arXiv:1810.08693v7 [math.ST] 22 Oct 2023

The total variation distance between
high-dimensional Gaussians
with the same mean

Luc Devroye* Abbas Mehrabian® Tommy Reddad*
McGill University McGill University McGill University

October 24, 2023

Abstract

Given two high-dimensional Gaussians with the same mean, we prove a lower and an uer
bound for their total variation distance, which are within a constant factor of one another!!

1 Introduction

The Gaussian (or normal) distribution is perhaps the most important distribution in probability
theory due to the central limit theorem. For a positive integer d, a vector u € R, and a positive
definite matrix X, the Gaussian distribution with mean y and covariance matrix ¥ is a probability
distribution over RY, denoted by N (y,X), with density

det(2rx)™ 2 exp ( —(x—p)"Z N x— ;4)/2) Vx e R4

We denote by N(p,X) a random variable with this distribution. Note that if X ~ AN (y,X) then
EX = pand EXX'T = 3.

If the covariance matrix is positive semi-definite but not positive definite, the Gaussian dis-
tribution is singular on R? but has a density with respect to a Lebesgue measure on an affine
subspace: let r be the rank of ¥, and let range(¥) denote the range (also known as the image or
the column space) of X. Let Il be a d x r matrix whose columns form an orthonormal basis for
range(Y). Then the matrix Y := I1"SI1 has full rank r, and N/ #,X) has density given by

det(2rx)"1/? exp ( —(x— y)THf‘lHT(x - ;4)/2)
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In an earlier version, tight bounds were claimed for the total variation distance between two general Gaussians.
But the proof of the upper bound was incorrect, and we removed the flawed bound from the paper. Later, Arbas,
Ashtiani, and Liaw ([1, Theorem 1.8]) proved tight bounds for the total-variation distance between two general
Gaussians, solving the original problem.
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with respect to the r-dimensional Lebesgue measure on y +range(X). The density is zero outside
this affine subspace. For general background on high-dimensional Gaussian distributions (also
called multivariate normal distributions), see [10, [12].

Given two Gaussian distributions, our goal is to understand how different they are. Our mea-
sure of similarity is the total variation distance, which, for any two distributions P and Q over RY,
is defined as

TV(P,Q) = sup |P(4) - Q(A)L.
ACRR?
If P and Q have densities p and g, then it is easy to verify that the set A := {x: p(x) > g(x)} attains
the supremum here, and this observation leads to the identity

V(P,Q)=5 | bt -a(xldx )

that is, the total variation distance is half the L! distance. In the following, we will sometimes
write TV (X,Y) for TV (P, Q), where X and Y are random variables distributed as P and Q, respec-
tively. Observe that TV (P, Q) is a metric and is always between 0 and 1. For a survey on measures
of distance between distributions and inequalities between them, see [9].

We have seen that the total variation distance can be written as an integral or as a supremum,
but in general there is no known closed form for it. In this note, given two Gaussians with the
same mean, we give closed-form lower and upper bounds for their total variation distance, which
are within a constant factor of one another. If the Gaussians have different means, we give only a
lower bound and leave a tight characterization as an open problemE]

Open Problem. Find closed-form lower and upper bounds for the total variation distance be-
tween two high-dimensional Gaussians that are within a constant factor of one another.

Note that if y; + range(X,) # u, + range(X,), in particular if rank(X,) # rank(X,), then we have
TV (N (p1,21), N (2, X5)) = 1, since the intersection of the supports have zero Lebesgue measure.
Another trivial case is when y; = y, and £ = X,, in which case the total variation distance is zero.
We will not explicitly treat these two cases.

Our first main result concerns the same-mean case. We have not tried to optimize the constants
in our results.

