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Abstract

Conditional distribution is a fundamental quantity for describing the relationship
between a response and a predictor. We propose a Wasserstein generative approach
to learning a conditional distribution. The proposed approach uses a conditional gen-
erator to transform a known distribution to the target conditional distribution. The
conditional generator is estimated by matching a joint distribution involving the condi-
tional generator and the target joint distribution, using the Wasserstein distance as the
discrepancy measure for these joint distributions. We establish non-asymptotic error
bound of the conditional sampling distribution generated by the proposed method and
show that it is able to mitigate the curse of dimensionality, assuming that the data
distribution is supported on a lower-dimensional set. We conduct numerical experi-
ments to validate proposed method and illustrate its applications to conditional sample
generation, nonparametric conditional density estimation, prediction uncertainty quan-
tification, bivariate response data, image reconstruction and image generation. image
generation and reconstruction.

Keywords: Conditional distribution; Generative learning; Neural Networks; Non-asymptotic
error bounds; Nonparametric estimation.
1 Introduction

Conditional distribution is a fundamental quantity for measuring how a response variable Y
depends on a predictor X. Unlike regression methods that only model certain aspects of the
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relationship between Y and X, such as the conditional mean, conditional distribution pro-
vides a complete description of the relationship. In this paper, we propose a nonparametric
generative approach to learning a conditional distribution. This approach uses a function,
which we shall refer to as a conditional generator, that transforms a known reference dis-
tribution to the target conditional distribution. The conditional generator is estimated by
matching the joint distribution involving the conditional generator and the predictor and
the joint distribution of the response and the predictor. We use the Wasserstein distance as
the discrepancy measure for matching these joint distributions.

There is a vast literature on nonparametric conditional density estimation. Many exist-
ing methods use smoothing techniques, including kernel smoothing and local polynomials
(Rosenblatt, 1969; Scott, 1992; Fan et al., 1996; Hyndman et al., 1996; Hall and Yao, 2005;
Bott and Kohler, 2017). Basis expansion methods have also been developed for nonparamet-
ric conditional density estimation (Izbicki and Lee, 2016; Izbicki et al., 2017). A common
feature of these methods is that they seek to estimate the functional form of the conditional
density. However, these existing conditional density estimation methods do not work well
with high-dimensional complex data. In addition, most existing methods only consider the
case when the response Y is a scalar and is not applicable to the settings when Y is a
high-dimensional response vector.

The proposed approach is inspired by the generative adversarial networks (GAN) (Good-
fellow et al., 2014) and Wasserstein GAN (WGAN) (Arjovsky et al., 2017). These methods
were developed to learn high-dimensional (unconditional) distributions nonparametrically.
Instead of estimating the functional forms of density functions, GAN and WGAN start from
a known reference distribution and use a function that pushes the reference distribution to
the data distribution. In practice, this function, often referred to as a generator, is usually
parameterized using deep neural networks. In GAN and WGAN, it is only necessary to esti-
mate a single generator function for sampling from a (unconditional) distribution. However,
to sample from a conditional distribution, the generator function necessarily depends on the
given value of X to be conditioned on. Since it is difficult to estimate a collection of generator
functions for all the possible values of X, an effective approach is to formulate the generator
function as a map from the product space of the spaces of the reference distribution and
X to the space of Y. The existence of such a map is guaranteed by the noise-outsourcing
lemma in probability theory (Kallenberg, 2002).

Several authors have generalized GANs to the setting of learning a conditional distri-
bution. Mirza and Osindero (2014) proposed conditional generative adversarial networks
(cGAN). Similar to GANS, it solves a two-player minimax game using an objective function
with the same form as that of the original GAN (Goodfellow et al., 2014). Kovachki et al.
(2021) proposed a conditional sampling approach with monotone GANs. A limitation of this
approach is that it requires the dimension of the reference distribution to be the same as the
dimension of Y. In the high-dimensional settings, this does not allow the exploration of a
possible low-dimensional latent structure in the data. Zhou et al. (2021) proposed a genera-
tive approach to conditional sampling based on the noise-outsourcing lemma and distribution
matching. The Kullback-Liebler divergence is used for matching the generator distribution
and the data distribution. They established consistency of the conditional sampler with
respect to the total variation distance, with the help of Pinsker’s inequality that bounds the
total variation distance via the Kullback-Liebler divergence (Tsybakov, 2008). However, it
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is difficult to establish the convergence rate of the conditional sampling distribution with the
Kullback-Liebler divergence.

Although the Kullback-Liebler divergence is an attractive discrepancy measure for dis-
tributions, it has some drawbacks in the present setting (Arjovsky et al., 2017). First,
the Kullback-Liebler divergence is a strong divergence measure, for example, it is stronger
than the Jensen-Shannon divergence and the total variation distance. Weak convergence
of distributions does not imply their convergence in Kullback-Liebler divergence. Second,
in high-dimensional problems, we are often interested in learning distributions with a low-
dimensional latent structure, whose density functions may not exist. In this case, it is
not sensible to use the Kullback-Liebler divergence. In contrast, the Wasserstein distance
metricizes the space of probability distributions under mild conditions. This enables us to
obtain the non-asymptotic error bounds of the proposed method and its convergence rate,
see Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 in Section 3.1. Since the computation of the proposed method
does not involve density functions, we can use it to learn distributions without a density
function, such as distributions supported on a set with a lower intrinsic dimension than the
ambient dimension. We show that the proposed method has an improved convergence rate
under a low-dimensional support assumption and can mitigate the curse of dimensionality,
see Theorem 3.4 in Section 3.2.

The proposed method for learning a conditional distribution has several appealing proper-
ties compared with the standard conditional density estimation methods. First, the proposed
method can use a reference distribution with a lower dimension than that of the target dis-
tribution, therefore, it can learn conditional distributions with a lower-dimensional latent
structure by using a low-dimensional reference distribution. Second, there is no restriction
on the dimensionality of the response variable, while the standard methods typically only
consider the case of a scalar response variable. Third, the proposed method allows contin-
uous, discrete and mixed types of predictors and responses, while the smoothing and basis
expansion methods only deal with continuous-type variables. Finally, since the computation
of Wasserstein distance does not involve density functions, it can be used as a loss function
for learning distributions without a density function, such as distributions supported on a set
with a lower intrinsic dimension than the ambient dimension. Also, by using the Wassertein
distance, we are able to establish the non-asymptotic error bound of the generated sampling
distribution. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first error bound result in the context
of conditional generative learning.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the pro-
posed method. In Section 3 we establish the non-asymptotic error bounds for the generated
sampling distribution by the proposed method. in terms of the Dudley metric. We also
show that the proposed method is able to mitigate the curse of dimensionality under the
assumption that the joint distribution of (X,Y) is supported on a set with a low Minkowski
dimension. In Section 4 we desribe the implementation of the proposed method. In Section
5 we conduct numerical experiments to validate the proposed method and illustrate its ap-
plications in conditional sample generation, nonparametric conditional density estimation,
visualization of multivariate data, image generation and image reconstruction. Concluding
remarks are given in Section 6. Additional numerical experiment results and the technical
details are given in the appendices.



2 Method

We first describe an approach to representing a conditional distribution via a conditional
generator function based on the noise-outsoucing lemma. We then describe the proposed
method based on matching distributions using Wasserstein metric.

2.1 Conditional sampling based on noise outsourcing

Consider a pair of random vectors (X,Y) € X x YV, where X C R? and J) C R?. Suppose
(X,Y) ~ Pxy with marginal distributions X ~ Pyx and Y ~ Py. Denote the conditional
distribution of Y given X by Py|x. For a given value x of X, we also write the conditional
distribution as Py x—,. For regression problems, ) C R? with ¢ > 1; for classification
problems, Y is a set of finitely many labels. We assume X C R? with d > 1. The random
vectors X and Y can contain both continuous and categorical components. Let n € R™ be
a random vector independent of (X,Y’) with a known distribution P, that is easy to sample
from, such as a normal distribution.

We are interested in finding a function G : R™ x X + ) such that the conditional
distribution of G(n, X) given X = z equals the conditional distribution of ¥ given X = z.
Since 7 is independent of X, this is equivalent to finding a G such that

G(n,x) ~ Py|x=s, v € X. (2.1)

Therefore, to sample from the conditional distribution Py|x—,, we can first sample an n ~ P,
and calculate G(n, ), then the resulting G (7, z) is a sample from Py|x—,. Because of this
property, we shall refer to G as a conditional generator. This approach has also been used in
Zhou et al. (2021). The existence of such a G is guaranteed by the noise-outsourcing lemma
(Theorem 5.10 in Kallenberg (2002)). For ease of reference, we state it here with a slight
modification.

