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Abstract. Flow Matching (FM) is a recent generative modelling tech-
nique: we aim to learn how to sample from distribution X1 by flowing
samples from some distribution X0 that is easy to sample from. The
key trick is that this flow field can be trained while conditioning on
the end point in X1: given an end point, simply move along a straight
line segment to the end point [4]. However, straight line segments are
only well-defined on Euclidean space. Consequently, [2] generalised the
method to FM on Riemannian manifolds, replacing line segments with
geodesics or their spectral approximations. We take an alternative point
of view: we generalise to FM on Lie groups by instead substituting ex-
ponential curves for line segments. This leads to a simple, intrinsic, and
fast implementation for many matrix Lie groups, since the required Lie
group operations (products, inverses, exponentials, logarithms) are sim-
ply given by the corresponding matrix operations. FM on Lie groups
could then be used for generative modelling with data consisting of sets
of features (in Rn) and poses (in some Lie group), e.g. the latent codes
of Equivariant Neural Fields [8].
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erative Modelling

1 Introduction

The aim of generative modelling is to learn how to sample from distribution
X, given a large data set of samples. Chen et al. [3] proposed learning a flow
from some distribution X0 that is easy to sample from, e.g. white noise, to
the target distribution X =: X1. Concretely, we look for a smooth flow ψ :
[0, 1] → Diff(Rd) such that X1 = (ψ1)#X0, with # the measure push-forward.
We can then define intermediate distributions Xt := (ψt)#X0. Such a flow is
induced by a time dependent smooth vector field u : [0, 1] → Γ(TRd), satisfying
∂tψt(x) = ut(ψt(x)). Hence, if we have the vector field u, we can determine the
flow ψ by integrating. We therefore now proceed by looking for such a vector
field instead of a flow.

Chen et al. [3] suggest approximating such a vector field by training a neural
network uθ. Typically, however, we will not have access to a vector field u induc-
ing the desired flow during training: we only have samples from the distributions
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X0 and X1. Consequently, the naive flow matching loss

LFM(θ) := E
[
∥uθT(XT) − uT(XT)∥2]

, (1)

with T ∼ Uniform[0, 1], X0 ∼ X0, and Xt := ψt(X0), cannot be computed.
Instead, they define a loss on the flow ψ1, which requires simulating the flow
during training, making optimisation more complicated and expensive.

Euclidean Flow Matching. To solve this problem, Lipman et al. [4,5] devel-
oped Flow Matching (FM). They proposed to condition the vector field on the
end point, simply choosing this conditional vector field to be of the form

ut(x | x1) := x1 − x

1 − t
; (2)

integrating this vector field will indeed bring you to end point x1 from any
starting point x0 over the line segment xt = (1− t)x0 + tx1. Then, we can define
the following loss function:

LCFM(θ) := E[∥uθT(XT) − uT(XT | X1)∥2], (3)

with T ∼ Uniform[0, 1], X0 ∼ X0, X1 ∼ X1, and Xt := (1 − t)X0 + tX1.
Note that we can compute (3), since we can sample from Uniform[0, 1], X0, and
X1. It turns out that the gradients (w.r.t. network parameters θ) of LFM(θ)
and LCFM(θ) coincide [5, Thm. 4]. We can therefore train our network using
(stochastic estimates of) the gradient of LCFM(θ).

Riemannian Flow Matching. However, straight line segments are only well-
defined on Euclidean space. Consequently, Chen et al. [2] generalised this method
to FM on Riemannian manifolds. The core principles remain the same, but we
now need another way of defining a conditional vector field. The authors found
that this can be done by differentiating a premetric. One could use the geodesic
distance, yielding geodesics as the integral curves of the conditional vector field.
Geodesics are, however, only easy to compute on simple manifolds. On other
manifolds one must therefore design a tractable premetric, e.g. using spectral
distances, and the conditional vector field typically still must be simulated.

