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A NUMERICAL ALGORITHM WITH LINEAR COMPLEXITY FOR
MULTI-MARGINAL OPTIMAL TRANSPORT WITH L! COST *

CHUNHUI CHENT, JING CHEN?, BAOJIA LUOS, SHI JINY, AND HAO WUI

Abstract. Numerically solving multi-marginal optimal transport (MMOT) problems is computa-
tionally prohibitive, even for moderate-scale instances involving [ >4 marginals with support sizes of
N >1000. The cost in MMOT is represented as a tensor with N! elements. Even accessing each element
once incurs a significant computational burden. In fact, many algorithms require direct computation
of tensor-vector products, leading to a computational complexity of O(N') or beyond. In this paper,
inspired by our previous work [Comm. Math. Sci., 20 (2022), pp. 2053 — 2057|, we observe that the
costly tensor-vector products in the Sinkhorn Algorithm can be computed with a recursive process by
separating summations and dynamic programming. Based on this idea, we propose a fast tensor-vector
product algorithm to solve the MMOT problem with L' cost, achieving a miraculous reduction in the
computational cost of the entropy regularized solution to O(N). Numerical experiment results confirm
such high performance of this novel method which can be several orders of magnitude faster than the
original Sinkhorn algorithm.

Keywords. Multi-marginal Optimal Transport, Sinkhorn algorithm, linear complexity, entropy
regularization.

AMS subject classifications. 49M25; 65K10

1. Introduction

Multi-marginal optimal transport (MMOT), first proposed by Gangbo and Swiech
[14], is an extension of the classical optimal transport problem [6,31]. It aims to find
an optimal transport plan that minimizes total cost while fitting multiple marginal
distributions. MMOT problems naturally arise in various fields, such as machine learn-
ing [2,9,16,27], incompressible fluid dynamics [4,19], density function theory [8,12,18],
Schrodinger bridge [10,15], and tomographic reconstruction [1], and thus have attracted
wide attention in recent years.

However, the heavy computational burden of solving general MMOT problems lim-
its its broad application. For [-marginal distributions with support sizes of IV, the [—th
order cost tensor in MMOT problems contains N elements. To fully obtain the infor-
mation of the cost tensor, it is inevitable to repeatedly access all elements in the tensor,
leading to a significant computational cost. For example, the generalized Sinkhorn
algorithms [5, 6,25, 29, 34| require repeated computation of tensor-vector products, re-
sulting in a computational complexity of O(N'). More severely, directly solving linear
programming problems has a computational complexity of N, Therefore, these
methods remain computationally prohibitive even for moderate-scale MMOT problems.
Some modified algorithms with lower computational complexity have been proposed for
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specific MMOT problems, such as the MMOT problem with a tree structure [15] and
the Wasserstein barycenter [3,5].

In this work, we propose a novel implementation of the Sinkhorn algorithm for
solving the entropy regularized MMOT problem with L; cost applications in image
processing [33], computer vision [30] and seismic tomography [28], which has linear
computational complexity relative to support size N. This work is a follow-up work of
the fast Sinkhorn algorithms [23,24] , which observe the special structure of the kernel
matrix with Wasserstein-1 metric and utilize dynamic programming techniques [17, 20,
21], achieving linear computational complexity for solving up to 2-marginal optimal
transport problem. Unlike the previous situation, the kernel matrix evolves into an
[-th order tensor in the [-marginal optimal transport problem. The computational
burden of the Sinkhorn algorithm becomes prohibitive due to the O(N') operations
required by the tensor-vector products. To address this problem, we observe a similar
special structure of the kernel tensor and accelerate the tensor-vector products using
the series rearrangement and dynamic programming techniques [20], which results in a
fast Sinkhorn algorithm with O(N) computational complexity.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the MMOT
problem and the generalized Sinkhorn algorithm for the 1-dimensional (1D) and 3-
marginal case. Then, we introduce the key fast tensor-vector product technique and
provide a detailed implementation of our algorithm in Section 3. This algorithm can be
conducted in more general scenarios, such as high-dimensional and /-marginal optimal
transport problems, which are presented in Section 4. In Section 5, numerical experi-
ments are carried out to demonstrate the overwhelming advantage of our algorithm in
terms of computational efficiency. Finally, we conclude this paper in Section 6.

2. Multi-marginal optimal transport and the Sinkhorn algorithm

We first review the MMOT problem and the Sinkhorn algorithm [5]. To streamline
our discussion, we exclusively showcase the 3-marginal optimal transport problem and
its corresponding Sinkhorn algorithm in 1D space. However, it is important to note that
this algorithm can be seamlessly extrapolated to address more marginal cases in higher
dimensional space. For a more comprehensive understanding, we refer the readers to [5].

We consider the discrete MMOT problem, which is a discretization of the continuous
MMOT problem [29]. It solves the following minimization problem

1 2 3
W(u,v,w)=7i_r€1f = mf ZZZC”’J”’“ (2.1)

i=1j=1k=1
in which ueRY Lo 6RN2,w €RMs are three discrete probabilistic distributions
u:(u17u2a"'7uN1)’ v:(vlaUQa"'7UN2)? w:(YU17U)2,"',wN3). (22)

Here C = (c;j,) € RN1*N2%Ns s the cost tensor, and T = (t;5x) € RNl *N2xNs s the multi-
marginal transport plan, satisfying the linear constraints

N2 N\; Nl N2

TEH:{ z]k ‘Zztzﬂﬁ_uwZztljk_v]7zztlﬂk_wk7 2]k>0} (23)

j=1k=1 i=1k=1 i=1j=1

In this work, our discussion is suitable for any Ny, No and N3. For the sake of simplicity,
we assume N1 =Ny =N3=N in the rest of the paper.
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The generalized Sinkhorn algorithm [5] was proposed to solve the regularized
MMOT problem by introducing an entropy regularization term:

N
Ws(uavaw):,}felfn Z Cijktijh +etijrn (tijr). (2.4)
i k=1

The above optimization problem can be solved using the method of Lagrange multipliers,
with the Lagrangian given by

N
L(T,o.By)= Y €1n< ”k) ”k—kZaZ Zt”k u;

i,5,k=1 Jik=1

N N
Y B | Dtk +ka Zt”k—wk . (2.5)
=1\

i,k=1 3,j=1

where Kij_e E Deﬁned) (¢17"'7¢N)7¢:(w17"'7¢N)7()0:(9017"'790]\7) as

wl=
2
ol

(bi:e_%_?a ¢j:e_%_ ) Pr=¢€ (26)

Taking the derivative of the Lagrangian with respect to ¢;;, and setting it equal to zero
yields
tijk = O jouKije, 1<14,5,k<N. (2.7)

Combining Equation (2.7) and the constraints in Equation (2.3), we can obtain that
when the regularized MMOT problem attains its optimal solution, ¢,1),¢ satisfy:

N N N
bi Z Kijibjpor=u;,  1; Z Kijkoior=vj, ¢k Z Kijrdihj =wg. (2.8)

G k=1 ik=1 1,7=1

Since the elements in JC= (K;) are strictly positive, the generalized Sinkhorn algorithm
[5] can be applied to find scaling variables ¢,1,¢ satisfying the above equations by
iteratively updating

qb(H_l):’u,@(/C Xj¢(t) xk‘P(t))7 (2.9)
P — 00 (K x; Y x4 1), (2.10)
@) = ) (K x; D x4y, (2.11)

in which @ represents pointwise division and ¢ denotes the iterative step. Here the
tensor-vector products follow the notation in [13], having the forms of

(K ;9™ 5 0®); ZZK”M%% : (2.12)
j=1k=1
(K x; ¢(t+1)xksot) ZZK ¢(t+1) (t) (2.13)
1=1k=1
N N
(K s @ 5 ), =373 K gl T, (2.14)

i=1j=1
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The final MMOT distance is given by

N
We(u,0,w)= > dbjpncijrKije = <<P7 (COK)xigpx; 1/’>7 (2.15)

,5,k=1

in which ® represents the Hadamard product of tensors. The generalized Sinkhorn
algorithm is presented in Algorithm 1.