Lemma 2.1. (Noise-outsourcing lemma). Suppose Y is a standard Borel space. Then there
exist a random vector n ~ N(0,L,) for a given m > 1 and a Borel-measurable function
G:R™ x X — Y such that n is independent of X and

(X,Y)=(X,G(n, X)) almost surely. (2.2)

In Lemma 2.1, the noise distribution P, is taken to be N(0,1,,) with m > 1, since it is
convenient to generate random numbers from a standard normal distribution. It is a simple
consequence of the original noise-outsourcing lemma which uses the uniform distribution on
0, 1] for the noise distribution. The dimension m of the noise vector does not need to be the
same as ¢, the dimension of Y.

Because n and X are independent, a G satisfies (2.1) if and only if it also satisfies
(2.2). Therefore, to construct the conditional generator, we can find a G such that the joint
distribution of (X, G(n, X)) matches the joint distribution of (X,Y"). This is the basis of the
proposed generative approach described below.



2.2 Wasserstein generative conditional sampler

Let Q be a subset of R¥ &k > 1, on which the measures we consider are defined. Let B; ()
be the set of Borel probability measures on ) with finite first moment, that is, the set of
probability measures 1 on R¥ such that [, [|z|[idu(z) < oo, where || - [|; denotes the 1-norm
in R*. The 1-Wasserstein metric is defined as

Wiwv) = inf /Hu—v||1d7(u,v), 1 € By(Q), (2.3)

el (1)

where I'(u,v) is the set of joint probability distributions with marginals p and v. The 1-
Wasserstein metric is also known as the earth mover distance. A computationally more
convenient form of the 1-Wasserstein metric is the Monge-Rubinstein dual (Villani, 2008),

Wi(p,v) = fSl;Il) {Evpf(U) —Evu, f(V)}. (2.4)

where F{; is the 1-Lipschitz class,
Flip = {f 1 RF 2 R [f(u) = f(0)] < lu=vl2, u,veQ}. (2:5)

When only random samples from p and v are available in practice, it is easy to obtain the
empirical version of (2.4).

We apply the 1-Wasserstein metric (2.4) to the present conditional generative learning
problem, that is, we seek a conditional generator function G : R™ x X — R? satisfying
(2.1). The basic idea is to formulate this problem as a minimisation problem based on the
1-Wasserstein metric. By Lemma 2.1, we can find a conditional generator G by matching the
joint distributions Px ¢, x) and Pxy. By (2.4), the 1-Wasserstein distance between Py ¢, x)
and PX,Y is

Wi(Px.cm.x) Pxy) = sup {Expoprcr, D(X, G0, X)) = Exyyorgy D(X,Y)} .
DeF}

Lip
We have Wi (Px am,x), Px,y) > 0 for every measurable G' and W1 (Px c(;x), Px,y) = 0 if and
only if Px g x) = Px,y. Therefore, a sufficient and necessary condition for

G* € argmin W1 (PX,G('r],X)pr,Y>7
Geg

is Px G+(y,x) = Px,y, which implies G*(n, ) ~ Py|x—z, v € X. It follows that the problem of
finding the conditional generator can be formulated as the minimax problem:

argmin argmax L£(G, D),
Geg  DeFly,
where

L(G, D) = ED(X,G(n, X)) — ED(X,Y). (2.6)



Let {(X;,Y;),i = 1,...,n} be a random sample from Pxy and let {n;,;i = 1,...,n} be
independently generated from P,. The empirical version of £(G, D) based on (X;,Y;,n;),i =
1,...,n,is

£n(G, D) = ZDXZ,Gm, ——ZDX“YZ (27)
i=1
We use a feedforward neural network G with parameter @ for estimating the conditional
generator G and a second network Dg with parameter ¢ for estimating the discriminator D.
We refer to Goodfellow et al. (2016) for a detailed description of neural network functions.
We estimate 0 and ¢ by solving the minimax problem:

(6, ) = argmin argmax L,,(Gg, Dy). (2.8)
0 ¢

The estimated conditional generator is G= G4 and the estimated discriminator is D=D s

We show below that for n ~ P, @(n,x) converges in distribution to the conditional
distribution Py|x—,,z € X. Therefore, we can use G to learn this conditional distribution.
Specifically, for an integer J > 1, we generate a random sample {n;,j = 1,...,7;} from
the reference distribution P, and calculate {é (nj,x),j=1,...,J}, which are app}"oximately
distributed as Py|x—,. Since generating random samples from P, and calculating G(7;, x) are
inexpensive, the computational cost is low once G is obtained. For Y € R, this immediately
leads to the estimated conditional quantiles of Py|x—,. Moreover, for any function g : J —
R* by the noise outsourcing lemma, we have E(g(Y) | X = z) = Eg(G(n,z)). We can
estimate this conditional expectation by n™! ijl g(G(n;; ). In particular, the conditional
mean and conditional variance of Py|x—, can be estimated in a straightforward way. In
Section 5 below, we illustrate this approach with a range of examples.

3 Non-asymptotic error analysis

We establish the non-asymptotic error bound for the proposed method in terms of the integral
probability metric (Miiller, 1997)

d}'l (PXGa PX Y) = Ssup {]E (X,m) NPXPnf<X7 G<777X)) - E(X,Y)NPX’yf<X7 Y)}a
feFk

where F} is the uniformly bounded 1-Lipschitz function class,
Fp={fRTT = R, [f(21) = f(2)] < |21 — 2], 21,22 € R and || f| < B}

for some constant 0 < B < co. The metric dz; is also known as the bounded Lipschitz

metric (dpr,) which metricizes the weak topology on the space of probability distributions. If

Px y has a bounded support, then dpy, is essentially the same as the 1-Wasserstein distance.
Let Z = (X,Y) ~ Pxy. We make the following assumptions.

Assumption 1. For some § > 0, Z satisfies the first moment tail condition

E|| Z|[ 112151051y = Ot~ 1B/ @HD) - for apy t > 1.
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Assumption 2. The noise distribution P, is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure.

These are two mild assumptions. Assumption 1 is a technical condition for dealing with
the case when the support of Pxy is an unbounded subset of R%™. It can be shown that
Assumption 1 is equivalent to P(||Z|| > t) = O(1)(1/t) exp(—t*T°/(d + q)). When Pxy has
a bounded support, Assumption 1 is automatically satisfied. Moreover, this assumption
is satisfied if Py y is subgaussian. Assumption 2 is satisfied by commonly used reference
distributions such as the normal distribution.

For the generator network Gg, we require that

1Gollee < logn. (3.1)

This requirement is satisfied by adding an additional clipping layer ¢ after the original output
layer of the network,

la)=aNc,V (—cy) =0(a+c,) —oala—c,) — cp,

where ¢, = logn. We truncate the value of ||Gy|| to an increasing cube [—logn,logn]? so
that the support of the evaluation function to [— logn,logn]?*%. This restricts the evaluation
function class to a 2logn domain.

3.1 Non-asymptotic error bound

Let (Ly, W;) be the depth and width of the feedforward ReLU discriminator network Dy
and let (Lg.W3) be the depth and width of the feedforward ReLU generator network Gg.
Denote the joint distribution of (X, G(n, X)) by Py &

Theorem 3.1. Let (L, W) of Dy and (La, Wa) of Gg be specified such that W1Ly = [y/n]
and W3Loy = cqn for some constants 12 < ¢ < 384. Then, under Assumptions 1 and 2, we
have

Eqdry (Pxg Pxy) <C(d+ Q) V@D og p,

where C' is a constant independent of (n,d,q). Here Ep represents the expectation with
respect to the randomness in G.

When Pxy has a bounded support, we can drop the logarithm factor in the error bound.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that Px.y is supported on [—M, M| for oo > M > 0. Let (L, W)
of Dy and (La, Wa) of Gg be specified such that WiLy = [\/n]| and WZLy = cqn for some
constants 12 < ¢ < 384. Let the output of Gy be on [—M, M|?. Then, under Assumption 2,
we have

Eqdry (P g Pxy) < C(d+ q)/ YD)

where C' is a constant independent of (n,d,q).



