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Abstract. We introduce a new version of the KL-divergence for Gaus-
sian distributions which is based on Wasserstein geometry and referred to
as WKL-divergence. We show that this version is consistent with the ge-
ometry of the sample space R". In particular, we can evaluate the WKL-
divergence of the Dirac measures concentrated in two points which turns
out to be proportional to the squared distance between these points.
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1 Introduction

Classical information geometry is agnostic to the geometry of the sample space,
which is chosen to be R” in this article. This sample space is equipped with the
standard inner product and the corresponding distance function. The Kullback-
Leibler divergence (KL-divergence), defined for probability measures on R", rep-
resents a fundamental quantity in information geometry [14]. It is, however, not
coupled with the standard geometry of R™. For instance, if we consider two
Dirac measures concentrated in distinct points, then their KL-divergence will be
infinite and therefore not sensitive to the actual distance between these points.
Building on previous work [3l5], a new canonical divergence has been introduced
in [2] which is based on Wasserstein geometry [6] and, in particular, the Otto
metric [8]. Consider two probability measures p and v on R™ which we assume to
have a positive density with respect to the Lebesgue measure. In order to define
the new canonical divergence, v has to have a particular structure in terms of
a smooth function f : R®™ — R. More precisely, we consider the gradient field
grad f : R® — R™ and the corresponding flow ¢; : R® — R", ¢t € R, which
solves the ordinary differential equation %cpt(z) = grad f(pi(x)), polz) = .
With this, we assume that v is the image of p with respect to the flow after a
unit of time, that is v = (¢1),(1). In these terms, the new canonical divergence
is defined as follows:
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This represents the Wasserstein version of the classical KL-divergence. We there-
fore refer to it as the Wasserstein KL-divergence, abbreviated by WKL. Clearly,
the outlined definition of the WKL-divergence is rather implicit and requires
the knowledge about a potential function f that induces the transport of u to
v in terms of the gradient flow of f. In the present article, we restrict attention
to Gaussian distributions where this construction can be made explicit. As a
result, we provide an explicit formula for the WKL-divergence in terms of the
means g, 11 and covariance matrices Xy, Xy of the respective Gaussian distri-
butions N (1o, Xo) and N (1, X1) on R™. We compare the WKL-divergence with
the classical KL-divergence and show that it is indeed nicely coupled with the
geometry of the sample space, that is R™.

Notation

We use I to denote the identity matrix of appropriate size. The transpose of a
matrix A is represented by A7, and its Moore—Penrose pseudoinverse is denoted
by A'. The projection matrix onto the null space of A is denoted by A+ =
I — AAT. The gradient of a function f : R® — R evaluated at a point x is the
vector gradf(z) € R™. We use A > 0 (A = 0) to indicate that A is symmetric
positive definite (semi-definite). The matrix exponential is denoted by e? and
for any A > 0, the matrix logarithm and symmetric positive definite square root
of A is denoted by log(A) and v/A (or A%), respectively. Finally, the Frobenius
norm of A is represented by ||Al|r and Tr (A) denotes the trace of A.

2 Main Results

Let f:R™ — R be the quadratic potential function
1
flx) = 59:TA$ + bz (2)

where A € R™*"™ is symmetri(ﬂ and b € R™. Consider the gradient low dynamics
given by

£(t) = gradf(xz(t)), =(0) = xo (3)

and let ; : kg — x(t) denote its flow map. Our first Lemma provides a formula
for the inner integral on the right hand side of in terms of the A and b that
define the potential function f.

Lemma 1. Consider the gradient flow dynamics with a quadratic function
f given in and let M = 2Ae?A — 24 + 1. The following identity holds for all
xo € R™:

1
/ (fowr—fowp)(xo)dt = i(mo + ATD)T M (zo + ATb) + %bTAlb. (4)

3 Note that the assumption on the symmetry of A is without loss of generality since
replacing A by 1(A + A”) keeps the function unchanged.
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Proof. The gradient flow dynamics can be explicitly solved to obtain

¢
x(t) = elay + (/ eA(tT)dT) b= At (zo + ATb) +t(I — AAND — ATD
0 S——
y

= ey +tATh — Afp,

where we have defined y = x¢ + Atb for convenience and have used propertiesﬂ
of A+, AT and e?. We now compute f o ¢, as

flz(t)) = %x(t)TAx(t) + bTx(t) = % (yTAezAty - bTATb) +tbT Atb+ yT Atb
Therefore,
1
(fop1)(mo) = (fown)(zo) = 5y" A (24 =)y + (1 - t)p" AtD.

Integrating with respect to time, we get,

1 1
L r 24 24t T AL
_ . - - _ _
/ (fowr — fowpt)(xo)dt / <2y Ale M) y+ (1 —t)p" ALb ) dt
0 0
1 1
= ZyT (2A€2A ANy + ibTAJ‘b.

