supremum on the left side of (19) is attained only if inf ;e v(x) > In }5 Ez; gj +1—L-diam(Q2). O

Proposition 1. Suppose o = 1 (the KL case), and (P,Q) are distributions on R of heavy-tail (31, 32), then
DI%L,l(PHQ) < oo forany By, 52 > d.

Proof. Same as in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 1, we can split DKL 1(P]|Q) into I and Iy, where I; is
bounded by Lemma 3 with appropriate .
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For I, we have

U z)p(x)dr — * MNalz) de
WELipLs(xirl)I|>R)Az|>R’Y( Jp(x) /|x|>RfKL['Y( )a(z)

su z)p(x)dx — wly(@)]g(x) dx
< o sep@des [ bl

 yEMy(ad|z|>R)

_[xanl q(fv)p( )d

= / ]|~ ||z dz < oo,
llzlI=R
since 31 > d and the equality is due to the dual formula of KL divergence. O
Proof of Corollary 1. Note the change-of-variable formula
/ W) dpaly) = / . (re@)(@) - p(z) de, (similarly for g and )
R Rd*

and yo is an L L*-Lipschitz function on R%" for any € Lip 1 (R9). Then the proof of Theorem 1 can be followed. [

Proof of Theorem 2. Suppose d < 51 < d+ 2 and By — 51 < B1=d 1 et Q2 be the ball Bgr(0) as in Definition 1 or

a—1"
even with larger R if necessary. We design the intermediate measure n* such that

sy )00 @€ Q\supp(q)
= {p@c» 2] > R

Basically n* has the same tail as P outside €2, and we redistribute the density of p(z) inside 2 to form n*|q so that
supp(n*|a) C supp(q). Hence the Wasserstein-2 distance Wo (P, ™) is bounded since we only need to transport inside
Q. Moreover,

n*(m))a_l (Tl*(I))a_l

Cao) @
Dan*Q:/”iqxdz—F/ L0 g(z)dx
orlQ) = | o @ [ e

s
SC—i—/ L g(x)dz
RI\Q ala—1) (=)
XC—l—/ ”CEH(Bz*Bl)a”x”*& dz,
R4\

and to ensure finiteness, we are only to require (83 — 81)a — B2 < —d, which is 8 — 51 < Bizd Therefore, we have

a—1
D, »(P|Q) = neing){Da(nHQ) + AW (P,n)}
< Da(n*(|Q) + AW2(P,n") < oco.

For the case when 81 > d + 2, we can design * so that supp(n*) C supp(g) N 2, so that both D, (n*||@) and
Wo(P,n*) are finite. O

D Proof of Lemma 1 and Theorem 3
Proof of Lemma 1. From Theorem 70 in [3], we have

A7 1) = sup{Eul) = Dg (wlQ)):

such that we have

DL(P|Q) = sup {Ep[y]—AF 1]}
y€ELip, (RY)
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—  sup {Ep[v]—sgp{Eu[ﬂ—Di,l(ullQ)}}

~y€Lip, (R4)
< sup {Ep[]—{Ey[] - DL, (nlQ)}}
~v€Lipy, (R?)
= sup {Ep[y]—E,[}+DEi(nQ)
v€ELipy, (R?)

= L-Wi(P,n) + DL, (n|Q).
0

To prove Theorem 3, we need a few lemmas. Let 1, o,...,2,, € R? be i.i.d. samples of distribution P, and
P, be the corresponding empirical distributions. We define Lo(P,,) the metric between any functions f, g as

Lo(Pn)(fr9) = \/ 2 S0 | Fla) — gl

Lemma 4 (Metric entropy with empirical measures). Let F be a class of real-valued functions on R% and 0 € F. Let