The error bound for the conditional distribution follows as a corollary.

Corollary 3.3. Under the same assumptions and conditions of Theorem 5.2, we have
EGEdeg(P@(n,X), Pyix) < C(d+ q)1/2n71/(d+q),
where C' is a constant independent of (n,d,q).

The proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 and Corollary 3.3 are given in the supplementary
material. Assumption 1 only concerns the first moment tail of the joint distribution of (X, Y).
Assumption 2 requires the noise distribution to be absolutely continuous with respect to
the Lebesgue measure. These assumptions are easily satisfied in practice. Moreover, we
have made clear how the prefactor in the error bound depends on the dimension d + ¢ of
(X,Y). This is useful in the high-dimensional settings since how the prefactor depends on
the dimension plays an important role in determining the quality of the bound. Here the
prefactors in the error bounds depend on the dimensions d and ¢ through (d + ¢)/2. The
convergence rate is n~1/(@+a)

Unfortunately, these results suffer from the curse of dimensionality in the sense that the
quality of the error bound deteriorates quickly when d + ¢ becomes large. It is generally
not possible to avoid the curse of dimensionality without any conditions on the distribution
of (X,Y). Detailed discussions on this problem in the context of nonparametric regression
using neural networks can be found in Bauer and Kohler (2019); Schmidt-Hieber (2020) and
Jiao et al. (2021) and the references therein. In particular, Jiao et al. (2021) also provided
an analysis of how the prefactor depends on the dimension of X. To mitigate the curse of
dimensionality, certain assumptions on the distribution of (X, Y") is needed. We consider one
such assumption below.

3.2 Mitigating the curse of dimensionality

If the joint distribution of (X,Y’) is supported on a low dimensional set, we can improve
the convergence rate substantially. Low dimensional structure of complex data have been
frequently observed by researchers in image analysis, computer vision and natural language
processing, therefore, it is often a reasonable assumption. We use the Minkowski dimension
as a measure of the dimensionality of a set (Bishop and Peres, 2016).

Let A be a subset of R%. For any € > 0, the covering number N (e, A, || - ||2) is the
minimum number of balls with radius € needed to cover A (Van der Vaart and Wellner,
1996). The upper and the lower Minkowski dimensions of A C R? are defined respectively
as

. . lOgN(G,A, || ’ Hz)
dimf,(A) = limsu ,
M( ) 0 p 10g(1/6)
. . og N(e, A, || - [|2)
l _ s 41
dim},(A) = hrerilonf log(1/e)

If dim, (A) = dim},(A) = dimy;(A), then dimy;(A) is called the Minkowski dimension or
the metric dimension of A.



Minkowski dimension measures how the covering number of the set decays when radius
of the covering balls goes to 0. When A is a smooth manifold, its Minkowski dimension
equals its own topological dimension characterized by the local homeomorphisms. Minkowski
dimension can also be used to measure the dimensionality of highly non-regular set, such as
fractals (Falconer, 2004). Nakada and Imaizumi (2020) and Jiao et al. (2021) have shown that
deep neural networks can adapt to the low dimensional structure of the data and mitigate
the curse of dimensionality in nonparametric regression. We show similar results can be
obtained for the proposed method if the data distribution is supported on a set with low
Minkowski dimension.

Assumption 3. Suppose Py y is supported on a bounded set A C [—M, M| and dimy;(A) =

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that Pxy is supported on [—M, M| for M > 0. Let (L, W)
of Dy and (La, Wa) of Gg be specified such that WiLy = [\/n]| and WZLy = cqn for some
constants 12 < ¢ < 384. Let the output of Gg be on [—M, M|?. Let the output of Gg be on
[—M, M1?. Then, under Assumptions 2 and 3, we have

]Eédf}c;(Px,G,PX,Y) < C(d+ 61)1/271_1/%7
where C' is a constant independent of (n,d, q).

In comparison with Theorem 3.2, where the rate of convergence depends on d + ¢, the
convergence rate in Theorem 3.4 is determined by the Minkowski dimension d4. Therefore,
the assumption of a low Minkowski dimension on the support of data distribution alleviates
the curse of dimensionality. However, unless we have better approximation error bounds for
Lipschitz functions defined on low Minkowski dimensional set using neural network functions,
the prefactor in Theorem 3.4 is still (d+¢)'/?, that is, even the convergence rate only depends
on the Minkowski dimension d 4, the prefactor still depends on the ambient dimension d + q.

4 Implementation

The estimator (0, @) of the neural network parameter (6, ¢) is the solution to the minimax
problem

(6, ) = argmin argmax 1 Z{D¢’<Xi’ Go(n:i, Xi)) — Do(X;,Yi) }. (4.1)
) 6 N

i=1

We use the gradient penalty algorithm to impose the constraint that the discriminator be-
longs to the class of 1-Lipschitz functions (Gulrajani et al., 2017). The minimax problem
(4.1) is solved by updating 8 and ¢ alternately as follows:

(a) Fix 6, update the discriminator by maximizing the empirical objective function

n

~

1 A
¢ = arg(r;laxﬁ Z {qu(Xi, Go(ni; Xi)) — Do (Xi, Vi) = AV (@) Do (Xi, Yi) |2 — 1)2}
i=1



with respect to ¢, where V ;) Dg(X;,Y;) is the gradient of Dg(x,y) with respect to
(x,y) evaluated at (X;,Y;). The third term on the right side is the gradients penalty
for the Lipschitz condition on the discriminator (Gulrajani et al., 2017).

(b) Fix ¢, update the generator by minimizing the empirical objective function
6 '1§njD(XG( X))
= argmin — is iy NG
ge n 4 ® o\7

with respect to 6.

We implemented this algorithm in TensorFlow (Abadi et al., 2016).

We also implemented the weight clipping method for enforcing the Lipschitz condition
on the discriminator (Arjovsky et al., 2017). With weight clipping, all weights in the dis-
criminator is truncated to be between [—c,c|, where ¢ > 0 is a small number. We found
that the gradient penalty method is more stable and converges faster. So we only report the
numerical results based on the gradient penalty method below.

5 Numerical experiments

We carry out numerical experiments to evaluate the finite sample performance of the pro-
posed method described in Section 2 and illustrate its applications using examples in con-
ditional sample generation, nonparametric conditional density estimation, visualization of
multivariate data, and image generation and reconstruction. Additional numerical results
are provided in the supplementary material. For all the experiments below, the noise random
vector 7 is generated from a standard multivariate normal distribution. We implemented
the proposed method in TensorFlow (Abadi et al., 2016) and used the stochastic gradient
descent algorithm Adam (Kingma and Ba, 2015) in training the neural networks.

5.1 Conditional sample generation: the two-moon dataset

We use the two-moon data example to illustrate the use of the proposed method for gener-
ating conditional samples. Let X € {1,2} be the class label and let Y € R?. The two-moon
model is

v (cos(ar) + % + €1, sin('a) — 5 —|1— €), %f X =1, (5.1)
(cos(a) — 5 + €3, —sin(a) + 5 + &), if X =2,
where « ~ Uniform[0, 7], €1, ..., €4 are independent and identically distributed as N(0, o2).

We generate three sets of random samples of size n = 5,000 with 2,500 for each class and
o =0.1,0.2 and 0.3 from this model. The generated datasets are shown in the first row of
Figure 1.
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Figure 1: Comparison of simulated data from (5.1) and estimated sample using the proposed
method. From the left to the right, each columns corresponds to a different value of the
standard deviation in the model with ¢ = 0.1,0.2 and 0.3, respectively. The first row
displays true data and the second row displays the estimated samples.

We use the simulated data to estimate the conditional generator, which is parameterized
as a two-layer fully-connected network with 30 and 20 nodes. The discriminator is also
a two-layer fully-connected network with 40 and 20 nodes. The noise n ~ N(0,I,). The
activation function for the hidden layer of the generator and the discriminator is ReLLU. For
the output layer of the generator, the activation function is the hyperbolic tangent function.
The estimated samples {G(n;,z),j = 1....,5,000}, z € {1,2}, are shown in the second row
of Figure 1. It can be seen that the scatter plots of the estimated samples are similar to
those of the simulated data. This provides a visual validation of the estimated samples in
this toy example.