REMARK 2.1. Theoretically, obtaining approrimate solutions with high accuracy re-
quires an adequately small entropic parameter €, which may cause over- or underflow
in numerical calculations during the Sinkhorn iteration. The log-domain stabilization
technique [11] can be employed to address this issue. When the infinite norm of ¢, 1 or
¢ exceeds a given threshold T, the excessive parts of ¢, v, ¢ are absorbed into a, B, v
to avoid the over- and underflow:

a—a+eln(g), B+ PB+eh(y), ~—~v+eln(p),

P 1y, b1y, @1y, (2.16)

i +B8+7k

Correspondingly, the tensor K should also be rescaled as K;ji<—e™ ¢ ijk-

Algorithm 1 Generalized Sinkhorn Algorithm
Input: w,v,w of size (N,1), ¢, tol, itr _max
Output: W (u,v,w)

1: initialize (75,1/),90:%1]\;, t=0, Res=Inf
2: while (¢ < itr_max) & (Res> tol) do
3: t—t+1

L P—u0 (KX X, )

4

5. Yoo (Kx;dpxpep)
6: QO(—'(U@(ICX1‘¢X]"¢)
7

Res<—sum(|¢®(/€ X Xpp)—ul+ o (Kx;dxpp) —v|)
8: return We(u,v,w):<<p,(C®lC) Xid)Xj’(/)>

3. An algorithm for MMOT with linear complexity

The computational complexity of Algorithm 1 is O(N?) for 3-marginal MMOT
problems, and it scales to O(N') for the l-marginal case. The bottleneck arises from
the repeated tensor-vector products related to X and C® K in lines 4-8.

Inspired by the fast Sinkhorn algorithms for Wasserstein-1 distance [23, 24], we
aim to reduce the computational complexity from O(N') to O(N). For the sake of
simplicity, we discuss the acceleration of Algorithm 1 for 3-marginal case in this section.
The implementation can be naturally extended to the l-marginal case for any [ >3,
which will be discussed in Subsection 4.2. On a uniform mesh with a grid spacing of
h', the cost tensor C = (c;jx) based on the L' norm writes

cije=[t—Jg|+|i—k|+|j—k]h. (3.1)
Thus, the corresponding kernel tensor K = (K ;i) satisfies
Kijk:)\li—jl-*-\i—k'lﬂj—kI’ (3.2)

1The discussion can be naturally extended to the case of non-uniform mesh.
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h

in which A=e"=.
To eliminate the absolute value operator in IC, we categorize the subscripts (4,7, k)
according to their orders into 6 sets”

Ds=1(i,jk)|1<i<k<j<N\, D,={(,j.k)|1<j<k<i<N}, (3.3)
Ds={(i,j.k)|1<k<i<j<N}, De={(ijk)|1<k<j<i<N\.

Then, the element of tensor K has a simplified form of
Kijk:)\api+bpj+cpka v(iajak)era pil,"',G, (34)

where ay,b,,c, have specific values

a1 =— 25 a2 = 07 asz = — 25 a4 = 27 as = 07 ag = 2a
bi= 0, bo=—2, by= 2 by=—2 bs= 2 bg= 0, (3.5)
C1= 2, Co = 2, C3 = 0, Cq = O7 Cs = — 2, Ce = — 2.

Similarly, C ® K satisfies
COK)ijn = (api+byj+cpk)hA P Toeiterk (i 5 1ye D, p=1,---,6. 3.6
J pt T 0p P P

In this section, we first propose two fast implementations to accelerate the tensor-
vector products K x; ¢ x ;¢ in Subsection 3.1 and (C©®K) x; ¢ x ;1 in Subsection 3.2,
achieving a computation complexity of O(N). Subsequently, we embed the fast tensor-
vector product into the Sinkhorn algorithm, proposing the fast Sinkhorn algorithm with
linear complexity for the MMOT problem in Subsection 3.3.

3.1. Fast tensor-vector product of K x; ¢ x ;v
The tensor-vector product writes

N N 6
(Kxipx;)k=3_> Kijudithj=> Jrp, k=12, N, (3.7)
p=1

i=1j=1

in which J ,, are given by

Kok _ k=1 &k o
Je1 =0 Y gipy Anithiitak, Jea=2 Yo gupjAritbaitek

1=1j=1i j=li=j+1
kN kN

Jez=3 > QupAmitbaiteak g =5 NS gapy Auaithai ek (3.8)
i=1j=F1 J=liske1

N N btk N-1 N b
Jes= > Y gupAmitbsitesk o= S S ppypyAasitbeitek,
i=k+1j=i j=k4li=jt1

Directly computing Equation (3.7) for all k=1,---,N takes O(N?) operations. In fact,

2For the l-marginal case, we need to categorize subscripts (i1,42,---,4;). Therefore, I! sets are
required.
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Jk,p satisfy the recurrence relations

Je1=A k11 + Ve Pr 1, Jeo=A?Jk_1 2+ 0 Pr_1,2,
Ji1 = grpg A Thren J1,2=0,
I3 =P 3Qr+1,3, Ji,a=Pr4Qrt14, (3.9)

Jes=A"Jor15+Opt1Prr15, [ Jke=A"CJpt1,6 +Vkt+1Prt26,
JIns =0, JIne=0,Jn_1,6=0.

Here P ;, and Q) p have the forms of

k k
P.q= /\(b1+cl)k Z (m)\ali’ P :)\aQ(k+1)+cQ(k+1) Z quj)\ij’
i=1 i=1
k ) N ! .
Py 3= Abstea)k 57, \asi Qrp1,3=A""3% 3 g Absd,
i=1 =k
A | IR _ (3.10)
Pra =N ateh 57 0, Qrp1a=A""E 37 gxee,
j=1 i=k+1
N ) N )
Pk,5 — )\a5k+¢:5(k71) Z wj)\bw, Pk,ﬁ :Abg(k71)+05(k272) Z (Zsi/\aez’
ji=k i=k

which can be also computed in a recursive manner:

Pk,l :)\b1+c1 Pkfl,l +¢k)\(a1+b1+cl)k, Pk,2 — )\a2+02Pk71,2 +¢k)\a2(k+1)+b2k+02(k+1)7
Pl 1= ¢1)\a1+b1+c1’ Pl 9= w1A2a2+b2+2cQ7

P}g’g — )\b3+03Pk71,3 _~_¢k)\(aa+b3+03)k, Qk,B — )\bst+173 +wk)\b3’

Pyg=g\wtbstes, Qn3=1NA",

Py a =M Py g ALt toatedk, Qr,a=A"Qrt1,4+PpA™,

Pyy=qp \athates, QNa=dNA",

Pk,S :)\—a5—C5Pk+1’5 +,(/)k)\a5k+b5k:+05(k—1)7 Pk,6 :)\_bG_C6Pk+1,6 +¢k)\a6k+b6(k—1)+cs(k—2)’
PN 5= wN)\asN—‘rbsN-‘rCs(N—l)’ PN 6= ¢N)\a6N+b6(N—1)+(16(N—2)-

(3.11)
The recurrence formulas (3.9) and (3.11) induce the fast tensor-vector product algorithm

(FTVP-1) to compute Equation (3.7). The pseudo-code is presented in Algorithm 2,
with O(N) computation complexity specified in Table 3.1.