Theorem 1.1 (Total variation distance between Gaussians with the same mean). Let p € RY, ¥,
and ¥, be positive definite d x d matrices, and \y,..., Ay denote the eigenvalues of ¥1'%, — ;. Then,

1 <TV(N(%Z1):N(%22)) < 3

100 ~ i 2
min< 1, Z/\IZ
i=1

If ¥, and ¥, are positive semi-definite, range(X,) = range(X,), and r = rank(X,) = rank(X,), then let
IT be a d x r matrix that has the same range as ¥ and ¥, and let py,...,p, denote the eigenvalues of
(17>, )" Y(I1TX,I1) — I,. Then, we have

1L _TVN (1) N (s %))

100 — r
min{l, pr}
i=1

2This problem has been solved; see [1, Theorem 1.8].
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The paper [2] proves a bound similar to Theorem for Gaussian distributions in a general
Hilbert space: if ¥; and ¥, are positive definite matrices, ¥;'%, — I has eigenvalues Ay,--, and

1/Z/\iz <1/50, then [2, Corollary 2] gives

L TV(N (1 21), N X,)) <n

100 /Z /\1'2

This result has the advantage that it covers infinite-dimensional spaces as well, but it holds only
when )_ /\1-2 is smaller than a threshold.

One can express the quantities Y A? and }_p? in Theorem [[LT]in terms of Frobenius norms of
appropriate matrices. For the first case, i.e., when ¥,¥, are positive definite, we have

d

_ _ 2 _ _
E A2 :tr((211/222211/2—1d) ): 15725, 5 72 — 1y)12. (2)
i=1

To see this, first note that 211/222211/2 have the same spectrum as 21122, because a vector v is

an eigenvector for 'Y, with eigenvalue «a if and only if Z%/ 2y is an eigenvector for ZII/ 2222I1/ 2

with eigenvalue a. Thus, the eigenvalues of (211/2222?/2 - Igl)2 are Af,..., A%, proving the first

equality in (2). The second equality follows by noting that the matrix ZIU 222)2;1/ 2_1; is sym-

metric. The second case, i.e., when ¥{,%, are positive semi-definite, can be handled similarly.
For the case where the means are different, we prove the following lower bound.

Theorem 1.2 (Total variation distance between Gaussians with different means). Suppose d > 1,
let yy = py € R? and let $1,%, be positive definite d x d matrices. Let v := py — pp and let T1 be a
d xd —1 matrix whose columns form a basis for the subspace orthogonal to v. Let py,...,p4_1 denote the
eigenvalues of (IT" X, I1) "' TITX,11 - I;_;. Define the function

|”UT(21 —Zz)vl UTU

v VUTE v

tv(py, X1, P2, Xp) = max

Then, we have _
min{1, tv(py, X1, po, X2)}

200

S TV(N (g1, 21), N (42, 22))-

Note that the positive definiteness of the covariance matrices can be assumed without loss of
generality: if y; + range(X,) = p, + range(X,) = R?, then one can work in this affine subspace
instead.

Along the way of proving this theorem, we also give bounds for the one-dimensional case.

Theorem 1.3 (Total variation distance between one-dimensional Gaussians). In the one-dimensional
case, d = 1, we have

1 lo — 02| 40|u; — po ) oo 3lof =03l |py - pol
— 1, , <TV ,01), ’ < + .
200 mm{ max{ 0_12 o (N(ﬂl on ) N(P‘z 0, )) 2012 207




Although the total variation distance is symmetric, our lower and upper bounds are not sym-
metric, so they can be automatically strengthened; for instance, the following symmetric version
of Theorem [I.3] holds:

2 2 4 _
Lmin{l,max{ |Gl GZl 0|’u1 ’u2| }} <TV (N(l’llle)IN(l’lb 022))

200 min{o;,0,}2 min{oy, 0y}

3lof — o5 L=l
T 2max{oy,0,}2  2max{oy, 0y}

Moreover, for Theorem swapping X, and ¥, can change the estimation of the total variation
distance by at most a multiplicative factor of 2. Namely, suppose ¥, and ¥, are positive definite
d x d matrices, Aq,...,A; are the eigenvalues of 21122 —14, and vy,..., v, are the eigenvalues of
251 Y1 —1;. Then elementary calculations give

min{l,\/?/\f}
minfi ]

Some preliminaries and other known bounds for the total variation distance between Gaussians
appear in Section 2l We start by proving Theorem [L.1]in Section [3] then we prove Theorem [1.3]in
Section [4] and finally we prove Theorem [I.2]in Section [5l

<

N~

2 Preliminaries

Matrix definitions. The d-dimensional identity matrix is denoted I;. The trace and determinant
of a matrix A are denoted tr(A) and det(A), respectively. The Frobenius norm (also called the
Hilbert-Schmidt norm or the Schur norm) of a matrix A is denoted by ||A||r := \/tr(AAT). Note
that ||A||12; equals the sum of squares of entries of A. If A is symmetric, ||A||12; equals the sum of
squares of eigenvalues of A. For general background on matrix norms, see [4, Chapter 5].