5.2 Nonparametric conditional density estimation

We consider the problem of estimating conditional mean and conditional standard deviation
in nonparametric conditional density models. We also compare the proposed Wasserstein
generative conditional sampling method, referred to as WGCS in Table 1, with three existing
conditional density estimation methods, including the nearest neighbor kernel conditional
density estimator (NNKCDE) (Dalmasso et al., 2020), the conditional kernel density estima-
tor (CKDE, implemented in R package np (Hall et al., 2004), and a basis expansion method
FlexCode (Izbicki et al., 2017). We simulated data from the following three models:

e Model 1 (M1). A nonlinear model with an additive error term:
Y = X7+ exp(Xo + X3/3) +sin(Xy + X5) +¢, e ~ N(0,1).
e Model 2 (M2). A model with a multiplicative non-Gassisan error term:
Y =(B+X7/3+ X+ X7+ X4+ X;5)*exp(0.5 x ¢),

where € ~ 0.5N(—2,1) + 0.5N (2, 1).
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e Model 3 (M3). A mixture of two normal distributions:
Y = Lp<is3N (=1 — Xq — 0.5X5,0.5%) + Liys 1/ N (1 + X7 + 0.5X5, 1),
where U ~ Unif(0, 1) and is independent of X.

In each model, the covariate vector X is generated from N (0, I1o9). So the ambient dimension
of X is 100, but (M1) and (M2) only depend on the first 5 components of X and (M3) only
depends on the first 2 components of X. The sample size n = 5, 000.

For the proposed method, the conditional generator G is parameterized using a one-
layer neural network in models (M1) and (M2); it is parameterized by a two-layer fully
connected neural network in (M3). The discriminator D is parameterized using a two-layer
fully connected neural network. The noise vector n ~ N(0,1).

For the conditional density estimation method NNKCDE, the tuning parameters are
chosen using cross-validation. The bandwidth of the conditional kernel density estimator
CKDE is determined based on the standard formula h; = 1.06Jjn*1/(2k+d), where o is a
measure of spread of the jth variable, k£ the order of the kernel, and d the dimension of X.
The basis expansion based method FlexCode uses Fourier basis. The maximum number of
bases is set to 40 and the actual number of bases is selected using cross-validation.

WGCS NNKCDE CKDE  FlexCode

v Mean 1.10(0.05) 2.49(0.01)  3.30(0.02)  2.30(0.01)
SD 0.24(0.04) 0.43(0.01) 0.59(0.01)  1.06(0.08)

o Mean 3.71(0.23)  6.09(0.07) 66.76(2.06) 10.20(0.33)
SD 3.52(0.17) 9.33(0.23) 18.87(0.59) 11.08(0.34)

vz Mean  0.32(0.03) 0.11(0.01)  1.55(0.03)  0.12(0.04)
SD 0.10(0.01) 0.36(0.01)  0.51(0.01)  0.33(0.01)

Table 1: Mean squared error (MSE) of the estimated conditional mean, the estimated stan-
dard deviation and the corresponding simulation standard errors (in parentheses). The bold
numbers indicate the smallest MSEs. NNKCDE: nearest neighbor kernel conditional density
estimator; CKDE: conditional kernel density estimator; FlexCode: basis expansion method;
WGCS: Wasserstein generative conditional sampler.

We consider the mean squared error (MSE) of the estimated conditional mean E(Y|X)
and the estimated conditional standard deviation SD(Y|X). We use a test data set {x1,...,xx}
of size K = 2,000 . For the proposed method, we first generate J = 10,000 samples
{n; - 7 =1,...,J} from the reference distribution P, and calculate conditional samples
{é(nj, xy),j=1,...,J,k =1,..., K} The estimated conditional standard deviation is cal-
culated as the sample standard deviation of the conditional samples. The MSE of the
estimated conditional mean is MSE(mean) = (1/K) Z,I::l{IE(HX =x;) — E(Y|X = z4)}2
For the proposed method, the estimate of the conditional mean is obtained using Monte
Carlo. For other methods, the estimate is calculated by numerical integration. Similarly, the
MSE of the estimated conditional standard deviation is MSE(sd) = (1/K) Y1 {SD(Y|X =
z1) — SD(Y|X = z4)}?. The estimated conditional standard deviation of other methods are
computed by numerical integration.
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We repeat the simulations 10 times. The average MSEs and simulation standard errors
are summarized in Table 1. Comparing with CKDE and FlexCode and NNKCED. WGCS
has the smallest MSEs for estimating conditional mean and conditional SD in most cases.

5.3 Prediction interval: the wine quality dataset

We use the wine quality dataset (Cortez et al., 2009) to illustrate the application of the pro-
posed method to prediction interval construction. This dataset is available at UCI machine
learning repository (https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Wine+Quality). There
are eleven physicochemical quantitative variables including fized acidity, volatile acidity,
citric acid, residual sugar, chlorides, free sulfur dioxide, total sulfur dioxide, density, pH,
sulphates, alcohol as predictors and a sensory quantitative variable quality that measures
wine quality, which is a score between 0 and 10. The goal is to build a prediction model for
the wine quality score based on the eleven physicochemical variables. Such a model can be
used to help the oenologist wine tasting evaluations and improve wine production. We use
the proposed method to learn the conditional distribution of quality given the eleven vari-
ables. An advantage of the proposed method over the standard nonparametric regression is
that it provides a prediction interval for the quality score, not just a point prediction.

The sample size of this dataset is 4,898. We use 90% of the samples as the training set
and 10% as the test set. All variables are centered and standardized first before training
the model. In our proposed method, the conditional generator is a two-layer fully-connected
feedforward network with 50 and 20 nodes, the discriminator is a two-layer network with
50 and 25 nodes. The ReLU activation function is used in both networks. The noise n ~
N(0,I;).

Wine quality

Sample number

Figure 2: The prediction intervals for the test set. The actual quality scores of 100 randomly
selected wine samples in the test set are shown as the solid dots.

To examine the prediction performance of the proposed method, we construct the 90%
prediction interval for the wine quality score in the test set. The prediction intervals are
shown in Figure 2. The actual quality scores are plotted as solid dots. The actual coverage
for all 490 in the test set is 90.80%, close to the nominal level of 90%.
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5.4 Bivariate response: California housing data

We use the California housing dataset to demonstrate that the generated conditional samples
from the proposed method can be used for visualizing conditional distributions of bivariate
response data. This dataset is available at StatLib repository (http://1ib.stat.cmu.edu/
datasets/). It contains 20,640 observations on housing prices with 9 covariates includ-
ing median house value, median income, median house age, total rooms, total bedrooms,
population, households, latitude, and longitude. Each row of the data matrix represents a
neighborhood block in California. We use the logarithmic transformation of the variables
except longitude, latitude and median house age. All columns of the data matrix are cen-
tered and standardized to have zero mean and unit variance. The generator is a two-layer
fully-connected neural network with 60 and 25 nodes and the discriminator is a two-layer
network with 65 and 30 nodes. ReLLU activation is used for the hidden layers. The random
noise vector n ~ N(0,1).

We train the WGCS model with (median income, median house value) € R? as the re-
sponse vector and other variables as the predictors in the model. We use 18,675 observations
(about the 90% of the dataset) as training set and the remaining 2,064 (about 10% of the
dataset) observations as the test set.
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Figure 3: Kernel density estimates of generated conditional samples of median income and
median house value (in logarithmic scale) for eight neighborhood blocks in the California
Housing dataset. The plus sign “+” represents the observed median income and median
house values.

Figure 3 shows the contour plot of the conditional distributions of median income and
median house value (in logarithmic scale) for 8 single blocks in the test set. The colored
density function represents the kernel density estimates based on the samples generated using
the proposed method. We see that the blue cross is in the main body of the plot, which
shows that the proposed method provides reasonable prediction of the median income and
house values. We also see that big cities like San Francisco and Los Angles have higher house
values with larger variations, smaller cities such as Davis and Concord tend to have lower
house values.
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5.5 Image reconstruction: MNIST dataset

We now illustrate the application of the proposed method to high-dimensional data problems
and demonstrate that it can easily handle the models when either of both of X and Y are
high-dimensional. We use the MNIST handwritten digits dataset (LeCun and Cortes, 2010),
which contains 60,000 images for training and 10,000 images for testing. The images are
stored in 28 x 28 matrices with gray color intensity from 0 to 1. Each image is paired with
a label in {0,1...,9}. We use WGCS to perform two tasks: generating images from labels
and reconstructing the missing part of an image.