Our Contribution. We take an alternative approach: we generalise FM to
Lie groups with surjective exponential maps (Thm. 1), using a conditional flow
field whose integral curves are exponential curves (Prop. 1). This leads to a
simple and simulation-free implementation for many Lie groups. On matrix Lie
groups the implementation can be particularly straightforward, since the re-
quired operations (products, inverses, exponentials, and logarithms) are given
by the corresponding matrix operations. Additionally, our method is intrinsic,
so all intermediate distributions live on the group by construction. We show this
generalises Euclidean FM [4], by recasting it as FM on the translation group. As
a proof of concept, we performed FM on three Lie groups (Sec. 3):
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1. SE(2): simple group with efficient hand crafted implementation (Fig. 1).
2. SO(3): matrix group with simple implementation (Fig. 2).
3. SE(2) × R2: product group, interesting for generative modelling (Fig. 3).

FM on Lie groups could then be used for generative modelling with data con-
sisting of sets of features (in Rn) and poses (in some Lie group), e.g. the latent
codes of Equivariant Neural Fields [8].

2 Lie Group Flow Matching

We first introduce the basic notation for the group operations we use.
Definition 1 (Lie Group Operations). Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra
g. We denote multiplication of g0, g1 ∈ G by g0g1, and the inverse of g ∈ G by
g−1. We define the left action for any g ∈ G by Lg : G → G;h 7→ gh, with
push-forward (Lg)∗. We define the Lie group exponential by

exp : g → G;A 7→ γ(1), with γ the 1-parameter subgroup with γ̇(0) = A. (4)

If the exponential is surjective, we can restrict its domain and invert it to find
the Lie group logarithm:

log : G → D(exp) ⊂ g; g 7→ A such that exp(A) = g. (5)

Next, we derive FM on Lie groups. We have distributions X0 and X1 on a Lie
group G, and look for a flow ψ : [0, 1] → Diff(G) such that (ψ1)#X0 = X1.
This is induced by a time dependent vector field u : [0, 1] → Γ(TG), satisfying
∂tψt(g) = ut|ψt(g). We want to approximate u with neural network uθ, so we
should minimise

LGFM(θ) := E
[
∥uθT(GT) − uT(GT)∥2

G
]
, (6)

with T ∼ Uniform[0, 1], G0 ∼ X0, Gt = ψt(G0), and G some metric tensor field.
It is natural to choose G left-invariant, since then the push-forward of the left
action, which can be used to identify tangent spaces with the Lie algebra, is an
isometry. It is again impossible to compute the loss in (6). We therefore once
more introduce a conditional vector field. If the exponential map is surjective,
we can always connect g0, g1 ∈ G with an exponential curve:

γ : [0, 1] → G; t 7→ g0 exp(t log(g−1
0 g1)). (7)

To perform flow matching, we hence choose the conditional vector field such that
its integral curves are the exponential curves, in analogy to (2):
Proposition 1 (Lie Group Flow Field). The integral curves of the vector
field ut(· | g1) : [0, 1] → Γ(TG), with g1 ∈ G, given by

ut(g | g1) = (Lg)∗ log(g−1g1)
1 − t

, (8)

are the exponential curves ending in g1.
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Proof. Let γ be the exponential curve (7) connecting g0, g1 ∈ G. Then, γ solves{
γ̇(t) = (Lγ(t))∗ log(g−1

0 g1),
γ(0) = g0.

Noting that log(γ(t)−1g1) = (1 − t) log(g−1
0 g1), we see

γ̇(t) =
(Lγ(t))∗ log(γ(t)−1g1)

1 − t
= ut(γ(t) | g1),

from which we conclude that γ is an integral curve of u(· | g1). Since g0 ∈ G was
arbitrary, we have found all integral curves of u(· | g1). ⊓⊔

Then we generalise the loss function (9):

LGCFM(θ) := E[∥uθT(GT) − uT(GT | G1)∥2
G ], (9)

with T ∼ Uniform[0, 1], G0 ∼ X0, G1 ∼ X1, and Gt := G0 exp(t log(G−1
0 G1)).

