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Abstract—We study the problem of overcoming expo-
nential sample complexity in differential entropy estima-
tion under Gaussian convolutions. Specifically, we con-
sider the estimation of the differential entropy h(X+Z)
via n independently and identically distributed samples
of X , where X and Z are independent D-dimensional
random variables with X sub-Gaussian with bounded
second moment and Z ∼ N (0, σ2ID). Under the
absolute-error loss, the above problem has a parametric
estimation rate of cD√

n
, which is exponential in data

dimension D and often problematic for applications.
We overcome this exponential sample complexity by
projecting X to a low-dimensional space via principal
component analysis (PCA) before the entropy estimation,
and show that the asymptotic error overhead vanishes
as the unexplained variance of the PCA vanishes. This
implies near-optimal performance for inherently low-
dimensional structures embedded in high-dimensional
spaces, including hidden-layer outputs of deep neural
networks (DNN), which can be used to estimate mutual
information (MI) in DNNs. We provide numerical results
verifying the performance of our PCA approach on
Gaussian and spiral data. We also apply our method to
analysis of information flow through neural network lay-
ers (c.f. information bottleneck), with results measuring
mutual information in a noisy fully connected network
and a noisy convolutional neural network (CNN) for
MNIST classification.12

I. INTRODUCTION

This work addresses the problem of the estimation
of smoothed entropy (and associated measures) in
high dimensions, also known as “differential entropy
estimation under Gaussian convolutions.” For a given
random vector X ∈ RD, the (σ-) smoothed entropy
was introduced in [1], [2] as

hσ(X) = h(X + Z), Z ∼ N (0, σ2ID)

1The appendices referenced in this paper along with additional
experiments are hosted on arXiv at https://arxiv.org/abs/2305.04712.

2The authors would like to thank Ziv Goldfeld for helpful
discussions during the formation of the project.

where N (0, σ2ID) is isotropic Gaussian noise with
variance σ2.3 Our goal is to estimate this quantity
based on samples of X , when the dimensionality
D is large. This nonparametric functional estimation
problem generally requires a number of samples expo-
nential in dimension [2], in this work we propose using
dimensionality reduction to address this issue for a
class of approximately low-dimensional distributions.

A key application of smoothed entropy is in estima-
tion of mutual information in noisy channels,

I(X;Y + Z) = h(Y + Z)− h(Y + Z|X), (1)

where we assume Y ∈ RD, Z ∼ N (0, σ2ID) is
Gaussian noise and the conditional distribution Y |X =
x ∼ pY |X=x can be sampled from. In this case,
X ∈ RDX where DX does not directly affect the
scaling of the estimator. An example application of
this framework to machine learning is the analysis of
information flow in noisy neural networks [1].

It can also be used in the joint sampling case, where
noise is added to both arguments. This corresponds to
the mutual information between outputs of a pair of
noisy channels with coupled inputs. Specifically,

I(X + Z1, Y + Z2) =h(X + Z1) + h(Y + Z2)

− h(X + Z1, Y + Z2), (2)

where here we assume equal dimensions X,Y ∈ RD
and equal noise levels Z1, Z2 ∼ N (0, σ2ID).4 Note
all terms of (2) are smoothed entropies.

It was noted in [1] that smoothed entropies cannot
be computed in closed form. The work in [1], [2]
presented a plug-in estimator for smoothed entropy,
and established rates of convergence of the form
O(cDn−1/2), where n is the number of samples. While

3While we retain isotropic noise for simplicity of presentation, it
can be extended to non-isotropic noise via normalization.

4The extension to non-equal dimensions is clear, and the extension
to non-equal or non-isotropic noise is immediate via normalization.
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this rate converges quickly with n,5 the prefix grows
exponentially with dimension D and thus quickly
becomes impractical for high dimensional settings.

High dimensional data is ubiquitous in statistics and
machine learning, and being able to estimate entropy
in these regimes and apply information-theoretic quan-
tities is highly desirable. Example applications include
the study of information flow in neural networks [1],
[3]–[5], independence testing [6], conditional indepen-
dence testing for causal structure learning [7], regular-
ization of neural network architectures [8], generative
modeling (e.g. InfoGAN [9]), and many others.