Plugging in the definitions of y and M, we get the desired identity. O

The next lemma considers two Gaussian distributions g and v and provides
a function f with the desired property that v is the image of p with respect to
its gradient flow after a unit of time.

Lemma 2. Let u = N(po, Xo) and v = N(u1, X1) be two Gaussian distribu-
tions with Xy = 0 and Xy > 0. Define the quadratic function f of the form
with

_1
2

A=log (20 (simzs)” 2&) , (5)
b= ((e* — DAT + A%) ™ (1 — e po). (6)

Then, under the gradient flow dynamics (3)), 2(0) ~ p implies x(1) ~ v. Further-
more, the function [ achieving this property is unique within the set of function

of the form .

Proof. We have seen in the proof of Lemma |1} that dynamics (3) can be solved
to obtain

x(t) = eay + (eAtAJr +tAt — AT) b.

4 We use the fact that A+, A" and e? can be simultaneously diagonalized by or-
thogonal matrices owing to the symmetry of A which leads to a number of useful
properties such as commutativity. These are used throughout the paper.
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Using properties of Gaussian random variables, it can be shown that

zo ~ N (1o, Do) = a(t) ~ N(eMpo + (e AT + 1AL — AT) b, e Speth).
———

1227 Py
Observe that with the prescribed A and b given in (5)) and @ we indeed get
2 = et Xped, (7)
p1 = e o+ ((e? - I)AT + A*)b. (8)

Note that with a change of variable X = e4 reduces to the matrix equation
XXyX = X1 which is a special case of the algebralc Riccati equation and has
been extensively studied in control theory (see [7] for example). Since e = 0 for
any symmetric A, we are interested in the positive definite solutions X to the
matrix equation X Xy X = Y. Under the constraints that >y > 0 and X > 0,
uniqueness of the positive definite solution follows from [7, Theorem 5| proving
the uniqueness of the solution A to . Uniqueness of b is obtained immediately
since ((e? — I)AT + A*) is non-singular. This proves the final statement. O

We now present the main result of the paper which provides a formula for
the WKL-divergence between two Gaussian distributions.

Theorem 1. Let pu = N(uo, Xo) and v = N(u1, X1) be two Gaussian distribu-
tions with Xy > 0 and X1 = 0. Then the following identity holds

Dwxr(pllv) = ZTY (Zo — X1 + ZoR?log(R?)) H\/Q + 2log(R)* (p1 — o)

where

W=

R=25;" (20%2120%) Yo% and Q= (R—I)' (log(R*)R* — R* + 1) (R— I)'.
Furthermore, if XgX1 = X1 X, then we get the following simplification:

Dk (ul|v) (H\f\/» \/fo HWM o) )

Proof. Note that the outer integral in the right-hand-side of corresponds to
taking an expectation with respect to p. Using Lemma |2} we define A and b
according to (B)) and (6]) to obtain the property that z(0) ~ y implies (1) ~ v.
Using Lemma (1| along with the well-known properties of the expectation and
trace operator we get that

P / / (f o 01 — f o o) (zo)dtdu(zo)
E[ (zo + ATD)T M (xo + ATD) + bTAL

1
=7 (Trace(MEo) + (po + ATD)T M (o + A'D)) + 5bTAib (9)

5 We mainly use the linearity and the cyclic property of the trace operators
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where A and b are given by and @ We now substitute the expression @
for b into @[) term by term. Let us first compute and simplify po + Ab

po + ATb = o + At (AT (e = 1) + A1) ™" (g — e pag)
= po + (¢! = DT (1 — e po) = (e = D) puo + +(e* = )T (11 — po)

Using the fact that M (e? — I)+ = 0, we get that

(o + AW M (o + A1) = ||/ Qun — )| (10)

Observe that M = 0 which makes the symmetric positive definite matrix square-
root well-defined. Similarly, since A+ (Af(e? — 1)+ AL)_1 = At and Ated =
AL, the last term 267 ALb can be computed as

bTAYY = (g — e pio) T AN (1 — e o) = (1 — o) T A (11 — po)
= |[log(R)* (111 — puo)||”
Finally, the cyclic property of the trace operator gives us
Tr (M Xo) = Tr ((log(R*)R* — R* + 1) Xo)
=Tr (log(R*)R*2o — X1 + Xo) . (12)

Plugging in , and in @D gives the desired result. Finally, when
YoXy = X1 Xy, the first term can be reformulated using M (e? — I)* =0 as

Tr (MXo) = Tr ((e* = I)(e* = )T M (e? — I)T(e? — 1) X0)

- [vawm - vE|.