& ={&,8&,...,&n} be a set of independent random variables that take values on {—1, 1} with equal probabilities
(also known as Rademacher variables). Suppose X = {x1,xa, ..., 2.} C R? are i.i.d. samples of distribution P, then
we have

fe]: =1 0<O0<Mx vm Je

where Mx = supyscr \/m

Proof. Let N € N be an arbitrary positive integer and 0 = My - ==k = 1,...,N, with My =

sup ez \/ = S | f (s | . Let Vj, be the cover achieving N'(F, 8k, L2(P,,)), and denote| V| = N (F, 0k, L2(Pp,)).
For any f € F,let m;(f) € Vi, such that \/% S| f () — ﬂ'k»(f)(l‘i)|2 < 0. We have

m Mx
E¢ sup|— ! Zfif(xi) < inf (49+12 \/ln./\/(]-",(S,Lg(Pm))d6>,

E€ Sllp Z gz mz

< E¢ sup|— Z& —an(f)(@i))| + Z Ee Sup Z& T () (i) = 75 (f) ()

fexr|m

+Eepl Y e ()

For the third term, observe that it suffices to take V; = {0} so that 71 (f) is the zero function and the third term vanishes.
The first term can be bounded using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality as

E¢ sup|— Z{z i) — 7N (f)( :1:z < — ZE5 &)? supz )—an(f )(xz))2

feF|m

< dn.

To handle the middle term, for each j, let W; = {m;11(f) — m;(f) : f € F}. We have|[W;| <[V ||Vi| <|Vjsa|”
then

s

N-1 -1

Ee SUP Z& (i1 () (i) — 75 (f)(@)) | = E¢ sup. Zfz w(w;)

=1 j=1
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Moreover, we have

= ?‘;2 ; (mja1 (f) (i) — 75 (f)(4))

< sy | 37 sy — o)+ 3 (00 - ()
< Vmdj1 +Vm -9,

P

By the Massart finite class lemma (see, e.g. [22]), we have

1 m < 3%(&4_1\/@ < 65]+1\/m
E;&w(wi) < m = ymo

E¢ sup
weW;
Therefore,
Lo 6 Vol
E¢sup|— ) &if(z:)| <On+—= ) Gjv1\/InN(F, 041, La(Pr
¢ Sup ; ()| < o \/ﬁj_H“V F: 8541, La(Fm))
12 &
< 0N+ ?2(5j —5j+1)\/1n/\/(]:’ 07, L2(Prm))
=
12 [Mx
< 12 1 Ly(Pyy)) dd.
<ovt = 5N+1¢HN<JT,57 2(Pn)) dd

Finally, select any § € (0, M) and let N be the largest integer with o511 > 6, (implying 42 < 6 and 6y =
4612 < 46), so that

Mx

12 [Mx
= VInN(F, 6, Ly(P,,)) dé.

\/TTL ON+1

VIDN (F, 6, Ly(P,,)) dd < 46 + 12

v E v Jo

O

Lemma 5. Suppose Py, is the empirical distribution of P of heavy-tail 3 > d + 1, and A = % > Hx||ﬁ with
1 §ﬁ<ﬁ—d, then for 1 SzSB, we have

Ep

m

z|P <A+1.

Proof. Note that||z||* < max{l,HxHB} <1 —|—||x||B, so we have the bound. O

We provide the following lemma that sets up a landmark for the magnitude of the Lipschitz functions under the
supremum.

Lemma 6. Suppose o > 1, and (P,Q) are distributions on R of heavy-tail (31, B2) with 31 > d + 1. Let
M(y) = sumx”:Rh(x) , then there exists M that depends on P,Q and R, such that

DL (PI|Q)= sup {Ep[]—Eqlfi()]}-
vELipy (RY)
M(v)<M
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Proof. For any v € Lip; (R?), let

then

We have for any v € Lip; (R9),

< / (M(7) + LR)p(x) dz — / f2(M(3) - 3BLR)q(z) dz
lz]l<R lz|| <R

— (M() + LR)- /

pla)do = F201() = 3LR) - [ q(a)d
lz]|<R

lzll<R
On the other hand, by the same argument in the proof of part (ii) of the sufficiency of Theorem 1, we have

Jy < LR/ p(x) dl‘+L/ p(x)Ha:||d:z:+M(’y)/ p(z) dx
x> R llzl|=2R llz]| =R

— [2(M(7) - 3LR) / o(z) da,

Re|z||<2R

Both the upper bounds for .J; and J5 tend to —oo as M () — oc. Thus, there exists such M as claimed.