The application of estimating information flows in
DNNs is particularly illustrative. There has been a
surge of interest in measuring the mutual information
between selected groups of neurons in a DNN [1],
[10]–[14], partially driven by the Information Bottle-
neck (IB) theory [3], [15]. Typically, focus centers
on the mutual information I(X;T ) between the input
feature X and the values of a hidden neural network
layer T . However, as explained in [1], this quan-
tity is vacuous in deterministic DNNs6 and becomes
meaningful only when a mechanism for discarding
information (e.g., noise) is integrated into the system.
To remedy this, a noisy DNN framework was proposed
in [1], where each neuron adds a small amount of
Gaussian noise (i.i.d. across neurons) after applying
the activation function. In the noisy DNN framework
of [1] and [2], each neuron adds σ-Gaussian noise to
its output. Hence, I(X;T ) becomes non-vacuous:

I(X;T ) = I(X;T ′+Z) = h(T ′+Z)−h(T ′+Z|X),

where T ′ is the output of the neuron prior to added
noise, and Z ∼ N (0, σ2I). Note that this reduces the
mutual information of interest to the smoothed differ-
ential entropies we are considering in the present work.
The task then reduces to estimating these smoothed
entropies from samples obtained from propagating
available samples of X through the noisy DNN. Un-
fortunately, however, the dimensionality of T is often
large, and [1] identified significant issues in scaling
the estimator to non-toy neural networks.

To remedy this curse of dimensionality (cD scaling),
we propose to estimate smoothed entropy in high
dimensions by first projecting the data to a lower d-
dimensional space prior to estimating the smoothed
entropy. This is motivated by the manifold hypothesis
of machine learning [16], which states that most high-
dimensional data distributions have support on or near

5Compare to the O(n−1/D) rate of non-smoothed entropy, which
is a key motivation for using smoothed entropy [2]

6i.e., DNNs that, for fixed parameters, define a deterministic
mapping from input to output.

a much lower dimensional data manifold. This data
manifold may be linear or near-linear (in which case
it is a subspace discoverable by Principal Component
Analysis), or highly nonlinear.

Smoothed entropy is particularly well suited to the
approximately-low-dimensional regime. While pro-
jecting away low-variance dimensions can have an un-
bounded (even infinite) impact on traditional entropy,
since smoothed entropy involves convolution with a σ-
Gaussian, the entropy lost in the projection operation
can be lower bounded in terms of σ and upper bounded
in terms of the variance of the removed dimensions.
Using this fact, we provide a theoretical foundation for
performing dimensionality reduction prior to smoothed
entropy information estimation, without the need for
smoothness assumptions on the distribution of X .
This enables principled use of powerful information-
theoretic measures in high dimensional regimes.

In passing, we point out that without smoothing,
entropy (and mutual information) estimation in high
dimensions scales even more poorly with dimension
than the smoothed case. In particular, the minimax
convergence rate for any estimator is on the order of
n−1/D, with a constant multiplier that may also grow
with dimension [17], [18]. While practical success has
been seen with neural estimators (e.g. MINE [8]), it
has been shown that these approaches cannot fully
defeat the curse of dimensionality [19]. Alternatively,
averaging the mutual information over random pro-
jections to lower dimensional space was proposed as
Sliced Mutual Information [20] – while the estimation
of Sliced Mutual Information does not directly suffer
from a curse of dimensionality, it is a separate quantity
from traditional mutual information and does not retain
all properties thereof, e.g. the data processing inequal-
ity. Our work differs in that we attempt to estimate the
classical mutual information directly.

Here for space reasons we focus on Principal Com-
ponent Analysis (PCA) dimensionality reduction. Our
approach, however, can be in principle be generalized
to arbitrary, possibly nonlinear, dimensionality reduc-
tion approaches (e.g. isomap [21] or self-supervised
neural network embeddings such as in [22]).

II. SMOOTHED ENTROPY ESTIMATION VIA
DIMENSIONALITY REDUCTION

We first establish some notation. Recall X ∈ RD
is a random vector with density pX . Suppose we have
2n samples {Xi}2ni=1 from pX .