TABLE 3.1. The number of multiplicative and additive operations in FTVP-1.

‘Pk,p Qk,p Jkyp

Number of operations | 18N 6N 14N
Total 38N

3.2. Fast tensor-vector product of (COK) x; ¢ x;1p
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Algorithm 2 Fast tensor-vector product-1 (FTVP-1)

Input: ¢, ¥ of size (N,1), A

Output: Kx;¢x;

1: procedure FTVP-1(¢,9,)\)

2: J1,J2,J3,J4,d5,J6=0n,J11 =011

3: P17P2,P3,P47P57P6,Q3,Q4:ON
4: Pi1=¢1,P1o=X1,P13=01,Qn 3= YN
5: PLa=11,Qna= 0N, Pns= YN, Pve=Ndn
6: for k=1:N—-1do

7: Poy11=N NP1+ i1

8: Piy12=NPy2+ 2511

9: Pei13=NPp3+dri1

10: QN-k3=NQN—p+1,3+ A N_k
11: Poi1,4=NPya+Pria

12: QN_ka=NQN_kt1,4+ 2 ONn_k
13: Pn k5 =NPyn_ji1,5+ 20Nk
14: Py 6= NPy_pi16+ N dN_k
15: for k=1:N—-1do

16: Ji1,1 =M1 +er1Prs1a

17: Ji412= g2+ P11 Pr 2

18: Ji3=Pr3Qr+1,3

19: Jia=PraQri1,4

20: for k=N:—-1:2do

21: Je—15=NJg 5+ Prs

22: for k=N-1:—-1:2do

23: Ji-1,6 = Tk 6+ Pry1,6

24: return J1+Jo+J3+J4+JI5+J¢

The tensor-vector product writes

((CQK)X ¢X 1/} ZZCZ]ICKZ]IC¢ w]_hzt]krpa

i=1j=1

in which jkm for p=1,2,---,6 are given by

>

(ari+byj+crk)gip Amithiitek,

A“
i
.
Rivke
IS
M=
I

V)
I

(agi+byj+cok)pigpsA@27tbaiteak,

<
I
A
<
i

(agi+bsj+ cah) gy A3t Tbsitesk,

s
Il
i
<.
AR

5&’
w
I
M=
I Il
M= 7= 0=

E’Tk”
=

|
=L

(@ai+Dbaj+cak)pith; \aaitbajteak

.
2L
Il

Eal

+

=

N . )
> (a5i+b5j+C5k)¢i’(/}j/\a51+b5]+c5k,
J

§ >
W

Il
Ny

i

E
2+

=

=i
N

Jk,(;— Z Z (a6i+b6j+Cﬁk)¢i¢j)\a6i+b6j+cﬁk.
j=k+1li=j+1
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Directly computing Equation (3.12) for all k=1,---, N takes O(N3) operations. In fact,
Jip satisfy the recurrence relations
{J:m =2 (Jeor1er i) H 0k (Ria + (b +c1)kPea),
Jia = (a1 +bi+ec1)pryp A Torter
cik,Q =)\ (jkq,z + o di—1,2) + Ok (Re—1,2+ (a2 +c2)kPy—12),
JLQ :0,
Je3=Ry3Qk11,3+ Pr3Ski1,3+cakJys,
(3.14)

Jea=RyaQri1.4+ PraSky1.a+cakya,

J:k,ﬁ =A"% (:f/chl,G —c6Jr+1,6) + Urt1 (Riga,6+ (b6 (k+1) +ck) Peya),
JIne=0, JIn-16=0.

{

Here Jy p, Py p,Qr,p are the same as those in Equations (3.8) and (3.10). Additionally,
Ry, p, and Sy, have the forms of

k
Riq1= A(b1ter)k Z?:la/li(bi)\ali? Rio= A aztcz)(k+1) Z bgj’(bj)\b”,

j=1
k ‘ N }
Ry, 3 =Astes)k 37 agig A3, Sk1,3=A"0F 37 bajgp; AP
S | = | (3.15)
Ry, g =N aateak 57 by jup;aba, Sk1,a=A""F 37 agig A,
J=1 i=k+1

N N
Ry, 5 = \ask+es(k—1) > b5j1/)j)\b5j, Ry, g = \bs(k=1)+ce(k—2) S agidi N5,
=k i=k

which can also be computed in a recursive manner:

{ {

Rk 5 :)\a2+62 Rk*l 5 +kakaaz(k+1)+b2k+c2(k+1)
R1’2 _ waIAQQQ-‘—bQ""ZCQ

b b k
R = A" Ry 1 +arkgpA (@ toitenk
a1+bi+c
R1,1:a1¢1/\ 1 1 1,

b, b, k
Ry 3 =M=V Ry 5t agkgpaathatealk
a3z+bg+c
R1,3:a3¢1/\ 3 3 3,

{
{

{

Ria=A"T Ry 4+ bykap A @atbatenk
R1,4 — b4w1)\a4+b4+64’

RN,5 _ b5¢NAa5N+b5N+C5(N71)’

Rk,S — )\ %¢ Rk+1,5 +b5k¢k)\a5k+b5k+55(k71)7

Sk3=A"Sk 1,3 +bskp A",
Sn.3=bsNipny A3,

{
{

{

Sk,a=A"*Sky1,4+askdp\™,
SNna=asNpnyA™,

RN6:a6¢N)\asN+ba(N*1)+86(N*2).