Ji 4 Jy < (M(7) + LR) / p(z)de + L / p(a)||z] dz

~ f3(M(y) — 3LR) / o(z) dz

|lz||<2R

Therefore, we can pick M >0as

in {M . (M(3) + LR) / p(x)de + L / p(@)|2l] dz — f(M(4) — 3LR) /|

q(x)dx < 0,VM(v) > M} ,
z||<2R

Such M > 0 only depends on P, @ and R. O

Let ﬁmm be the quantity in Lemma 6 where (P, Q) are replaced by their empirical counterparts (P,,, @), then Mm,n
is a random variable. We have the following lemma to estimate the expectation of the r-th moment (r > 1) of M, ,.
The proof is different from that for Lemma 6.

Lemma 7. Suppose o« > 1, and (P, Q) are distributions on R? of heavy-tail (B, B2) with 31, Bo > d + r for some
r>1. Let M(y) = sug‘$||:R"y(x) , then there exists M, ,, that depends on P,,, Q,, and R, such that

DL (PnllQn) = sup  {Ep,[]—Eq,[fi(M]},
YELipy (RY)
M(V)<Mm n

Moreover, we have
s
]EX»Y [Mm,ni| § MP#IW”

where M, o » depends on o, L, R, M, (p) and M,(q), and is independent of m,n.

18
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Proof. We have

it =R g (2160 22— 2l - o)

n

Ep, [v] - fa(M] < Z

Jj=1

Hence M, ,, can be taken as

n (5 _9LR - L“|yj|\ - RD

— s+ L|||z]| — R
M =] : _
m,n inf ¢ 2 Z m < . " ,Vs > 2z
i=1 Jj=1
Moreover, by Jensen’s inequality, we have
v £ (s—?LR—L\HyJH —RD wll - R
> fx — — (I
> - f 9LR — L Z - ,
Jj=1 Jj=1
since the convex conjugate f is convex, and so that
_ " s+ Lz - R R(
M,, , <inf : _—— < f —2LR—-L >
n <infqz ; - a Z Vs > z
‘= My .
It is obvious that Mm,n solves the following equation in variable z:
faz=ca)=z2+c, (20)

where

||—R\

1 =2LR+ LZ

_ Z Lol - B
; m )
=1
Equation (20) can be reformulated as to find y* that solves:
faly) —y=c1+e, 1)

where z — ¢; = y. We derive an upper bound for y* as follows. Let g(y) = f*(y) — y, then
JD S
g (y) = (a —1)a=Tya-T 1,50 — 1,
such that ¢'(y) > 1 fory > 24~ !(a — 1)~1. Given that ¢ (2°"H(a —1)7!) = 2~ + m 2:71 , we can take

Yt < 2a—l(a — 1)*1 +c1+co+ % + ﬁ — %‘ Therefore, we have

20 N 1 2&71
a ala—1) a-—-1[

Mm,n < Mmm =yt <2 Na—-1)" 420 4 +

m

<Z}L1 ”””” ) 0

19
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Proof of Theorem 3. Without loss of generality, we assume that both

/ p(z)dx > 0, / q(z)dx > 0.
llz] <1 llzll<1

Let Q) = {z € R? : ||z < 1} and Q;, = {z € R? : 271 < ||z|| < 2*} for k > 1. For each k € N, the
Lebesgue measure of {x s d(z, Q) < 1} is bounded by Cy2*? for some Cy > 0. Let Ay = L+ Z? 1w ||ﬁ2 where
2+ 24 < B < B2, By Markov’s inequality, the mass or proportion of (),, that lies in {2, is bounded by