The coupling characterization of the total variation distance. For two distributions P and
Q, a pair (X,Y) of random variables defined on the same probability space is called a coupling
for Pand Q if X ~ P and Y ~ Q. An extremely useful property of the total variation distance is
the coupling characterization: for any two distributions P and Q, we have TV (P, Q) <t if and only
if there exists a coupling (X, Y) for them such that P{X = Y} < t (see, e.g., [6, Proposition 4.7]).
This characterization implies that for any function f we have TV (f(X), f(Y)) < TV(X,Y). If f is
invertible (for instance if f(v) = Av + b where A is full-rank) this also implies TV (f(X), f(Y)) =
TV (X,Y).

An important property of the Gaussian distribution is that any linear transformation of a Gaus-
sian random variable is also Gaussian: if X ~ MV (p,X) then

AX+b~N(Ap+b,ASA+Aub" +bu" AT+ bb").
For a positive semi-definite matrix ¥ with eigendecomposition ¥ = Z?:l /\iv,-viT where the v; are

orthonormal, we define $/2 := ¥4 | Vvl and 2712 = Y4 vv!/\/A;. It is easy to observe that
if g ~ NV(0,I) then £1/2g ~ N(0,X).




We will use the inequality
0 <x—log(l +x) < x? Vx>-2/3

throughout, which implies that for any x > —2/3 there exists a b € [0, 1] such that x—log(1+x) = bx?.

We next state some known bounds for the total variation distance between two Gaussians,
which may be more convenient than the above bounds for some applications.

For the case when the two Gaussians have the same covariance matrix, [2, Theorem 1] gives

V0 = 1) E TG = ) =) T ;42)}}.

TV (N (1, 2), N (pp, X)) =P{N(O,1) € [— 5 ’ 2

The following bounds follow from known relations between statistical distances.

An upper bound for the total variation distance using the KL-divergence. For distributions
P and Q over R? with densities p and g, their Kullback-Leibler divergence (KL-divergence) is

defined as
_ (x)

and Pinsker’s inequality [11, Lemma 2.5] states that TV (P, Q) < /KL (P || Q)/2 for any pair of dis-
tributions. The KL-divergence between two Gaussians has a closed form (e.g., [8, Formula (A.23)]):

=

1 _ _ -
KL (1, Z0) TNV (2 22) = 5 (t0(E71 80 = D) + Gy = o) 57 (1 = pz) = log det (5, 571)).
Combining these gives the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. If ¥, and ¥, are positive definite, then

TV (1, B0 A (12, 52)) € 305 B0 = 1)+ (= p2) 5 g o) ~ logdet(%,77 ),

Bounds for the total variation distance using the Hellinger distance. For distributions P and
Q over R with densities p and ¢, their Hellinger distance is defined as

H(P,Q) = \L@\/L (V) - Vo) dx

and it is known that
H(P,Q)> < TV (P,Q) <H(P,Q)y/2 - H(P,Q)? < V2H(P,Q),

see [5, page 44]. The Hellinger distance between two Gaussians has a closed form (e.g., 7, Exer-
cises 11 and 14 in Chapter 1]):

det(,) /4 det(x,) /4 1 YD R
HON (1, )N (12, 55)) = 1= ) de (1 5) exp{—=(p1 — )" s (11— p2) ¢

Combining these gives the following proposition.
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Proposition 2.2. Assume that ¥1,%, are positive definite, and let

1/2
det(X;)/4det(x,) /4 1 Y43\
h=h(p, X1, p0,2,) =1~ (1) 22) eXP{_g(Fl—Mz)T( 12 2) (Fl—ﬂz)}] :

det (Zp22)"?

Then, we have

W2 <TV (N (41,51 ) N (12, 22)) < hV2 — 2 < hV2.