We illustrate using the proposed method for image reconstruction when part of the image
is missing with the MNIST dataset. Suppose we only observe 1/4,1/2 or 3/4 of an image
and would like to reconstruct the missing part of the image. For this problem, let X be
the observed part of the image and let Y be the missing part of the image. Our goal is
to reconstruct Y based on X. For discriminator, we use two convolutional networks to
process X and Y separately. The filters are then concatenated together and fed into another
convolution layer and fully-connected layer before output. For the generator, X is processed
by a fully-connected layer followed by 3 deconvolution layers. The random noise vector
N~ N(O, 1100).
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Figure 4: Reconstructed images given partial image in MNIST dataset. The first column in
each panel consists of the true images, the other columns give the constructed images. In
the left panel, the left lower 1/4 of the image is given; in the middle panel, the left 1/2 of
the image is given; in the right panel, 3/4 of the image is given.

In Figure 4, three panels from left to right correspond to the situations when 1/4,1/2 or
3/4 of an image are given, the problem is to reconstruct the missing part of the image. In each
panel, the first column contains the true images in the testing set; the second column shows
the observed part of the image; the third to the seventh columns show the reconstructed
images. The digits “0”, “1” and “7” are easy to reconstruct, even when only 1/4 of their
images are given. For the other digits, if only 1/4 of their images are given, it is difficult
to reconstruct them. However, as the given part increases from 1/4 to 1/2 and then 3/4
of the images, the proposed method is able to reconstruct the images correctly, and the
reconstructed images become less variable and more similar to the true image. For example,
for the digit “2”, if only the left lower 1/4 of the image is given, the reconstructed images
tend to be incorrect; the reconstruction is only successful when 3/4 of the image is given.
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5.6 Image generation: CelebA dataset

We illustrate the application of the proposed method to the problem of image generation
given label information with the CelebFaces Attributes (CelebA) dataset (Liu et al., 2015).
This dataset contains more then 200K colored celebrity images with 40 attributes annotation.
Here we use 10 binary features, including: Gender, Young, Bald, Bangs, Blackhair, Blond-
hair, Eyeglasses, Mustache, Smiling, WearingNecktie. We take these features as X. So X is
a vector consisting of 10 binary components. We consider six types of images; the attributes
of these six types are shown in Table A.1. We used the aligned and cropped images and
further resize them to 96 x 96 as our training set. We take these colored images as the values
of Y. Therefore, the dimension of X is 10 and the dimension of Y is 96 x 96 x 3 = 27, 648.

Attributes | Gender Young Blkhair Bldhair Glass Bald Mus Smile Necktie Bangs
Type 1
Type 2
Type 3
Type 4
Type 5
Type 6

Zzzmmm
K2 KKK
K22 <22
zzz2z2=<2Z
zzz22Z22Z22Z
zzz2Z2Z2z2Z
Zz2z2Z22Z22
=202 <K
Zzz2z22Z2
Zzz2Z22Z22

Table 2: Attributes for six types of face images in the CelebA dataset: F=Female, M=Male;
Y= Yes, N= No.

The architecture of the discriminator is specified as follows: the 10 dimensional one-hot
vector is first expanded to 96 x 96 x 10 by replicating each number to a 96 x 96matrix. Then
it is concatenated with image Y on the last axis. Thus the processed data has dimension
96 x96 x 13. This processed data is then fed into 5 consecutive convolution layers initialized by
truncated normal distribution with SD = 0.01 with 64,128,256,512,1024 filters respectively.
The activation for each convolution layer is a leaky ReLLU with oo = 0.2. The strides is 2 and
the kernel size is 5. After convolution, it is flattened and connected to a dense layer with
one unit as output.

The architecture of the conditional generator is as follows: the noise vector and the
feature vector X are concatenated and fed to a dense layer with 3 x 3 x 1024 units with ReLLU
activation and then reshaped to 3 x 3 x 1024. Then it goes through 5 layers of deconvolution
initialized by truncated normal distribution with SD = 0.01 with 512,256,128,64,3 filters
respectively. The activation for each intermediate convolution layer is ReLU and hyperbolic
tangent function for the last layer. The strides is 2 and kernel size is 5. The optimizer is
Adam with §; = 0.5 and learning rate decrease from 0.0001 to 0.000005. The noise dimension
is 100.
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Figure 5: The left panel shows the true images in CelebA dataset. The right panel consists
of generated images. Each row corresponds to a specific type of faces.

In Figure 5, the left panel shows real images and the right panel shows generated images.
Each row corresponds to a specific type of face. The attributes of the six types of face images
are given in Table A.1. We can see that the generated images have similar qualities as the
original ones.

6 Discussion

We have proposed a Wasserstein conditional sampler, a generative approach to learning a
conditional distribution. We establish the convergence rate of the sampling distribution of the
proposed method. We also show that the curse of dimensionality can be mitigated if the data
distribution is supported on a lower dimensional set. Our numerical experiments demonstrate
that the proposed method performs well in a variety of settings from standard conditional
density estimation to more complex image generation and reconstruction problems.

In the future work, it would be interesting to consider incorporating additional informa-
tion such as sparsity and latent low dimensional structure of data in the proposed method
to better deal with the curse of dimensionality in the high-dimensional settings.
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Appendices

In the appendices, we include additional numerical results, proofs of the theorems stated in
the paper and technical details.

Appendix A Additional numerical results

We carry out numerical experiments to evaluate the finite sample performance of WGCS and
illustrate its applications using examples in conditional sample generation, nonparametric
conditional density estimation, visualization of multivariate data, and image generation and
reconstruction. For all the experiments below, the noise random vector n is generated from a
standard multivariate normal distribution. The discriminator is updated five times per one
update of the generator. We implemented WGCS in TensorFlow (Abadi et al., 2016) and
used the stochastic gradient descent algorithm Adam (Kingma and Ba, 2015) in training the
neural networks.

A.1 Conditional prediction: the abalone dataset

The abalone dataset is available at UCI machine learning repository (Dua and Graff, 2017).
It contains the number of rings of abalone and other physical measurements. The age of
abalone is determined by cutting the shell through the cone, staining it, and counting the
number of rings through a microscope, a time-consuming process. Other measurements,
which are easier to obtain, are used to predict the number of rings that determines the
age. This dataset contains 9 variables. They are sez, length, diameter, height, whole weight,
shucked weight, viscera weight, shell weight and rings. Except for the categorical variable
sex, all the other variables are continuous. The variable sex codes three groups: female,
male and infant, since the gender of an infant abalone is not known. We take rings as the
response Y € R and the other measurements as the covariate vector X € R?. The sample
size is 4,177. We use 90% of the data for training and 10% of the data as the test set.

The generator is a two-layer fully-connected network with 50 and 20 nodes and the
discriminator is also a two-layer network with 50 and 25 nodes, both with ReLLU activation
function. The noise n ~ N(0,I3).

(b) Female (c) Infant
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Figure A.1: The prediction intervals for the test set. The 418 abalones in the test set are
divided into three groups, (a) male, (b) female, and (c) infant.
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To examine the prediction performance of the estimated conditional density, we construct
the 90% prediction interval for the number of rings of each abalone in the testing set. The
prediction intervals are shown in Figure A.1. The actual number of rings are plotted as a
solid dot. The actual coverage for all 418 cases in the testing set is 90.90%, close to the
nominal level of 90%. The numbers of rings that are not covered by the prediction intervals
are the largest ones in each group. This dataset was also analyzed in Zhou et al. (2021) using
a generative method with the Kullback-Liebler divergence measure. The results are similar.

A.2 TImage generation: MNIST dataset

We now illustrate the application of WGCS to high-dimensional data problems and demon-
strate that it can easily handle the models when either of both of X and Y are high-
dimensional. We use the MNIST handwritten digits dataset (LeCun and Cortes, 2010),
which contains 60,000 images for training and 10,000 images for testing. The images are
stored in 28 x 28 matrices with gray color intensity from 0 to 1. Each image is paired with
a label in {0,1...,9}. We use WGCS to perform two tasks: generating images from labels
and reconstructing the missing part of an image.