Pr(z ~ Qu : |l > 2571) = Pr(z ~ Q,, : [l > 20:=1%2)

B2
EQn [|z[|™ _ A227(k71)32
9(k—1)B2
Let M = max(M, M, ,,), where M is the quantity in Lemma 6 with R = 1, and M,,, , is the random counterpart for

(P, Qy) as defined in Lemma 7. M is a random variable since M, ,, is random. Let F) be the following class of
functions

Fom = {fa( ) : v € Lip,, (R?), sup |y(z)| < M}

llzll=1

By formulas (4) and (17) , functions in F,_ s have Holder norm on €, bounded by C\, (M T 4 LaT 2%) for some
C4 > 0 that only depends on «. By Corollary 2.7.4 in [32] with V' = d and = 2, we have

d+2
oo 2d_ .
In(Faar, 0, La(Qn)) < K6~ | Y (Cp2t) 7= (ca(Mﬁ n Lﬁg%ﬂ)) T (A2~ (k=D 7
k=0
d+2
2da > 2akd _ Bad(k—1)
< K(S*d(M_F L)ﬁAg 22d+2+(a 1)(d¥2) d+2
k=0

< K5~(M + L)a5 AL

where the constant K can vary from line to line and does not depend on n, and the last step follows as the choice of /32
such that the series is summable over k independent of (),,. Then we have

Ex.y | D51 (PullQn) = DE 1 (PIQ)

—Exy| sw  {Ep,]-Eq i} - sw  {Eph]-Eqlfs(m]}
~v€ELipy (RY) ~v€Lip (R)
A[(’Y)SMM,n M(y)<M
<Exy sw [Ep,[]-Eq,lf2(n)] - (Erh] - Eolfi())]
~YELipy, (R)
M(y)<M

<Ex suwp [Eppy]-Ep,0M|+Exy sup [Eqlfi(7)] —Eq,[fa()]

~y€Lipy, (R4) ~y€Lip, (R?)
M(v)<M
<Ex sup |Ep[]—Ep,[]|+ExEyEyEe sup Zfz ( f;h(%ﬂ)
~€Lipy, (RY) v€Lip, (R? )
M(v)SM

1 n
<Ex sw [Ep[y] -Ep, [l +2ExEvEe  sup |~ &l
y€ELip, (R) ~ELip; (R?) n j=1

M(y)<M

20
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<Ex sup ‘EP[’Y] ‘ +2Ex y mf (49+ 7/ \/1n./\/ o, M, 0, Lz(Qn))d5>

y€Lip, (RY)
where &;’s are the Rademacher variables.

First note that the first term Ex sup, 1, (r) |Ep[y] — Ep,,[7]| is the convergence rate of the Wasserstein-1 distance
and the bound follows the result of Theorem 1 in [11]:
CMI/T
Bx sw [Eph] - Ep, b < 2,
YELipy (RY) m

with r = %' For the second term, we have

Exy ggg (49+ —/ \/1n./\/ a, M50, L2(Qn))d5>

<y jot (04 KO0+ DA [Tatas)

Vvn y
. 12 da /o 2 a2
< = (a=T) R
_EX’YéI;% <49+ \/EK(MJFL) A, 2—d9
- 2
<Exy <4n§ + 12K (M + L)WdﬁAgm ' Qd”‘li>
1 24K 1 .
=dn"7 + —n 7 Exy [(M n L)ﬁ,\g/ﬂ

where we pick 6 = n-i. By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

Exy |(M+ L)@ 1Ay < VExy (M + )5 iy Ad.