3 The same-mean case: proof of Theorem

In this section we consider the case when both Gaussians have the same mean. For proving the
theorem we will need two lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose Ay,...,A; > —2/3 and let p := w/Z?ﬂ /'\1.2. If C is a diagonal matrix with diagonal
entries 1+ Aq,...,1+ Ay, then TV(/\/(O,C‘I),/\/(O,Id)) > p/6 - p?/8 - (eP2 -1)/2.

dx

Proof. Define a random vector ¢ = (g1,...,94) ~ N(0,1;). From (I)) we have
2TV (N(0,C7Y), N (0,1)) = (2n)—d/zf e X2 _\[det(C)e ™ €2
R4
— (27)4/2 J —xTx/2 ‘1 _ Jdet(Cre—*"(C-La)x/2
(2m) o vdet(C)e
= E|l - \/det(C)e_gT(C_Id)g/2|

d
1 —exp[Zlog(l +A)/2-Aig?/2
i=1

dx

=E

Since A; > —2/3 for all i, we have log(1 + A;)/2 = A;/2 - bi/\iz/2 for some b; € [0,1], and summing
these up we find Z?Zl log(1+ A;)/2 = Z,d:l A;/2 —bp? for some b € [0,1]. Also let h; = 1 —gi2 and
X = Zle A;h;/2, whence

2TV(N(0,C71), N (0, 1)) :E‘l _e_bpzex‘
>E|1-e¥| _E‘ex _e—bpzeX‘
> E|X|-EX2%/2 - (1-¢7%")BeX
(EX2)3/2
>
- (EX4)1/2
where the first inequality is the triangle inequality, the second one follows from

11— e*| > |x| —x%/2 Vx € R,

—BX%/2 - (1 - ¢7%")EeX (3)

and the third one follows from Hoélder’s inequality (see, e.g., [3, Lemma 14.8]). We control each
term on the right-hand-side of (3)). First, observe that since h; is mean-zero, we have Eh,-hj =0 for

all i # j, and since Ehi2 =2,

d
(Ai/2)*Bh? = ZA?/z = p?/2.

[\4&

EX?’=E

d 2
Z;\,-hi/z] -
i=1




Second, since Egl.2 = l,Egl.4 =3, ng =15, and ng =105, we have Eh;L = 60; thus,

d 4
- E[Z/\ihiﬁ]

(Ai/z)‘*Eh;* +3 Z(/\,-/Z)z(/\j/2)2Ehi2Eh]2

i#]

—6OZA/2 +122/\/2 (A;/2)?

360[

Finally, for the exponential moment, note that Eexp(tgf) = (1-2t)""2 for any t < 1/2, hence

d d
:]_[(e/\i/zEe‘/\igi/z l_[ A/2€210g1+A —exp[Zz\/Z log(1 + A;)/2| = e

=1 =1 i=1

Il
I.M&..
A
1l
—_

2
()\,-/2)2] = 15p%/4.

”.M&
n

consequently,
2/9\3/2
/2
2TV(N(O, C—l),/\/(o,ld)) > (1(;4% — %A=t 11> p/3 - p¥/4— (P — 1),
completing the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. If A2 > 0.01 then TV (N (0,1), V(0,1 + 1)) > 0.01.
Proof. If A >0then 1+ A>1.1, so we have

TV(N(0,1), N(0,1+ 1)) >P{N(0,1) € [-1,1]} = P{N(0,1+ A) € [-1,1]}
>P{N(0,1)e[-1,1]}-P{N(0,1.1) € [-1,1]}
>0.68 —0.66 > 0.01,

andif A<0then1+1<0.9,sowe have

TV (N(0,1), V(0,1 +A)) > P{N(0,1+ 1) € [-1,1]} - P{N(0,1) € [-1,1])
>P{N(0,0.9) € [-1,1]} - P{N(0,1) € [-1,1]}
>0.70 - 0.69 = 0.01. O

We can now prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem|[L.1l For both parts of the theorem, we may assume that p = 0. We start with
the case that ¥; and ¥, are positive definite, i.e., they have full rank. Recall that Efl):z have

eigenvalues 1+ Ay,...,1+ A;. Let p := w/Zle /\1.2.