Ry 6= )\7176756 Rk+1 6 +a6k¢k)\a6k+b6(k71)+cg(k72)

(3.16)

The recurrence formulas (3.14) and (3.16) induce the fast tensor-vector product algorithm
(FTVP-2) to compute Equation (3.12). The pseudo-code is presented in Algorithm 3, with
O(N) computation complexity specified in Table 3.2.
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Algorithm 3 Fast tensor-vector product-2 (FTVP-2)

Input: ¢, ¥ of size (N,1), A\,h
Output: (COK) x;¢px 1

1:
2:

11:
12:
13:
14:
15:
16:
17:
18:
19:
20:
21:
22:
23:

24:

procedure FTVP-2(¢,,))
J1,J2,J3,J4,J5,J6=0x
R,,Ry,R3,R4,R5,R¢,53,5,=0p
Ri1==2¢1,R12=—2)1,R1 3=—2¢1,5n3=2N Yy
Ri4=-2Y1,Sn4=2NX¢n, Ry 5 =2 Yn,Rne=2\oNn
for k=1:N—-1do
Rit11=XRy1—2(k+1)¢p1
Rit1,2= Ry 2 —2(k+ 1) 11
Ri413=NRy3—2(k+1)¢p+1
SN—k3=ASN_kt1,3+2(N—k) 2 Yn_p
Rk+1,4:>\2Rk,4_2(k+1)¢k+1
SN-ka=NSN_jr1,4+2(N —E)N2pn_i
Rn_k5=NRy_j+15+2(N—k)XN2¢n_y
Ryn_k6=NRy_jt16+2(N—k)X\dn_k
for Ij;:l:N—lAdo
Jht11= )\Q{M +2202 Tk 1+ Yrr1 Ripr 1 +2(k+ 1)bg1 Pegr
Jht12 = A2k 24+ 222 T 04 Ppr1Ri2 +2(k+ 1) g1 P 2
Je3=Ri3Qk+1,3+ Pr3Ski13
Jpa=RraQr+1,4+ PraSky1.4
for @:N:—lzg do
Ji-15 =Mk 5+ 27T 54+ o Ri s — 2(k — 1) Py 5
for Ij;:N—l:—A1:2 do
1,6 =N Jr6+2X i 6+ UrRir1,6 —2(k— 1) Pryie
return h(jl+j2+j3+j4+j5+:’6)

TABLE 3.2. The number of multiplicative and additive operations in FTVP-2.

‘Pk,p Qk,p Jk,p Rk,p Sk,p Jk,p

Number of operations | 18N 6N 14N 30N 10N 48N
Total 126N

3.3. Algorithm implementation
The major computational burden of the generalized Sinkhorn algorithm (Algorithm 1) lies

in the tensor-vector products related to K in lines 4-7 and that related to C® K in line 8. Here

we propose a step-by-step approach to reduce the computational complexity from O(N 3) to
O(N):

[ ) K:X'j’l/J Xklp in lines 4 and T: we define ]{:: (f(”k) satisfying f(ijk:K}ﬂ'j =
Nbpiteritapk (5 k)€ D,. Then it can be verified that

Kxjxke=Kxix;p, (3.17)

which can be computed with O(N) computational cost according to the discussion in
Subsection 3.1, because K has the similar form of Equation (3.4);



10

e ICX;¢p Xy in lines 5 and 7: we can apply the same technique as used above to reduce
the complexity to O(N);
o x;¢x; in line 6: according to Algorithm 2, the complexity can be reduced to
O(N);
e (COK)x;¢x;1 in line 8: according to Algorithm 3, the complexity can be reduced
to O(N).
Based on the above discussions, we successfully accelerate the generalized Sinkhorn al-

gorithm and propose a fast Sinkhorn algorithm with O(N) computational complexity. The
pseudo-code is presented in Algorithm 4.

Algorithm 4 The algorithm for MMOT with linear complexity
Input: w,v,w of size (N,1), ¢, tol, itr _max
Output: W, (u,v,w)
1: initialize (ﬁ,/lvb,(P:%].N, t=0, Res=Inf
2: while (¢ < itr_max) & (Res> tol) do
3 tt+1
4 ¢ uoFTVP-1(1,p,\)
5: P+ v FTVP-1(¢,p,)\)
6:
7

@ wOFTVP-1(¢,4,\)
Res(—sum(|¢®FTVP—1(1,b,cp,)\) —u|+|¢®FTVP—1(¢,cp,/\)—v|)

8: return W (u,v,w)= h<<p,FTVP—2(¢,1/J,)\)>.

The log-domain stabilization can also be aggregated into the fast tensor-vector product al-

gorithm. The key point is to accelerate the tensor-vector products related to the rescaled
. ai+65+
tensor K= (e g kKijk), which can be achieved by modifying the update formulas of

Prip,Qk,p,Ji,p in FTVP-1. The pseudo-code is presented in Algorithm 5.

4. Various Generalization
In this section, we aim to extend the capabilities of our algorithm to higher dimensions
and more margins.

4.1. High dimension generalization

In this subsection, we consider the two-dimensional case of our algorithm as an example,
noting that its generalization to three or higher dimensions follows a similar approach with
no fundamental distinction. Similar to Section 2, we consider the discrete two-dimensional
MMOT problem, which solves the following minimization problem:

Ny Mz N3z Mg

1 1
W(u,v,w): 1nf €, Ty= 1nf Z Z Z Z Z Z Civinjijakikabiviogijokiks- (4.1)

zl lig=1j1=1j2=1k1=1ko=1
Ny My xNoMsx NgMs -
Here C=(Ci igj1jokiky) € RTIVIXN2M2XA3Ms ig the cost tensor, and T = (ti,izjijokiks) €
N1 My x No Mo X N3R5 . . . e . :
Ryt 77222858 g the multi-marginal transport plan, satisfying the linear constraints
0+ 9

Ny My N3 Ms

biyisgrakiks =0, E E E E Livigjijokiks = Wiyia,

J1=1j2=1k1=1ko=1

Tell= {’T: (tivigjriakiks)

Ny M; Nz Ms Ny My Nz Ms
E E E E Livigjijokike = Vjija; E E E E tili2j1j2k1k2:wk1k2}' (4'2)
i1=1lio=1ki=1ko=1 i1=1lio=1j1=1jo=1

Similar to the discussion in Section 2, our discussion is suitable for any Ny, M7, N2, Mo,
N3 and Ms. For the sake of simplicity, we assume Ny =No=N3=N and M1 =Ma=Ms=M
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Algorithm 5 Fast tensor-vector product with log-domain stabilization (FTVP-LOG)
Input: ¢, 9 of size (N,1), A
Output: Kx;¢x; 9
1: procedure FTVP-1(¢,,)\)
20 J1,J2,J3,J4,J5,J6=0n,J1,1 =191

3: P,,Py,P3,P,,P5,Ps,Q3,Q,=0x
2 2
4: Pii=¢1,Pio=XY1,Pi3=01,Qn 3= Yy
5: Pia=11,Qn4=N¢N,PNs= YN, Pye=\on
6: for k=1:N-1 do
7: Poy11=Ne™ = Pk 1+ Prt1
2 Br— ﬁk+1
8: Pyi12=MNe Pyo+ N pi1
Ok T Y41
9: Poi13=Xe" = Pps+drn
BN — k+1 /3N k
10: Qn_k3=M\e QN—kt1,4+ 220Nk
Br—Br41
11: Poy1a=Ne" = Piot+iri
AN — k+1 AN —k
12: QnN_ra=Ne QN—k+14+N2ON_1
ON k41—
13: Py_p5=MNe < Pka+1,5+)\ YNk
BN—k4+1-BN—k
14: Py_ke=Ne < Py_pi16+ M\ oN_k
15: for k=1:N—-1do .
Vk+1~ 7k 1 HBpr1 V41
16: Jer11=Ne = Jp1+riie E k1,1
k41~ Vk ap41 Bt YRyl
17: Jk+172:)\26 g Jr2+dprie € Py o
ap+Brr1+vk
18: Jrz=e : Py 3Qk+41,3
a1 +HB v
19: Jra=e€ c %, 4aQk+1,4
20: for k=N:—-1:2do .
Vh—1" Tk 1 Tk ap+BErtIk—1
21: Ji—1,5=M%e Jk,5+dre E P 5
22: for k=N —1: —1 2 do
1 Tk ap1 B tre—1
23: Ji— 16—>\2 Jk,6 +re : P16