Notice that Ex y (M + L) @7 is bounded by Lemma 7 and the bound depends on M zae (p) and M 240 (). And we
have

d
1 n . 1 n ~
EvAf =By | -3 llill™ | <BEv | =3 lwsll™ | = Mj,400).
! i—1

where the inequality follows Jensen’s inequality. Combining all these bounds, we obtain the result as in the statement of
the theorem. O

Proposition 2. For d = 2. Assume (P, Q) are distributions on R? of heavy-tail (31, B2), where 31 > 10 and B > 18.
Suppose « satisfies % +4<p1—2and % < P2 — 10, then if m and n are sufficiently large, we have

Cilnm Cylan
Exy | Dia(Pmll@n) = DEA(PIQ)| € =+ —25, (22)

where Cy depends on M, (p) for any r1 > 2 and Cy depends on M%_M(p), M aa_y4(q) and May,(q) for any
2+ % <ry < 524_2; both Cy and Cy are independent of m,n.
Proposition 3. For d = 1. Assume (P, Q) are distributions on R? of heavy-tail (B1, ), where 31 > 7 and 35 > 13.

Suppose o satlsﬁes T +4<pr—1 and 7 < B2 — 7, then if m and n are sufficiently large, we have
Ch Cs

where Cy depends on Mx(p) and Cy depends on M 2o 4(p), M%_M(q) and Mgy, (q) for any 2+ 2% <ry < ﬂz
both C and Csy are independent of m, n.

Proof. The only difference from the proof of Theorem 3 is that we need to bound the random metric entropy differently

since \/In N (Fy a1, 0, L2(@y)) is no longer integrable at infinity, and the upper limit of the integral in Lemma 4
cannot be relaxed to co. Instead, we have

12 M
Bxy o, 40+ = | VN (Fa .6, L2(Qn)) d6
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NG

where My = sup,e ., \/2 S5 1 [vwi)|” < /3 2o (M + L+ Ly, >

For d = 2, we have faMY §~%dd=1In M, —1In6, and we can pick § = IHT:’ and use the inequality In M, < M, — 1
and combine it with Lemma 5 and Lemma 7 as in the proof of Theorem 3.

. 12 do /2 My 4
<Exy inf 460 + —K(M+L) (0‘_1>A2 2dd |,
7 0<O<My n 0

For d = 1, we have feMY 5~%ds = —W, and we can pick § = \/Lﬁ to balance the two terms. O

E Compute resources

Our experiment is computed using personal computer in the environment: Apple M2 8 cores and Apple M2 24 GB
- Metal 3.

F Additional experiments

30 30 100
- true - true -
20 generated L1 error=0.07 50 4 generated L1 error=0.04
10 4 . 10 ‘
0 04 t -
o
~10 A ~10 A .
20 4 204
-30 ; T T -30 ; , .
-20 0 20 10° 10! 102 -20 0 20
(a) a-GAN (left) and its counterpart with Wi -proximal regularization, Wi-a-GAN (right)
30 10° 30 10°
20 4 L1 error=0.03 30 4 L1 error=0.01
10 4 10 4
0 1071 04 107!
~10 A ~10 A
20 4 204
-30 ; ; ; 102 -30 : : 107

;
-20 0 20 10° 10! 102 —20 0 20 10° 10! 102

(b) a-GPA (left) and its counterpart with Wi -proximal regularization, W1-co-GPA (right)

Figure 6: Learning a 2D isotropic Student-t with degree of freedom v = 3 (tail index 8 = 5.0) using generative models
based on Wj-a-divergences with o = 2. Models with W;-proximal regularizations (right) learn the heavy-tailed
distribution significantly better than those without (left). See Section 5.1 for detailed explanations of the models.
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10°

10°*

1072

10°

(c) VE-SGM

L1 error=0.02

10! 102

Figure 7: Learning a 2D isotropic Student-t with degree of freedom v = 3 (tail index 3 = 5.0) using generative models
based on Ws-a-divergences with a = 1. Models with Ws-proximal regularizations, (b) and (c), learn the heavy-tailed
distribution significantly better than that without, (a). See Section 5.1 for detailed explanations of the models.
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