We first prove the upper bound. If some A; < -2/3 then trivially

TV(N(0,Z), N (0, 22))S1S%|/\i|§%

Otherwise, by Proposition [2.1],

d
ATV (N(0,%1), N (0,%,))° Z i—log(1+ 1)< ) 22=p?,

and the upper bound in the theorem is proved.

For proving the lower bound, we first claim that if C is a diagonal matrix with diagonal entries
1+A4,...,1+A,, then

TV (N(0,21), N (0,25)) = TV (AN(0,C71), N (0,1)). (4)

To prove this, let ¢ ~ N(0,I;). We first claim if E and F are positive definite matrices with
the same spectrum, then TV(Eg,g) = TV(Fg,g). To see this, let sq,...,s; be the eigenvalues of
E and F, and let gy,...,g; be the components of g. By rotational invariance of the standard Gaus-
sian distribution (see, e.g., [12, Proposition 3.3.2]), both TV(Eg,g) and TV(Fg,g) are equal to
TV((5181,5282,---,5484),(81,92,---,%4)), and the claim is proved. This also implies, for any two pos-
itive definite matrices E and F with the same spectrum,

TV(N(0,1;),N(0,E)) = TV(N(0,1;), N(0,F)).
Next, we have

TV(N(0,%)), N (0,%,)) = TV(2)%g, 55/%g) = TV(3;?5 1%, ¢)
= TV(N(0,%,2%,3;"2), N (0,1)).

Now 251/221251/2 has the same spectrum as 25121, which has the same spectrum as C~1 whence
(4) is proved.
For proving the lower bound in the theorem we consider three cases.

Case 1: there exists some i with |1;| > 0.1. Observe that if we project a random variable dis-
tributed as A'(0,C!) onto the ith component, we obtain a one-dimensional A'(0,(1 + A;)~!) ran-
dom variable . Since projection can only decrease the total variation distance, using Lemma [3.2]
we obtain

TV(N(O, C‘l),N(o,Id)) > TV(N(O, (1+A;)71), N(0, 1)) =TV (N(0,1),N(0,1+ A;))>0.01,

as required. The above equality holds because the total variation distance is invariant under any
linear transformation.

Case 2: |1;| < 0.1 for all i, and p < 0.17. In this case Lemma [3.1]gives
TV(N(O, C™1), N(0, Id)) > p/6—p%/8—(eP” —1)/2 > p/100,

as required.




Case 3: |1;| < 0.1 for all i, and p > 0.17. Define

Flp) = p/6-p*/8—(e” =1)/2,

and observe that f(x) > 0.01 for 0.1 < x < 0.17. Let 1 <j < d be the largest index such that
Zle /\1.2 < 0.172, and observe that since |A;| < 0.1 for all i, we have p’? = 25:1 /'\1-2 >0.172-0.1% >
0.01 and so f(p’) > 0.01. Let C’ be the diagonal j x j matrix with diagonal entries 1+ Ay,...,1+ ;.
If we project a random variable distributed as A/(0,C™!) onto the first j coordinates, we obtain a

N(0,C’"!) random variable. Since projection can only decrease the total variation distance, using
Lemma [3.1]we obtain

TV(N(0,C7Y), N(0,17)) > TV (AN(0,C"1), N(0,1})) = f(p') 2 0.01,

as required.

We finally consider the second part of the theorem, i.e., when ¥; and ¥, are positive semi-
definite and range(X;) = range(X,). Recall that Il is a d x r matrix whose columns form a basis for
range(¥;). Then observe that v + IT"v is an invertible map from range(X;) to IR”, with the inverse
given by w > IT(IT'TT)"'w. This implies

TV(N(0,%1),N(0,%,)) = TV(HTN(O,Zl),HTN(O,ZZ)) = TV(N(O,HT21H),N(O,HT22H)).