We generate images of handwritten digits given the label. In this problem, the predictor
X is a categorical variable representing the ten digits: {0,1,...,9} and the response Y
represents 28 x 28 images. We use one-hot vectors in R!° to represent these ten categories.
So the dimension of X is 10 and the dimension of Y is 28 x 28 = 784. The response
Y € [0,1]*®*?8 is a matrix representing the intensity values. For the discriminator D, we
use a convolutional neural network (CNN) with 3 convolution layers with 128, 256, and 256
filters to extract the features of the image and then concatenate with the label information
(repeated 10 times to match the dimension of the features). The concatenated information
is sent to a fully connected layer and then to the output layer. For the generator G, we
concatenate the label information with the random noise vector  ~ N(0,I1o9). Then it is
fed to a CNN with 3 deconvolution layers with 256, 128, and 1 filters, respectively.
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Figure A.2: MNIST dataset: real images (left panel) and generated images given the labels

(right panel).

Figure A.2 shows the real images (left panel) and generated images (right panel). We
see that the generated images are similar to the real images and it is hard to distinguish
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the generated ones from the real images. Also, there are some differences in the generated
images, reflecting the random variations in the generating process.

A.3 Image generation given labels: CelebA dataset

We illustrate the application of WGCS to the problem of image generation with the Celeb-
Faces Attributes (CelebA) dataset (Liu et al., 2015), which is a large-scale dataset containing
more then 200K colored celebrity images with 40 attributes annotation. Here we use 10 fea-
tures including: Gender, Young, Bald, Bangs, Blackhair, Blondhair, Fyeglasses, Mustache,
Smiling, WearingNecktie as binary variables. We take these features as X. So X is a vector
consisting of 10 binary components. We used the aligned and cropped images and further
resize them to 96 x 96 as our training set. We take these colored images as the values of Y.
Therefore, the dimension of X is 10 and the dimension of Y is 96 x 96 x 3 = 27, 648.

Attributes | GenderYoung BlkhairBldhairGlass Bald Mus Smile NecktieBangs
Type 1 F Y N N N N N Y N N
Type 2 F Y N Y N N N Y N N
Type 3 F Y Y N N N N N N N
Type 4 M Y N N N N N N N N
Type 5 M N N N N N N Y N N
Type 6 M Y Y N N N N Y N N

Table A.1: Attributes for six types of face images in the CelebA dataset: F=Female,
M=Male; Y= Yes, N= No.

The architecture of the discriminator is specified as follows: the 10 dimensional one-hot
vector is first expanded to 96 x 96 x 10 by replicating each number to a 96 x 96matrix. Then
it is concatenated with image Y on the last axis. Thus the processed data has dimension
96x96x13. This processed data is then fed into 5 consecutive convolution layers initialized by
truncated normal distribution with SD = 0.01 with 64,128,256,512,1024 filters respectively.
The activation for each convolution layer is a leaky RELU with a = 0.2. The strides is 2
and the kernel size is 5. After convolution, it is flattened and connected to a dense layer
with one unit as output.

The structure of generator is as follows: the input of X and noise is concatenated and
fed to a dense layer with 3 x 3 x 1024 units with RELU activation and then reshaped to
3 x 3 x 1024. Then it goes through 5 layers of deconvolution initialized by truncated normal
distribution with SD = 0.01 with 512,256,128,64,3 filters respectively. The activation for
each intermediate convolution layer is RELU and hyperbolic tangent function for the last
layer. The strides is 2 and kernel size is 5. The optimizer is Adam with §; = 0.5 and learning
rate decrease from 0.0001 to 0.000005. The noise dimension is 100.
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Figure A.3: Comparison of the binary features. All images in this figure are generated
images. The first row and second row are generated given the same random noise and
attributes except for the one noted above.

In Figure A.3, we present image generation given some specific attributes. All the images
in this figure are generated. For each panel, there are three pairs of faces. Each pair is
generated with the same n except for the feature labeled above so they look exactly the
same except for the specified feature. For example, the first panel shows the generate bald
or non-bald faces, the first row includes bald faces and the second row includes non-bald
faces.

Appendix B A high level description of the error anal-
ysis

Below we first present a high level description of the error analysis. For the estimator
G of the conditional generator as given in (2.8), we are interested in bounding the error
dp(PX’é, Pxy). Our basic idea is to decompose this error into terms that are easier to
analyze.

Let {(X],Y]),i=1,...,n} and {n},j =1,...,n} be ghost samples that are independent
of the original samples. Here we introduce ghost samples as a technical tool for bounding
the stochastic error term &, defined below. The details are given in the proof of Lemma C.7
in the appendix. We consider (@ , ﬁ) based on the empirical version of L(G, D) that depends
on the original samples (X;,Y;,n;) given in (2.7) and (G', D’) based on the loss function of

the ghost samples (X/, Y/, 1),

L. (G, D) Z D(X — = ZD 1Y)
Recall the error dzi(Py ¢, Px,y) is defined by

dry (Py e Pxy) = sup {Ef(X,G) — Ef(X,Y)}.

fery
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We decompose it as follows:

~ 1 ~
dry(Pxo Prr) < sup {Erx.é) -~ ;ﬂxz, ¢}
+osup {037 (X161 - —Zf XY sup {13 FXL YY)~ BA(XY) )
=1

fEFL fEFL i1
= 54 + A + 53,

where A = sup ;e {+ >0, f(X], G — 150 A(XLY)Y

83 —fsél]g{n;f X1,7Y;/ ]Ef<X7Y)}’ (Bl)
and
&= fsu]g{]Ef(X G) — —Zf G (B.2)

By Lemma C.1, we have

1 n
A<2sup1nf||f D¢||Oo+sup{ ZD¢ ~ ——ZD¢ XY }
fer i=1

1
§2supigf”f—D¢Hoo mfsup{ ZD¢ ', Go) ——ZD¢ (X!,Y7) }
fe}—l =1 3

<28 + &,
where
& = supinf][f = Dy (B.3)
feF!
and
E = i:%f sgﬁp % ,L»Zl{D(b 1 Gy) — — Z Dy(X;,Y/) (B.4)

By their definitions, we can see that & and &, are approximation errors; & and &, are
stochastic errors.
We summarize the above derivation in the following lemma.

Lemma B.1. Let G = Gy be the minimax solution in (2.8). Then the bounded Lipschitz
distance between Py & and Px)y can be decomposed as follows.

dry (Px e Pxy) <286+ &+ & + & (B.5)

Theorems 3.1 to 3.4 are proved based on the error decomposition (B.5) and by bounding
each of the error terms &; to &;.
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Appendix C Supporting Lemmas and Proofs

In this section, we present support lemmas and prove Theorems 3.1 to 3.4. We first prove
the following lemma.

Lemma C.1. For any symmetric function classes F and H, denote the approximation error

EMH,F) as

gH,.F = inf ||h — o)
(H, ) :=sup inf[|h — f|

then for any probability distributions u and v,
dy(p,v) — dr(p,v) < 2E(H, F).
This inequality can be extended to an empirical version by using empirical measures.

Proof. By the definition of supremum, for any € > 0, there exists h. € H such that

dy(p,v) : =sup[E,h —E, R
heH

<E,he —E,hc+€

= }Ieljf:[E“(hE —f) = Eu(he — ) T Eu(f) —E.(f)] +¢€

< 2inf —
< 2inf |lhe = flloo + dr(n,v) + ¢
<2E(H,F)+dr(p,v) +e,

where the last line is due to the definition of E(H, F). O

C.1 An equivalent statement

We hope that functions in the evaluation class F! are defined on a bounded domain so we
can apply existing neural nets approximation theorems to bound the approximation error
&. It motivates us to first show that proving the desired convergence rate is equivalent
to establishing the same convergence rate but with the domain restricted function class
Fr=A{f|Buiogn) : f € F'} as the evaluation class under Assumption 1.

Suppose Assumption 1 holds. By the Markov inequality we have

ElZN gz >108my _
logn

_ (logn)®

O(n~ 4ta /logn), (B.1)

P([|Z] > logn) <

where Z = (X,Y'). The bounded Lipschitz distance is defined as

dri(Pxy,Pyg) = sup Ef(X,Y) —Ef(X,G). (B.2)
fert

The first term above can be decomposed as

Ef(Z) =Ef(Z)1)z)<0gn + Bf(Z)1) 25108 n-

26



For any f € F! and a fixed point ||29]| < logn, due to the Lipschitzness of f, the second
term above satisfies

|Ef(Z)]l||Z||>logn| §|Ef(Z)ﬂ||Z\|>logn - Ef(ZO)ILHZH>logn| + |Ef(z(]>]l||Z||>logn|
<E||Z — 20l Ljzsiogn + BP(IZ] > logn)

_ (logn)®

:O(n d+q )7

where the second inequality is due to lipschitzness and boundedness of f, and the last
inequality is due to Assumption 1 and (B.1). The second term in (B.2) can be dealt similarly
due to Condition 3.1 for the network Gy. Hence, restricting the evaluation class to F} will
not affect the convergence rate in the main results, i.e. O(niﬁq). Due to this fact, to keep
notation simple, we denote F! as F! in the following sections.