Remark 1. Since we need a Riemannian metric for the loss (9), one might expect
that our FM on Lie groups is a specific instance of Riemannian Flow Matching
[2]. However, we were not able to find a premetric inducing conditional vector
field (8). The logarithmic distance, defined as the length of the exponential curve
connecting two points, is the most obvious choice of premetric, but it only gives
rise to (8) in specific cases, e.g. when G is bi-invariant, so that geodesics and
exponential curves coincide.

Theorem 1 (Optimise on Conditional Loss). The gradients w.r.t. network
parameters θ of LGFM (6) and LGCFM (9) coincide.

Proof. This is a specific case of a general result by Lipman et al. [5, Prop. 1],
using that the squared norm ∥·∥2

G at a given point g ∈ G is a Bregman divergence.

Reconsidering Euclidean Flow Matching. We can now recast Euclidean
FM in the Lie group FM framework. On Rd, we have group product xy := x+y,
with inverse x−1 := −x and identity e := 0. It is not hard to see that the Lie
group exponential and logarithms are given by exp(x) = x and log(x) = x,
respectively. Finally, the push-forward of left multiplication is given by (Lx)∗ =
id. Hence, we can fill in (8) to find (2):

(Lx)∗ log(x−1x1)
1 − t

= log(x1 − x)
1 − t

= x1 − x

1 − t
.

Likewise, the exponential curve (7) reduces to a line segment:

x0 exp(t log(x−1
0 x1)) = x0 + t(x1 − x0) = (1 − t)x0 + tx1,

so that we see that the loss function (9) reduces to (3).
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Flow Matching on SE(2). As an example of a non-Euclidean Lie group, we
consider SE(2):
Definition 2 (Special Euclidean Group). We define the 2D special Eu-
clidean group as the Lie group SE(2) := R2 ⋊ SO(2) of roto-translations on two
dimensional Euclidean space. Since SO(2) ∼= S1, we can uniquely identify any
rotation R ∈ SO(2) with an angle θ ∈ R/2πZ. We denote the counter-clockwise
rotation with angle θ by Rθ. The group product is then given by

(x, θ)(y, ϕ) = (x +Rθy, θ + ϕ). (10)

Note then that we have inverse (x, θ)−1 := (−R−1
θ x,−θ) and identity e := (0, 0).

The exponential, with basis A1 := ∂x|e, A2 := ∂y|e, A3 := ∂θ|e, is given by

exp(ciAi) =

sinc(c3/2)(c1 cos(c3/2) − c2 sin(c3/2))
sinc(c3/2)(c1 sin(c3/2) + c2 cos(c3/2))

c3

 , (11)

while the logarithm, with R(log) := D(exp) := R2 × [−π, π), is given by

log(x, θ) =

 (x cos(θ/2) + y sin(θ/2))/ sinc(θ/2)
(−x sin(θ/2) + y cos(θ/2))/ sinc(θ/2)

θ

 . (12)

Flow Matching on Matrix Groups. On groups with a matrix representa-
tion, we can compute products, inverses, exponentials, and logarithms with the
corresponding matrix operations, allowing us to piggy-back on existing imple-
mentations, at the cost of requiring more memory compared to a hand-crafted
implementation working directly with group elements, as suggested for SE(2).
In Sec. 3, we perform experiments on the matrix group SO(3) as an example.
Definition 3 (Special Orthogonal Group). We define the 3D special or-
thogonal group as the Lie group SO(3) of origin-preserving rotations on three
dimensional Euclidean space. We can represent SO(3) with 3 × 3 orthogonal ma-
trices with determinant 1.
We have implemented flow matching using PyTorch [7], which contains methods
for matrix multiplication, inverses, and exponentials. It does not contain a matrix
logarithm, however; for SO(3) we can use Rodrigues’ formula:

log(R) := sinc(q)R−RT

2 , with q := arccos
(

tr(R) − 1
2

)
. (13)

Since SO(3) is compact, it can be equipped with a bi-invariant metric. The
geodesics of such a metric are the exponential curves, recovering RFM [2].