24: return J1+Jo+J3+J4+J5+Jg

in the rest of the paper. Similar to the entropic regularization technique introduced in Section
2, we consider the following regularized MMOT problem

N M

We (uavaw) = 71,2% E E Ciyingyjakykaliviojijoki ke T E€Liviog ok ko ln(ti1i2j1j2k1k2)'
i1,41,k1=11i2,j2,k2=1
(4.3)
Based on analogous derivation, the above problem achieves optimum when scaling variables

o= (¢i1i2)»1/’ = (¢j1j2)7‘P = (Pr1ky) € RNM satisfy

¢®(chj1j2"/’><k1k2 QD)IU, (4'4)
PO (K Xiyiy @ Xkyky ) =, (4'5)
PO (K Xiyiy @ Xy 4 ) =w, (4.6)

in which the tensor-vector products write

(K X 1o ¥ Xkyko Piviz = Z Z KiyigjyiakikoWirioPhikas (4.7)

J1,k1=1j2,k2=1
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(K Xiyia @ Xk1ky P)jrin = Z Z Kiyiggyjakyky PivioPh b (4.8)

i1,k1=119,ko=1

(K Xiria @ %12 ¥)kiks = Z Z Kiyiogigakika PiriaWii - (4.9)

i1,j1=112,j2=1

The optimal transport plan is given by

Liviggyjaki ks :¢i1i2wj1j2 Pkiks Ki1i2j1j2k1k27 (4'10)
and the optimal transport distance is

M
Wé(uvvvw): E E Clﬂmuzhb‘bn%d’h]z90161162Kl1121112k1k2

11,J1,k1=112,j2,ka=1

B <‘P’ (COK) Xiriz @ X1 ¢>. (4.11)

Here, the cost tensor C'= (Ci iqjy ok ky) € RV MXNMXNM hased on the L' norm of a uniform
2D mesh with a vertical spacing of h; and a horizontal spacing of he writes

Civisgriakike = (|10 = Ji|+|ir — k1|4 |71 — k1 [)ha + (|i2 — j2| + [i2 — k[ +[j2 — k2)h2,  (4.12)

e]RNM><NM><N]\/I

and the corresponding kernel tensor K= (K, iy joki ks ) writes

Kiyinjrink ks :A\l"ilfjlHlil*lﬂl\ﬂjl*lﬂ\)\\21'2*1'2|+\"i2*1€2|+|j2*k2|7 (4.13)
h h
where A1 :e_T1 and s :e_TZ. The generalized Sinkhorn algorithm can be applied to calcu-

late (¢,1,¢) by iteratively updating

¢(t+1) =u0 (K X;jj, "/’(t) Xkykg 90<t))7 (4.14)
P =00 (K xiyi, ¢ iy ), (4.15)
P =w o (K X0 ¢ x5 D). (4.16)

Similar to the discussion of our algorithm for the 1D problem in Section 3, the bottleneck of
computational efficiency arises from the tensor-vector products, such as J =K X;,i, @ X, j, ¥,
whose element satisfies

N M
o P - o " ok
Tieyhy = }: 2 : >‘|1“ J1l+lir—k1|+151 1\)\\;2 Jal|+lie—ka|+li2 2|¢i1i21/)j1j2v (4'17)

i1,j1=1142,j2=1

Obviously, directly calculating this tensor-vector product requires O (N SM 3) operations, which
is an unacceptable computational cost. Now, we delve into a detailed discussion on reducing
the computational cost to O(NM).

First, ¢,,J € RYM are flattened into 1D vectors in column-major order

¢:(¢1a¢25“'7¢]\4)7 ¢:(¢17¢2a"’7¢M)? J:(Jla']?a“'?JM)v (418)

in which the sub-vectors ¢,,,%;,,Jk, €RY are

j2?
iy = (Prig, P2ins s ONin)s Wiy = (Y10, V2505 s ¥UNGa )y Ty = (J1kgs J2kg, INiy ) (4.19)

RNXNXN

By defining a tensor Ky = (K, j,k1,8) € with the element

. ik ok
Kiljlkl,N:)\llll Jil+lin 1|+151 1‘7 (420)
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the Equation (4.17) can be rewritten in vector form as

M M
T, = Z Z >\|212*J2\+\127k2|+\127k2\ (/CN Xiy ¢i2 X i ¢j2)' (4.21)

ig=1jo=1

We use the same technique in Section 3 to eliminate the absolute value operation above,
separating the summations into 6 components according to the order of subscripts

6
Tk, :ZJ’“ZJH (4.22)
p=1

each of which has a simple form of

ko ko .
2(ko—
Tron= Y 5 N2 (K xiy ¢, x5, 5,),
ig=1j2=i2
ko—1 ko

Jky2= 2 > A§<k27j2>(lCN Xy (751-2 X1 w]’z)’

Ja=liz=j2+1
&2 A 2(j2—1i2)
Jeas3= 2 > A (KN Xiy @5y X1 %5,),

io=1j55=%k
ia=1j MQ+1 (4.23)

k2 o
Trpa= > > MO (Kn xi, ¢y, x50 15,),

Jj2=lig=ka+1

M M oie—ka)
Jhy 5= Z Z )‘2 s (ICNXil ¢i2 X1 ¢j2)7

ig=ko+1j2=i2
M-1 M

Jos= > > MKy xi, by, x5 15,)-

Ja=ko+1liz=j2+1
In fact, Jk,,p satisfy the recurrence relations

2 2
Ty 1 =M Tky 1,1 KN Xiy Pry1 Xy ¥ays [T ky,2= 20T ky—1,2+ KN X4y @y, Xy Pry—12,
J11=KnN xXiy @y X4y 14, J1,2=0,

Jhy,3 =KN Xiy Pry3 Xjy Qk2+1,37 Jieg,a =Kn X4 Qk2+1,4 X1 P4,

JTha—1,5 =T ky5 + KN Xy @y X1 Pross [ Tha—1,6 =0T ka6 + KN Xi; Phyt1.6 X, Py s
Jni5=0, JIJne=0,JNn-16=0.

Here Py, 5,Qy, » €R” have the forms of

ko . ko .
Pra= 3 M*e Pro= > M2y,

127

ig=1 Jjo=1
ko M
_ 2(k2—1i2) _ 2(j2—k2)
sz,S— Z )‘2 ¢i27 Qk2,3— Z /\2 ¢j27
ig=1 Jj2=k2

ko ) M .
2(kg— 2(ig—k
Pyya= Z >\2( : J2)¢j27 Qk2,4: Z )‘2( : 2)¢i2

j2=1 ig=ko

M . M .
Prs= > MNPy Pre= > AR,

Ja=k2 io=ko
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which can also be computed in a recursive manner

{Pk2,1 =\Py, 11 + &, {Pk2,2 IASPkrl,z-&-)\g’l/’kz,
P1,1:¢17 P1,2:)\§"/’17

{Pk2,3:)\gpk2*1,3+¢)k27 {Qk2,3:>‘2§Qk2+1,3+)‘g¢k2v
Pis3=¢, QN,3:)\2¢N7

{Pksz:)\%Pkg—lA + vy, {Qk2,4:>\2§Qk2+1,4+)‘§¢k27
Pia=1,, QN,4:)‘2¢N7

{Pk2,5 =A3P, 115+ A3y, {sz.ﬁ =APryt16+Xady,
Pns=Xty, Pnos=Xs0y.