C.2 Bounding the errors

We first state two lemmas for controlling the approximation error & in (B.4). Let S%(zo, ..., 2n11)
be the set of all continuous piecewise linear functions f : R — R? which have breakpoints
only at zp < 21 < -+- < zy < zyy41 and are constant on (—o0, zy) and (zy11,00). The

following lemma is from Yang et al. (2021).

Lemma C.2. Suppose that W > 7d+1, L > 2 and N < (W —d — 1)ngg_lj L%J Then

forany zp < z1 < -+ < 2y < ZN11, Sd(zo, ..., 2n+1) can be represented by a ReLU FNNs
with width and depth no larger than W and L, respectively.

If we choose N = (W —d — 1) \_ng_lj \_%j, a simple calculation shows ¢cW?2L/d < N <
CW?L/d with ¢ = 1/384 and C' = 1/12. This means when the number of breakpoints are
moderate compared with the network structure, such piecewise linear functions are express-
ible by feedforward ReLU networks. The next result shows that we can apply piecewise

linear functions to push each 7} to Y;.

Lemma C.3. Suppose probability measure v supported on R is absolutely continuous w.r.t.
Lebesgue measure, and probability meansure p is supported on RY. n; andy; are i.1.d. samples
from v and p, respectively for i € [n]. Then there exist generator ReLU FNN g : R — R?
maps n; to y; for all i. Moreover, such g can be obtained by properly specifying W2 Ly = caqn
for some constant 12 < ¢y < 384.

Proof. By the absolute continuity of v, all the n; are distinct a.s.. Without loss of generality,

assume 71 < 12 < ... <1, (or we can reorder them). Let 7,1/ be any point between 7; and
Niv1 for i € {1,2,...,n—1}. We define the continuous piece-wise linear function g : R — RY
by

Y1 n <,

n—Mi+1/2 n—"nsi ) _ o s o

g(n) _ 7]1'_772'+1/2y1+ 77¢+%_77iyl+1 n= (77z,772+1/2)7 fori=1,...,n—1,
Yit1 n € [ni+1/27ni+1]a for i = 17"'777/_27
Yn N2 NMn—141/2-
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Then g maps 7; to y; for all i. By Lemma C.2, g € NN(Wy, Ly) if n < (Wy — ¢ —

1) LWQg_qq*lJ L%J . Takingn = (Wo—q—1) L%g—j*lj L%J , a simple calculation shows W2 Ly =

cgn for some constant 12 < ¢ < 384. ]

(Convergence rate of EE;). By Lemma C.8, we have

1 d+q
mN@wa@<(%ﬁ |

~
€

Taking 0 = n” ¥ logn and applying Lemma C.7, we obtain

M
EE, = O (5 +n 2(logn) 2" / e””zqde)
1

d+q

=0 (3+n"%(logn) 351 "%)
= O(1)(d + q)*/? (nfﬁq logn + n~ T log n)
= 0(1)(d + ¢)*? (n_riq logn) :
0

We now consider a way to characterize the distance between two joint distributions
of (X,G(n,X)) and (X,Y) by the Integral Probability Metric (IPM, Miiller (1997)) with
respect to the uniformly bounded 1-Lipschitz function class F!, which is defined as

Flm (i R% S R | [f(21) — f(z)] < |1 — 2| and ||l < B for some B > 0}.

The metric dz: is also known as the bounded Lipschitz metric (dgr) which metricizes the
weak topology on the space of probability distributions. Let Py be the joint distribution
of (X,G(n, X)) and Pxy be the joint distribution of (X,Y). We are bounding the error
Eqdri (P ¢ Pxy)-

We consider the error bound under dg; because the approximation errors will be un-
bounded if we do not impose the uniform bound for the evaluation class F. However, if Pxy
has bounded support, then dg; will be essentially dyy,.

For convenience, we restate Lemma B.1 below.

Lemma C.4. Let G = Gy be the minimax solution in (2.8). Then the bounded Lipschitz
distance between PX,G and Pxy can be decomposed as follows.

dri(Py ¢y Pxy) < 261 + & + & + &u.

Remark. As far as we know, all the tools for controlling approximation error & require
that the approximated functions be defined on a bounded domain. Hence, the restriction on
2logn cube for F' is technically necessary for controlling €. The fact that we used uniform
bound B in the proof also explains that we can only consider dgy, for the unbounded support
case. However, in the bounded support case, this statement is obviously unnecessary and we
are able to obtain results under 1-Wasserstein distance.
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C.3 Bounding the error terms

Bounding &;. The discriminator approximation error £, = sup ;e z1 infy || f—Dylo describes
how well the discriminator neural network class is in the task of approximating functions
from the Lipschitz class F'. Intuitively speaking, larger discriminator class architecture
will lead to smaller £. There has been much recent work on the approximation power of
deep neural networks (Lu et al., 2020, 2017; Montanelli and Du, 2019; Petersen and Voigt-
laender, 2018; Shen et al., 2019a,b; Suzuki, 2018; Yarotsky, 2017, 2018), quantitatively or
non-quantitatively, asymptotically or non-asymptotically. The next lemma is a quantitative
and non-asymptotic result from Shen et al. (2019a).

Lemma C.5 (Shen et al. (2019a) Theorem 4.3). Let f be a Lipschitz continuous function
defined on BEFY(R). For arbitrary Wy, Ly € N, there exists a function Dy implemented by
a ReLU feedforward neural network with width no more than Wy and depth no more than L,
such that

1/ = Dylloo 3 R\/d+ q(WiLy) ra.

When balancing the errors, we can let the discriminator structure be WiL; > /n and

R = 2logn so that & is of the order /d + qnfﬁq logn, which is the same order of the
statistical errors.

Bounding &,. The generator approximation error & = infgsup,n="' > " | Dy(X],Gg) —
n '3 Dy(X([,Y!) describes how powerful the generator class is to realize the empirical
version of noise outsourcing lemma. If we can find a ReLU FNN Gy, such that Gy, (1}, X!) =
Y/ for all i € [n], then & = 0. To ease the problem, it suffices to find a R™ — R? ReLU
FNN that maps all the 7} to Y/. If such a ReLU network exists, then the desired Gy,
exists automatically by ignoring the input X;’s. The existence of such a neural network is
guaranteed by the Lemma C.3 in appendix, where the structure of the generator network is
to be set as WL, = cqn for some constant 12 < ¢ < 384. Hence by properly setting the
generator network in this way, we can realize & = 0. Note that Lemma C.3 holds under the
condition that the range of Gy covers the support of Py. Since we imposed Condition 3.1,
this is not always satisfied. However, assumption 1 controls the probability of the bad set
where & # 0 and we can show that the desired convergence rate is not affected by the bad

set.

Bounding &;. The statistical error £ = sup;ezn™' 31" f(X],Y)) — Ef(X,Y) quantifies
how close the empirical distribution and the true target are under bounded Lipschitz distance.
The following lemma is a standard result quantifying such a distance.

Lemma C.6 (Lu and Lu (2020) Proposition 3.1). Assume that probability distribution ™ on
R satisfies that My = E | X|* < oo, and let &, be its empirical distribution. Then

Edy, (7on, ©) 3 Vdn 1,

The finite moment condition is satisfied due to (B.1) and E|X[* = [[* 3t*P(|X| > t)dt.
Recall that dzi (7, ) < dw, (7., 7), hence we have

EE; < \/d+ qn T, (B.3)
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Bounding &,. Similar to &, the statistical error £ = sup ez Ef (X, G)—n 'S0 F(XL G
describes the distance between the distribution of (X, G’) and its empirical distribution. We
need to introduce the empirical Rademacher complexity 7%,@(./T ) to quantify it. Define the
empirical Rademacher complexity of function class F as

7A3n}" = E.su &f XZ,G
(F) f@gnz )

where € = (€1, ..., €,) are 1.i.d. Rademacher variables, i.e. uniform {—1,1}.