Flow Matching on Product Groups. If we can perform flow matching on
G and H, then we can also do so on (G × H)m for m ∈ N: all the relevant
operations are inherited from G and H. In particular, this means we can perform
flow matching on (SE(2) × Rd)m, the space in which e.g. latent codes of ENFs
live [8]. We have performed experiments on SE(2) × R2, see Sec. 3.
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Flow Matching on Homogeneous Spaces. We call a manifold M a homo-
geneous space of Lie group G if G acts transitively on M. Then, for any pair
of points p0, p1 ∈ M we can find g ∈ G such that gp0 = p1. This allows us to
connect p0 and p1 with the curve γ(t) = exp(t log(g))p0, which is a projection of
an exponential curve in G onto M. Hence, our framework can be generalised to
work with homogeneous spaces too.

One difficulty is that there are typically infinitely many g such that gp0 = p1,
and so infinitely many exponential curves. Hence, one must find a way of selecting
a single curve. This has been investigated e.g. for the SE(3) homogeneous space of
three dimensional positions and orientations R3 ×S2: there is a computationally
convenient choice with links to left-invariant distance approximations [6].

3 Experiments

Here we show experiments performed with three groups: SE(2), SO(3), and
SE(2) × R2. The implementations and animations of the flows are available at
https://github.com/finnsherry/FlowMatching.

We can identify SE(2) ∼= R2 × S1, the space of planar positions and orienta-
tions. Similarly, we can identify SO(3) with the space of spherical positions and
orientations, which is a non-trivial fibre bundle over S2 with typical fibre S1 (for
details on these spaces of positions and orientations, see [1]). This means that
we can visualise points in SE(2) and SO(3) as arrows on the plane and sphere,
respectively. For points in SE(2) × R2, we can simply separately plot the SE(2)
and R2 components.

Figs. 1, 2, 3 show FM on SE(2), SO(3), and SE(2) ×R2, respectively. In each
case, the left column shows samples from the initial distribution X0 and the right
column shows samples from the target distribution X1. In the centre column,
we take samples from X0 (blue) and flow them forward (transparent); if the
network has been trained successfully, the samples at t = 1 (red) should appear
to be sampled from X1. For SE(2) and SO(3), the rows show different pairs of
distributions X0 and X1; for SE(2) × R2, we have a single pair of distributions
X0 and X1, and the rows show the SE(2) and R2 components.

In all cases, the samples at t = 1 indeed reasonably match the target distri-
bution. In simple cases, where we flow from lines to lines, the interpolants Xt
also behave nicely. For more complicated cases, where we flow from a line to a
circle, the interpolants look messier, which is unsurprising, as the exponential
curves connecting samples in X0 and X1 can be quite intricate.

Conclusion & Future Work. We generalised to FM on Lie groups with sur-
jective exponential maps, using a conditional flow field whose integral curves are
exponential curves (Prop. 1). This has an intrinsic, simple, and simulation-free
implementation for many Lie groups. As a proof of concept, we performed FM
on three Lie groups (Sec. 3). FM on Lie groups could be used for generative
modelling with data consisting of sets of features (in Rn) and poses (in some Lie
group), e.g. the latent codes of Equivariant Neural Fields [8].

https://github.com/finnsherry/FlowMatching
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Fig. 1: FM on SE(2). Top: flowing from horizontal line to vertical line. Bottom:
flowing from vertical line to circle.
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Fig. 2: FM on SO(3). Top: flowing from horizontal line to vertical line. Bottom:
flowing from vertical line to circle.
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Fig. 3: FM on SE(2) × R2. Note that this shows the flow of a single pair of
distributions X0 and X1: the top row shows the SE(2) component and bottom
row shows the R2 component.
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