The matrices T1T%,IT and I173,IT are positive definite r x r matrices, hence the second part of the
theorem follows from the first part. O

4 The one-dimensional case: proof of Theorem

22
We start with the upper bound. If kylg—fﬂ > 2/3, then the right-hand-side is at least 1 and the

1
bound holds because the total variation distance is at most 1. Otherwise, since 022/012 -1>-2/3,

we have 022/012 -1- log(af/af) < (022/012 —1)?, so from Proposition Z.Jwe have

1
TV(N(yl,af),N(yZ,af)) < 5\/022/0"12 —1-log(02/0f) + (1 — p2)*/ 0}

1 1

< E\/af/alz -1 —log(af/alz) + E\/(yl —,uz)z/(flz
1 1

< §|0”22/(712— 1+ §|(141 — )/ o1,

completing the proof of the upper bound.

The lower bound follows from the following two lower bounds:

1 lof -3
mmm{l,%}STV(/\/(,ul,Ulz),/\/(ﬂz,UZz)), (5)
%min{l, i "‘2'} <TV(N (1, 07), N (2, 03)). (6)
01
We start with proving (5)). We show
1
ETV(N(O, 07), N (0,03)) STV (N (1, 07), N (2, 03)), (7)

9



and then (&) follows from Theorem Assume, without loss of generality, that o; < 0, and
p1 < pp. By the form of the density of the normal distribution, this implies there exists some
¢ = c(0y,07) such that

TV (N (0,07), N (0,0)) = P{N(O, o?) e [—c,c]} - P{N(O, ol) e [—c,c]},

and thus
P{N(o, o?)> c} = P{N(o, ol)> c} +TV(N(0,07), N (0,03))/2.

Therefore,
P{N(yz,azz) > c} = P{N(,uz,(ff) > c} +TV(N(0,09), N (0,03))/2
> P{N(p1,07) > c} + TV(N(0,07), N (0,03))/2,

and (7) is proved.

To complete the proof of Theorem [I.3l we need only prove (). By symmetry, we may assume
p1 < po. Let X ~ N (uy,0). Then

TV(N (41, 07), N (p2,03)) 2 P{N (112, 03) 2 o} = P{X 2 )
=1/2-(1/2=-P{X € [p1, p]})
=P{X € [p1, w2l}-

If yp — uy > oy, then
1
P{X € [pu, ul} 2 P{X € [p, p1 +01]} =P{N(0,1) € [0, 1]} > =
and if py, — py < 07 then

M2 p=(x-pu1 /207 e i’208 V2| |y — o
x> (- ) > ST
wmo V2moy V270 Vim 01 1

which proves (6) and completes the proof of the theorem.

P{X € [p, ]} =

5 The general case: proof of Theorem

Recall that v = py — yp, and let u == (41 + pp)/2. Any vector in R? has a component in the direction
of v and a component orthogonal to v. In particular, any w can be written uniquely as

w=u+fi(w+ fr(w), fHw)v=0,

with f; and f, given by

with P:=I; —vvT/vTv.
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Let X ~ N(p1,X1) and Y ~ N (py,X,). Then we have, by the coupling characterization of the
total variation distance,

max{TV (f1(X), f1(Y)), TV (f2(X), (Y)} S TV (X, Y).

1 v
2" (vTv)?
Gaussian, so it is Gaussian. Its mean and covariance can be computed from those of X. Similarly,

1 v’y
one can compute f1(Y) ~ N(—— v v ) So, Theorem [I.3] gives

2" (vTv)?

We next claim that f(X) ~ N( ) To see this, observe that f;(X) is a linear map of a

Lmin{l,max{lvT):lv_szZv',ALO vlv }}STV(fl(X)'fl(Y))-

200 ADWYY [Ty v

On the other hand, since f,(w) = P(w—u), both f,(X) and f,(Y) are also Gaussians, with f,(X) ~
N(0,PX,P) and f,(Y) ~ N(0,PX,P). Note that range(PX;P) = range(PX¥,P) = range(IT). Also
observe that since each column of IT is orthogonal to v, we have IT" P = IT and PIT = IT. Recall that
P1,---»P4-1 are the eigenvalues of (IT"2, IT)~' 172,11~ I,;_;. Hence the second part of Theorem [I.1]
gives

——min< 1,
100

completing the proof of Theorem

Acknowledgments. We are grateful to Michael Kohler, Gautam Kamath, Cole Franks, and Shir-
shendu Ganguly for pointing out inaccuracies in earlier versions of this paper.
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