The next lemma shows how to bound E&; by empirical Rademacher complexity using
symmetrization and chaining argument. We include the proof here for completeness, which
can also be found in Srebro and Sridharan (2010).

Lemma C.7 (Random Covering Entropy Integral). Assume supcz||fllee < B. For any
distribution p and its empirical distribution fi,, we have

0<d<B

Eldr(fin, )] < 2ER,(F) <E inf (4(5+ —/ V9og N (e, F, Loo(Py))de ) . (B4)

of Lemma C.7. The first inequality in (B.4) can be proved by symmetrization. We have

E&;—EsupEf(XG ——Zf A)

fert =1
1 <& S -
= Esup |[E— X, G) — — X, G
sup n;f( ) n;f( )
1 o N -
< Esup Xi,G) — = X, G
fefl[nzlﬂ ) n;ﬂ )
1 . A 1A
:Esup[—ZQ(f(Xi,G)—f(XiaG))]
fe]'—lnizl

< 2ER,(FY),

where the first inequality is due to Jensen inequality, and the third equality is because that
f(X;,G) — f(X],&) has symmetric distribution, which is the reason why we introduce the
ghost sample.

The second inequality in (B.4) can be proved by chaining. Let oy = B and for any
j € Ny let a;j = 279B. For each j, let T; be a aj;-cover of F! w.r.t. Ly(P,) such that
Ty = N(ai, F*, Lo(P,)). For each f € F' and j, pick a function f; € T} such that ||f; —
o) < . Let fo =0 and for any N, we can express f by chaining as

f f fN+Z le
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Denote O; := (X, é) Hence for any N, we can express the empirical Rademacher complexity
as

R (F! —E sup Zﬁz ( — fn(03) + Z(fj(Oz‘) - fjl(Oi))>

fert
n 1 N R
S _E sup €; < z ) + ]Ee sup € (f f—1<02)>
feFty Z 2 o fer ; ! ’
1 N
< llellzacey 19 11f = Follzacn +Z REesup 306 (£(0) — f1(0)
<04N+Z —E, sup Zéz (f] ]Ej—l(oi)>a
ferty
where € = (€1,...,€,) and the second-to-last inequality is due to Cauchy—Schwarz. Now

the second term is the summation of empirical Rademacher complexity w.r.t. the function
classes {f' — f": f € T;, f" € T;_1},j=1,...,N. Note that

~ N ~ N 2
1y = FalBagen < (115 = Flliacen +11f = Filliaen)
< (o + aj1)
== 30(?.

Massart’s lemma (Lemma C.9 below) states that if for any finite function class 7, sup e 7 || f|| () <
B, then we have

. 2B21
Ro(F) < og(!ﬂ).

n
Applying Massart’s lemma to the function classes {f'—f" : f' € T;, f" € T;_1},7=1,..., N,
we get that for any N,

R (]_—1) < aN+Z3 \/210g<|T" ) ‘ijl‘)

1 T
< ay +6Z ;| — Og|

. 1
< ay+ 122 — 1) \/logN(%’f La(Fn))

n

1 1 Ly(P
< ozN+12/ \/OgN r, F7, Lo n))dr,
AN+1

n

where the third inequality is due to 2(a; — a;41) = a;. Now for any small § > 0 we can
choose N such that ayy1 <6 < ay. Hence,

B
R (F) §25+12/ \/IOgN(T’F’LZ(P”))dr.

n
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Since § > 0 is arbitrary, we can take inf w.r.t. J to get

B
RuF) < inf <45+12/ \/log/\/'(r,}"l’LQ(Pn))dr>.
)

0<d<B n

Now the result follows due to the fact that for any function class F and samples,
N(e, F, La(Pn)) S N(e, F, Loo(Pn)) S N(e, F || - [|0)-

This completes the proof of Lemma C.7. n

In & = supsezm Ef(X, é) — %Z;;l f(X{,G’), we used the discriminator network G’
obtained from the ghost samples for the empirical distribution. The reason is that sym-
metrization requires two distributions being the same. In our settings, (X;, G(X;,7;)) and
(X!, G(X!,n})) do not have the same distribution, but (X;, G(X;,n;)) and (X!, G'(X!, 7)) do.
Recall that we have restricted F' to B (2logn). Since N (€, F, Loo(Pn)) < N(&, F, | - |loo),
now it suffices to bound the covering number N (e, F*|5_ 210gn), ||  [loc)-

Lemma C.8 below provides an upper bound for the covering number of Lipschitz class.
It is a direct corollary of (Van der Vaart and Wellner, 1996, Theorem 2.7.1).

Lemma C.8. Let X be a bounded, convex subset of R? with nonempty interior. There exists
a constant cq depending only on d such that

log N'(€&, F(X), || - ]oo) < car(X) (%)

for every € > 0, where F*(X) is the 1-Lipschitz function class defined on X, and A(X') is
the Lebesque measure of the set {x : ||z — X|| < 1}.

Applying Lemmas C.7 and C.8 and taking 6 = Cv/d + qniﬁq logn for some constant
C > 0, we have

EE, =0 <\/d + qniﬁq log n) : (B.5)

C.4 Proofs of the theorems

We are now ready to prove Theorems 3.1 and 3.2.

(of Theorem 3.1). By taking W1L; = [/n] and R = 2logn in Lemma B.1, we get

& =2 n~ logn. Lemma C.3 states that & = 0 as long as the range of Gy covers all the

Y/, ie. maxj<i<y ||Y/]| < logn. Hence the nice set H := {maxj<;<, ||Z/| < logn} is where
_Qogm)? (logn)?

& =0,and P(H)=1—-PH)<1-(1- C%)” < Cn~ i /logn. Also, we have

E& =2 n~ 7 and E&E 2 n~ T logn by (B.3) and (B.5), respectively. Therefore, by Lemma

32



B.5, we have

Edzi (Py ¢, Pxy) < Edzi(Px g, Pxy)lu +Eda(Py g, Pxy)lpge
< (28 + & +EE +EE) 1y + 2BP(H)
(logn)®
= n” T logn + 0+ n” T 4w logn+n~ LT /logn
3 n” T logn.
This completes the proof of Theorem 3.1. m

of Theorem 3.2. By taking WiL; = [\/n] and R = M in Lemma C.5, we get & 3 n~ @,
1
Since the range of Gy covers all the Y/, we have & = 0. Also, we have EE3 =S n~ @t by

i

previous results. Similar to the procedure for obtaining the convergence rate of EE,, we get
1

EEy 2 n” @+, In all by Lemma B.5, we have

Edz (Py g, Pxy) <26 + & + E& + EE,
jniﬁq F0+n b T
= n” T
This completes the proof of Theorem 3.2. m
We now prove Corollary 3.3.

of Corollary 3.3. 1t suffices to show Exdw, (P, x), Pvix) < dw,(Px ¢, Pxy). By the
definition of Wasserstein distance, we have dw, (P, x—), Pyix=2) = inf,, S |G = Y||d,,

where the inf is taken over the set of all the couplings of G(n, z) and Y|X = z. Adding a
coordinate while preserving the norm, we have

i (P Pri=) =t [ [@,6) = (2. s

Therefore,

Exdi, (Pogy Prix) = [ inf [ l(0.6) = (@,Y)|dr.dPx
<inf [ (X,6) - (X,Y)]dn
= dw, (Py g, Pxy),
where the last inf is taken over the set of all the couplings of (X, G(n, X)) and (X,Y). [
Next, we prove Theorem 3.4.

d+q R
of Theorem 3.4. By taking WL, = [nﬁw and R = M in Lemma C.5, we get & 3 n g

Since the range of Gy covers all the Y;

', we have & = 0. By Assumption 3, we have

33



log N(e, A, || -]]2) = log(1)44. Plugging it into (??) and applying Lemma C.7 again by taking

€

0= nfﬁ, we have E&;, EE, 3 n~ 5. In all by Lemma B.5, we have
Edz (Py g, Pxy) <26 + & + E& + EE,
;jn_é Y04 p
= Y
This completes the proof of Theorem 3.4. n
Finally, we include Massart’s lemma for convenience.

Lemma C.9 (Massart’s Lemma). Let A C R™ be a finite set, with r = maxgc4 ||z||2, then

the following holds:
1 - V2log |A
E.— sup E €61 < 7“_0g||,

n n
z€EA i—1

A proof of this lemma can be found at (Mohri et al., 2018, Theorem 3.3).
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