The pseudo-code of the implementation above is presented in Algorithm 6, with O(M N) com-
putational complexity. Similar idea can be naturally applied to accelerate the tensor-vector
product (COK) Xs,4iy @ Xj,j, ¥ in Equation (4.11), and so are omitted.

Algorithm 6 Fast tensor-vector product for 2D MMOT

Input: ¢, ¢ of size (N X M), A1, A2
Output: Kx; ¢ x;¢
1: procedure FTVP _2D(¢, 9, \1,\2)

2:

10:
11:
12:
13:

14:
15:
16:
17:
18:

19:
20:
21:
22:

23:
24

J11=FTVP-1(¢,%, M), J12,J13,J1,4.J1,5:J1,6 =0n
Pi1=¢,Piy= )\%1/)1=P1,3 = ¢17Q1VI,3 :)\%1/’1\4
P1a=91,Qn4 =01 Prrs =%, Pars =30
for k=1:M -1 do
Pii11=NPr1+d,
Pii12=XPro+ 3¢,
Pii13=XPr3+ ¢
Qurk3=MNQuy 13+ Yy
Pii14=XPra+v,
QM—kA:AgQM—k-&-lA'i')‘%(ﬁM—k
Prrks=MPu_ki1,5+ ¢y 4
PJVI*IC,G:)\%PMkarl,G'i_)\gqb]\/[—k
for k=1:M—1do
Jk+171 = A%Jk,l + FTVP—l(Pk_H’l,’l,bk_,'_l,)\l)
Jk+1’2 B )\%Jkg + FTVP-1(¢k+1,Pk72,)\1)
Ji3=FTVP-1(Py3,Qp41.3.M\)
Jka=FTVP-1(Qp 41,4, Pr,a:M1)
for k=M:—1:2 do
Jk,175 = )\%Jkﬁ +FTVP—1((¢)k,Pk’5,)\1)
for k=M-—-1:—-1:2do
Ji-1,6=A3T k6 +FTVP-1(Ppy1,6.%,M1)
for k=1:M do
Jr=Jp1+Jpo+ I3+ Tpat+Jrs+JIre

25: return (J1,Jo, -, J 1)

2. [-marginal generalization
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In this subsection, we extend our algorithm to solve general [-marginal optimal transport
problems. For ease of exposition, we focus on one-dimensional probabilistic distribution on a
uniform mesh with a grid spacing of h. Its generalization to high-dimensional distributions
follows an analogous approach as discussed in Subsection 4.1.

Given [ discrete distributions w1, uz,---,u; where w; = (uj,1,u;,2, -+ ,u;,n;) €RMs, the dis-
crete [-marginal optimal transport problem [5] is formulated as

N1 Ny

W (u1,u2,--- ,u;) = inf ( = inf >0 Zam dytivia... (4.24)

Tell
11—112 1 =1

Here, C:(ciliz,..il)ERN”N?X'”XN" is the I-th order cost tensor, and the L; norm based
pairwise-interaction cost is

Civigiy = Y |ip—ig|h. (4.25)

1<p<g<l
. .. . . N1 XNgX---xXN;
The collection of all admissible multi-marginal transport plan T = (tiyiy...5,) € Rg}

is given by

Nj—1 Njt1

M= {T= (b0 [tiria i >()Z Oy - th =g, VG =1,20 1]

i1=1 ij—1=1ij41=1 =1
(4.26)
Without loss of generality, we assume N; =N for all j=1,2,---,I. By introducing the
entropic regularization technique, the optimal transport plan 7 = (¢i,i,...;,) of the regularized
[-marginal optimal transport problem

WE(u17u27" U :71'211"[2121 Zlcllm thllm Zl_|—‘€t1112 lll (ti1i2“'iz)7 (427)
i1=1ig i=

writes

tivigiy = P10 02,00 Plyiy Kivigiy, V1<d1,92,-+-,i1 <N. (4.28)
Here, ¢, = (¢1,i,) ER(H denotes the [-th scaling variables, and the corresponding kernel tensor
K=(Kiyiy..i,) ERY' is defined as

h

Kiyiy.iy = Aorsp<asilip=ia| - y—e= 2 (4.29)
By substituting (4.28) into the marginal constraint (4.26), the optimality condition (2.8)

for the 3-marginal optimal transport problem can be analogously extended to general [-marginal
cases, which is

d)j@(lcxil ¢1"'Xij,1 d)jfl XijJrl ¢j+1"'><il ¢l):uj7 ]:1,2,,l (430)

The element of the above tensor-vector product has the form of
(K: Xiq ¢1 ce Xy ¢'71 X'ij+1 ¢j+1"' X’il ¢l)

- Z Z Z ZKZNQ ll¢1 i1 " ¢j_17ij—1¢j+17ij+1”'d)l,il' (431)

i1=1 tj1=1lij41=1 =1

Hence, the corresponding Sinkhorn iteration scheme to find ¢, writes

S =0 (Koci, ¢ iy 67 4. (4.32)

651 =u2 0 (Kxiy o i @i, 6(7) (4.33)
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) — w0 (IC iy @ i, T, qﬁl”l)), (4.34)

and the l-marginal optimal transport distance is given by

N N N
We(wn, o, ) =Y > Y Ciyineoiy iy G265+ Gy Kiyin iy

11=1lig=1 =1
= (61, (COK) Xiy by Xia b+ Xiyy Piy ). (4.35)

Similar to the discussion of [ =3 in Section 3, the bottleneck of computational efficiency
for the [-marginal optimal transport problem lies in the tensor-vector products

T =K i, ) Xy o Xy, D11, (4.36)

and R (l)
=(COK) xiy by Xig g+ X4y, y_1, (4.37)

where the superscript (I) indicates the I-marginals. The elements of J® :(J,L-(Ll)) and J =

(ji(ll)) have the forms of

Ji(ll) Z Z )\Zl<p<q<l|lp zq| H¢q ig) (438)

=1 y_1=1

and

jl_(l) hz Z ( Z b —iq ))\21<p<q<l\zp “1|H¢qzq (4.39)

i1=1 ip—1=1 1<p<q<l q=1

Obviously, the direct calculations require O(N l) operations, which are unacceptable compu-
tational costs. We show as follows how to accelerate the tensor-vector products to linear
computational complexity relative to support size V.

To start, we eliminate the absolute value operation in Equations (4.38) and (4.39) by
separating the summations into ! components according to the order of subscripts

! !
JO=3"gh T =n3Ty (4.40)
=1 p=1
in which the elements of J{) = (J(l) ) and :I;l) = (ji(ll}p) write

-1
VD DR CS ) | CRPN] (4.41)
q=1

(i1,+,4)€Dp

and

-1 -1

A1 ) . _ .