(11)

2.1 Univariate Gaussian Distributions

We now take a closer look at the simple case of univariate Gaussian distributions,
i.e., n = 1. The main formula is given in the following corollary which is a direct
application of Theorem

Corollary 1. Let u = N(uo,03) and v = N (u1,0%) be two univariate Gaussian
distributions with oo = 0 and o1 > 0. Then the following identity holds

2 2 2 ‘7%
og—0oi+o7 log P 9 .
Dy, (ullv) = <)( 2 (o1 = 00" + (1 = 0)?)) if o0 % on,
(1 — po)? if 09 = 074.

Furthermore, we have that

=

o}
o2 — 0} + 0% log (0

o

lim 5
01—00 4(0—1 _0—0)

((01 —00)® + (11 — NO)Z)) = %(ﬂl — po)*.
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Fig. 1. Left figure shows the variation in Dwkr, and Dki, as o shrink to 0. Right figure
shows the local variation in Dwxki, and Dk, as the o varies around oopt € {1, 3}.

Proof. Substituting A < a, Xy « 03, X « 0%, we get

2 T
_a — (o2 0242 91 —on)?
R= - and @ (0‘0 o] + o7 log (0(%)) ((01 00) ) .

This leads to

Duvit (1) = 2 (o1 = 00)* + (1 = 10)%) + 3 108 (R) (11 — po)?

which gives the desired result. The final limit can be shown via successive appli-
cations of L’Hopital’s rule. O

Let u = N(uo,0?) and v = N(u1,02) be two univariate Gaussian distribu-
tions with equal variance o2 and possibly different means p9 and p1. Let us now
compare the WKL-divergence and the classical KL-divergence between these
distributions which can be computed as

(11— po)? (11— po)®

2 202
Note that since our WKL-divergence corresponds to the dual of the KL-divergence
[2], a direct comparison requires reversing the order of the distributions. It is clear
from this example that as ¢ — 0, the KL-divergence diverges to infinity whereas
the WKL-divergence remains constant since it depends solely on the distance
between the means. This is illustrated in Figure [1| (left) where we set po = 0,
w1 = 2 and the standard deviations o9 = o7 = o is varied. This illustrates
the coupling of the divergence with the geometry of the sample space which in
this case is R. This allows us to approximate the divergence between two Dirac
measures such that it is proportional to the distance in the sample space.

Let = N(p,02,) and v = N(u,0?) be two univariate Gaussian distri-
butions with equal means . We now look at the local curvature of the KL-
divergence and the WKL-divergence around an optimum which has a strong in-
fluence on performance of optimization algorithms. The curvature corresponds

Dwxw(pllv) = and  Dgr(v|p) =
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Fig. 2. Surface plots for Dwxkr,(p||v) (left) and Dxr(v||p) (right) where u = N(0,08)
and v = N (1,07)

to the hessian evaluated at the optimum and it can be shown that

& D (u]|v) =1 and & Dy, (v||p) _ 2
o2~ WKL w S = o2 UKL K S = ngt

Observe that local curvature of the WKL-divergence is independent of ogpt
whereas the local curvature of the KL-divergence blows up to infinity as oopt ap-
proaches zero. Figure [1| (right) plots the divergences for p = 0 and oo € {3,6}
and it can be observed that the local curvature of Dwki, is independent of op¢
whereas the local curvature of Dxj, is high for oop¢ = 3 than that for oo = 6.

2.2 Discussion on Continuity of Dwkr,

Note that Theorem [1| implies Dyt (N (110, So)||N (11, Zo)) = L [|(u1 — po)|)*
In analogy with the continuity statement of Corollary [I] it can be shown that if
the sequence 1y, Xay, - - - satisfes || X;) — Xo[|r — 0, then

Dwkr (N (1o, Zo)IIN (11, Z())) = Dwrr(N (po, o) [IN (11, Xo))-

This involves diagonalizing the involved symmetric matrices and applying the
L’Hopital’s rule for each eigenvalue sequence separately. Thus, Dwkr, is contin-
uous at Yy = Y. Since the value is independent of Y, it allows us to take limit
as X tends to 0. This gives us a way to approximate the divergence between
Dirac measures concentrated at py and p; and provides a finite value that is
proportional to the squared distance ||po — p1]|?. In contrast, the KL-divergence
for Yo = X = X gives

Dy, (v||p) = % ‘)2_1/2(/“1 - ﬂo))’2
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which diverges to oo as X tends to 0. Figure [2] shows the surface plots for the
KL-divergence and the WKL-divergence for univariate Gaussian distributions. In
contrast to KL-divergence, the WKL-divergence does not blow up at the origin.

3 Outlook

Building on [2], we have presented a novel WKL-divergence for multivariate
Gaussian distributions. A promising direction for future research is to explore
its information theoretic applications such as maximum likelihood estimation.
Comparing its empirical performance with existing divergences in real-world
machine learning tasks also remains an exciting avenue.
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