Ji(z 7):0 = Z (alm“ + Zaq,plq) ()\al’p” H Bg,igA*TP q) . (4.42)
q=1 q=1

(’Lla"‘vil>€Dp

Here, D, are the sets defined by the order of subscripts
Dy ={(in, i) [ 1€ i< < <N,

Da={(ir, i) [1€i2<in < < <N},
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Duz{(il,-u,il)’13i1<il,1<~.<i1§N}.

We first consider the calculation of J< (Jl(l“p) and j;l) = (ji(ll?p) for the case of p=1. It
is straightforward to show that

-1
Ji(ll,)l = Z ()\O‘l,lil H¢q7iq)\ﬂq,1i4) =\ 1J(l) " + A% 1Zz¢ i JL 11>, (4.43)
q=1

1<ip < <ip1 <1y

in which

-2
JOT = 3 (Aazfl,m Hqsq,iqkaq’”@). (4.44)
g=1

1<ig <.+ <d; <7

The above formula suggests that to compute J ;l) = (Ji(ll?1

) in the l-marginal case, only 3N mul-
tiplications and N additions are required, provided that J 5’*1) = (Jf;:ll!)l) has been obtained in
the (I —1)-marginal case. This recursive process with respect to [ can be iterated until reaching

J<3) (J(B) ) in the 3-marginal case, enabling J( ) to be computed with O(N) operations.
Similarly, J; j )1 satisfy

-1 .
ji(ll?l = Z (al,lil +Zaq,1iq) (Aaz,lzz H¢q,iq )\aq,lzq)
q=1 a=1

1<in << 1 <4

AallJ(l 11+}\az 1”(251 " 2<l1 )—|—Oz 1J()1+al A°L 1u¢l llz‘]z(Ll , (4.45)

Zl —
in which

-2

0= > (e +Zaq vig ) (AT H¢q A1) (4.46)

1<ig <+ <ip_9<iy

Note that, in (4.45), both of the computational complexity of ng) and ngil) are O(N).

~ (1 ~
Therefore, to compute J( - (J(l) ) in the l-marginal case, only 9N multiplications and 3N

additions are required if JY Y (Jl(ll 11)1) in the (I—1)-marginal case has been obtained. This

~ (3
recursive process with respect to [ can be iterated until reaching Jg - (Jfg) ) in the 3-marginal

~ (1
case, thereby enabling the calculation of J(l) with O(N) operations.
Similar recursive processes of O(NN) cost can be straightforwardly applied to the calculation

of other J 1(01) and J i,l) and hence are not included here. So far, the tensor-vector products (4.36)

and (4.37) can both be calculated with linear computational complexity relative to support size
N.

5. Numerical Experiments

In this section, we conduct numerical experiments to demonstrate the accuracy and ef-
ficiency of our algorithm in both 1D and 2D cases. The generalized Sinkhorn algorithm is
regarded as the ground truth of the entropy regularized MMOT problem. In the following ex-
periments, we illustrate the computational costs of the two algorithms, as well as the disparities
in their results.

In the numerical experiments, the regularization parameter ¢ is set to 10~! for both our
algorithm and the Sinkhorn algorithm unless otherwise specified. For the sake of efficiency
comparison, we conduct 100 Sinkhorn iterations uniformly across all experiments. For each
scenario, the computational time and relative error results are averaged over 100 experiments.
All the experiments are conducted in Matlab R2020a on a PC with 16G RAM, 11th Gen Intel
(R) Core (TM) i5-1135G7 CPU @2.40GHz.
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5.1. 1D random distribution

In the first experiment, we consider three discrete 1D random distributions on the interval
[0,1], sampled by N grid points uniformly distributed. Three discrete vectors u',u? u® are
randomly generated on the grid points, where each element follows a uniform distribution over

[0,1]. We compare the performances of the original Sinkhorn algorithm and our algorithm in

ul u? u? )

lutlla? fu?la? ludlla

computing W (

Computational time (s)

N Ours Smkhorn Speed-up ratio ||Po— Ps|r
10 4.99x10°T 6.48 x 10° 1.30 x 10T 1.13x 10716
20 1.01x10° 5.26 x 10! 5.18 x 10! 5.53x 10717
40  2.05x10° 4.20 x 102 2.05 x 102 5.68 x 10~17
80  4.12x10° 3.47 x 103 8.43 x 102 4.12x10~17
160  8.27 x 10° 2.74 x 10* 3.32x 103 3.58 x 10~17

TaBLE 5.1. The 1D random distribution problem. The comparison between the Sinkhorn algo-
rithm and our algorithm with different numbers of grid points N. Po and Ps are the transport plans
of our algorithm and the Sinkhorn algorithm, respectively.

In Table 5.1, we output the computational time of the two algorithms and the difference
between the transport plans computed by both algorithms. Notably, as the number of grid
points increases, we observe a significant speed-up ratio while the optimal transport plans
computed by both algorithms remain nearly identical. This shows the substantial advantage of
our algorithm in computation efficiency. In Fig. 5.1a, we compare the runtime of the Sinkhorn
algorithm and our algorithm with different numbers of grid points N. Employing linear regres-
sion, we obtain the empirical complexities of both algorithms: our algorithm exhibits O(N*-1)
complexity, and the Sinkhorn algorithm shows O(N®°!) complexity. Additionally, Fig. 5.1b
illustrates the computational time required to achieve corresponding marginal errors for N =80
under different €, which emphasizes the overwhelming superiority of our algorithm in speed
under different regularization parameters.

a) b)
V Ours —7-Ours

10* HL©_Sinkhorn 10* k|-e-Sinkhorn| »e/&’/&go
z10° s /
o 102
£10? £ ’
< 5 Lt
S = i s
& 10 &0 / i i

10°

10 20 40 80 160 107" 10 10° 107
Number of grid (N) Marginal error

Fic. 5.1. The 1D random distribution problem. (a): The computational time of our algorithm and
the Sinkhorn algorithm with different numbers of grid points N. (b): The computational time required
to reach the corresponding marginal error for N =80 under e =0.1 (purple) and € =0.05 (green).

5.2. The Ricker wavelet
The Ricker wavelet is widely used in seismology for modeling the source time function,
which has a form of b s
Rt)=A(1-2r’F5t*)e ™ 0", (5.1)
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Computational time (s)

N Ours Sinkhorn Speed-up ratio ||Po—Psl||r
10 5.07x10°1T 6.78 x 10° 1.34 x 107 9.39x 10~ 17
20 1.06x 109 5.27 x 10* 4.97 x 101 1.03x 10716
40  2.12x10° 4.20 x 102 2.68 x 102 1.93x 10716
80  4.20x10° 3.40 x 103 8.10 x 102 7.36x 1017
160  8.52x10° 2.71 x 10* 3.18 x 103 1.16 x 1016

TABLE 5.2. The Ricker wavelet problem. The comparison between the Sinkhorn algorithm and
our algorithm with different numbers of grid points N. Po and Pgs are the transport plans of our
algorithm and the Sinkhorn algorithm, respectively.

Here A denotes the wave amplitude, and Fjy is the dominant frequency.

We evaluate the performances of the original Sinkhorn algorithm and our algorithm in mea-
suring the discrepancy between three Ricker wavelets f1(t) = R(t —71), fo(t) = R(t —72), f3(t) =
R(t—73) based on the Wasserstein-1 distance. Without loss of generality, we set A=1,Fy=1.
To transform the Ricker wavelet to probability distribution function, we apply the normaliza-
tion method introduced in [22] and consider the following distance

11 13 2
+6 +6 o+
ll21], 211, 311,

1+Lé 7 1+4Ls ~ 1+Ls |’

D(f1, fa, f3)=We (5.2)

where L is used for normalization, and ¢ is a given parameter to improve numerical stability.

In the experiment, we consider uniform grid points on the interval [—2,2], and set parame-
ters 71 =0, 72 =0.75, 73 = 1.5, §=1072. In Table 5.2, we output the computational time of both
algorithms and the difference between the transport plans computed by both algorithms. The
computational time required to achieve corresponding marginal errors for N =80 under differ-
ent € is shown in Fig. 5.2a. As discussed in Subsection 5.1, our algorithm maintains significant
efficiency while preserving high computational precision compared to the Sinkhorn algorithm.

In Fig. 5.2b, we show the importance of applying the log-domain stabilization technique
when regularization parameters are relatively small, e.g., e =0.001. Without the log-domain
stabilization, our algorithm terminates at the 89th iteration due to exceeding the system thresh-
old. However, with the log-domain stabilization applied, our algorithm maintains its efficiency
without termination.

5.3. 2D random distribution

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of the Sinkhorn algorithm and our algo-
rithm in computing the Wasserstein-1 metric between three discrete 2D random distributions
on [0,1] x [0,1]. Those distributions are represented by N x M dimensional random vectors,
where each element follows a uniform distribution over [0,1]. We use the basic settings men-
tioned in Subsection 4.1, and for simplicity, we set M = N.

Similar to Subsection 5.1, we output the computational time of two algorithms and the
difference between the transport plans computed by both algorithms in Table 5.3. Additionally,
Fig. 5.3a illustrates the comparison between the Sinkhorn algorithm and our algorithm with
different numbers of grid points N. It is notable that with increasing N, the computation time
of the Sinkhorn algorithm becomes unacceptable, which reaches several weeks. In contrast, the
computational cost of our algorithm remains affordable, which draws the same conclusion as we
discussed in the sections above. After conducting linear regression, we obtain that the empirical
complexity of our algorithm is O(N*?) while that of the Sinkhorn algorithm is O(N®°). With
the growth of dimension, the advantage of our algorithm in efficiency becomes more prominent.
Furthermore, the computational time required to achieve corresponding marginal errors for
N =10 under different ¢ is shown in Fig. 5.3b. Without doubt, our algorithm outperforms
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Fic. 5.2. The Ricker wavelet problem. (a): The computational time required to reach the corre-
sponding marginal error for N =80 under e=0.1 (purple) and ¢ =0.05 (green). (b): The comparison
between our algorithms with and without the log-domain stabilization for N =100, =0.001.

Computational time (s)

NxM Ours Sinkhorn Speed-up ratio ||Po— Ps||r
10x10  5.45x10° 1.35x 103 2.48 x 102 3.26x10°16
2020 2.19x 10! 9.36 x 10% 4.27%x 103 7.24 %1016

40x40  8.40x 10! - - .
80x 80  3.48 x 10?2 - - .
160 x 160  1.35x 103 - i} _

TABLE 5.3. The 2D random distribution problem.The comparison between the Sinkhorn algorithm
and our algorithm with different numbers of grid points N and e=0.1. Po and Ps are the transport
plans of our algorithm and the Sinkhorn algorithm, respectively. We use -’ to denote the computational
time exceeding 2 x 108s.

the Sinkhorn algorithm by a wide margin in terms of speed under different regularization
parameters.

5.4. Multiple image matching problem

Nowadays, image matching problem has emerged as a trending topic in optimal transport
[7,26]. Our above experiments have already demonstrated the significant efficiency advantage of
our algorithm over the traditional Sinkhorn algorithm, suggesting its considerable potential also
in the realm of computer vision. Despite the extensive research on image matching, researchers
are not satisfied with comparing two agents, but turn to multiple marginal matching problem
which aims at learning transport plans to match a source domain to multiple target domains [9].
This multiple matching problem can be readily linked to the MMOT problem. Here we select
three groups of images with different sizes from the DOTmark dataset which is specifically
designed for discrete optimal transport [32] (see Fig. 5.4 for illustration).

We transform images into 2D distributions on [0,1] % [0,1], represented by M x N dimen-
sional vectors. Without loss of generality, we set M = N. The Wasserstain-1 metric between
three images are computed by our algorithm and the original Sinkhron algorithm. In Table
5.4, we present the computational time of the two algorithms and the difference between the
transport plans computed by both algorithms. As mentioned in Subsection 5.3, the computa-
tional time of the Sinkhorn algorithm soon becomes unbearable as N increases. In contrast, the
computational cost of our algorithm still remains affordable. The computational time required
to achieve corresponding marginal errors for N =16 under different ¢ is shown in Fig. 5.5a.
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Fia. 5.3. The 2D random distribution problem. (a): The comparison between the Sinkhorn algo-
rithm and our algorithm with different numbers of grid points N. (b): The computational time required
to reach the corresponding marginal error for N =10 under e=0.1 (purple) and e =0.01 (green).

Fic. 5.4. Illustration of images from DOTmark dataset.

Computational time (s)

NxM Speed-up ratio ||Po—Ps||r

Ours Sinkhorn
16x16  1.38x 10T 2.30 x 10° 1.67 x 103 6.41x 10716
32%x32  5.48x 10! 1.48 x 108 2.70 x 10* 1.06 x 1015

64x64  2.16 x 102 - - -
128 x 128 8.60 x 102 - - -
256 x 256 3.47 x 103 - - -

TABLE 5.4. Multiple image matching problem. The comparison between the Sinkhorn algorithm
and our algorithm with numbers of grid points N and e=0.1. Po and Ps are the transport plans of
our algorithm and the Sinkhorn algorithm, respectively. We use ‘-’ to denote the computational time
exceeding 2 x 108s.

Finally, we show that the log-domain stabilization technique still works for two-dimensional
problems with small regularization parameters. As shown in Fig. 5.5b, our algorithm termi-
nates at the 242nd iteration without this technique. In contrast, by employing the log-domain
stabilization technique, our algorithm maintains its efficacy, proven to be an efficient method
for computing the MMOT problem.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose an efficient numerical algorithm for solving the L' norm based
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Fic. 5.5. Multiple image matching problem. (a): The computational time required to Teach
the corresponding marginal error for N=16 under e =0.1 (purple) and €¢=0.05 (green). (b): The
comparison between our algorithms with and without the log-domain stabilization for N =32, =0.0005.

multi-marginal optimal transport problem with linear complexity relative to support size .
This method accelerates the repeated tensor-vector products in the Sinkhorn algorithm by de-
composing it into a summation of multiple components, each computed recursively with O(N)
additive and multiplicative operations. Furthermore, the log-domain stabilization technique
is incorporated into our algorithm to avoid over- and underflow. In numerical experiments,
we demonstrate that our algorithm achieves a significant speed advantage over the traditional
method while maintaining accuracy. It reduces the computation cost for [-marginal case from
O(N") to O(N) for any I. We anticipate that our algorithm will lead to a notable acceleration
in various fields such as computer vision, machine learning, and transportation operations.
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