We aggregate these samples into two sample matri-
ces of (for simplicity) equal size:

X(1)
n =

[
X1 · · · Xn

]
,
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X(2)
n =

[
Xn+1 · · · X2n

]
,

where the samples X
(1)
n are used to estimate the

projection operator, and the independent samples X(2)
n

are used to estimate the entropy of the resulting
projected copy of X . This splitting of samples ensures
independence of the projection and the samples used
to estimate the projected entropy, which simplifies the
derivation of the theoretical bounds. Let the covariance
matrix Σ = E[XXT ] and the sample covariance

Σn =
1

n

n∑
i=1

XiX
T
i .

Since Σ, Σn are positive semidefinite by definition, we
can denote the eigenvalue decompositions of Σ, Σn as

Σ =

D∑
j=1

λjVjV
T
j , Σn =

D∑
j=1

λ̂j V̂j V̂
T
j

respectively, where λj , λ̂j are the corresponding eigen-
values sorted in descending order7 and Vj , V̂j ∈ RD
are the corresponding (orthonormal) eigenvectors.

By using PCA, we implicitly assume (to be made
more formal in the next section) that d is chosen such
that the top d eigenvalues dominate and the d + 1th
eigenvalue and following are small (i.e. λd+1 is small).

We can then define PCA dimensionality reduction,
which corresponds to the projection of the data X onto
the top d eigenvectors of Σn. Specifically, let

Vd =
[
V1 · · · Vd

]
, V̂d =

[
V̂1 · · · V̂d

]
be the D × d matrices of the top d eigenvectors of Σ
and Σn respectively. Letting ΠV denote the projection
operator onto the span of V, define

XVd
= ΠVd

X = VT
dX, XV̂d

= ΠV̂d
X = V̂T

dX.

XV̂d
is the empirical PCA dimensionality reduction

to d dimensions using the sample covariance Σn, and
XVd

is the corresponding dimensionality reduction
using the true covariance Σ.

Our goal is to approximate the entropy of X by the
entropy of the dimensionality-reduced XV̂d

= ΠV̂d
X ,

and estimate this dimension-reduced entropy using the
samples contained in X

(2)
n . Since the projected copy

has lower dimension, such an approximation requires
an additive correction term to account for the entropy
in the deleted dimensions. As we are assuming that X
has low variance/entropy in the deleted dimensions,
for projections onto linear subspaces (e.g. PCA) we
can lower bound the entropy in the D − d deleted

7λj , λ̂j are real and ≥ 0 since the matrices are pos. semidefinite.

dimensions by the entropy of D − d dimensional σ2-
variance Gaussian noise. In the case of the oracle
projection ΠVd

X , we can also upper bound it by the
entropy of a Gaussian with covariance matching that
of X in the deleted dimensions8, specifically, note that

h(X + Z)− h(ΠV̂d
X) ≥ D − d

2
log(2πeσ2),

D − d
2

log(2πe(λd+1 + σ2)) ≥

h(X + Z)− h(ΠVd
X) ≥ D − d

2
log(2πeσ2).

Hence, for small d + 1th eigenvalue λd+1 and large
enough samples, this dimensionality correction term
D−d
2 log(2πeσ2) will yield a tight approximation.
This procedure yields our PCA dimensionality re-

duced smoothed entropy estimator:

ĥPCA(X+Z) = ĥσ(ΠV̂d
X(2)
n )+

D − d
2

log(2πeσ2),

(3)
where ĥσ(·) is the d-dimensional smoothed entropy
estimator of [1], specifically the plug-in estimator

ĥσ(X(2)
n ) = h(P

X
(2)
n
∗ Nσ) (4)

where P
X

(2)
n

is the d-dimensional empirical distribu-

tion corresponding to the n columns of X
(2)
n and Nσ

is the distribution N (0, σ2Id). As shown in [1], this
last entropy h(P

X
(2)
n
∗ Nσ) is simple to compute.

Appendix C applies our estimator to the noisy
mutual information cases presented in the introduction.

III. CONVERGENCE RATES FOR LOW-INTRINSIC
DIMENSION DISTRIBUTIONS

We here derive bounds on the smoothed estimation
error for a class of approximately low-dimensional
data distributions. Our focus will be on approximately
d-dimensional X ∈ RD ∼ P such that d-dimensional
PCA recovers most of the variance of X .

We consider the setting of sub-Gaussian X:9

Definition 1 (sub-Gaussian Distribution): A d-
dimensional distribution P is K-sub-Gaussian, for
K > 0, if X ∼ P satisfies

E
[
exp
(
αT (X−EX)

)]
≤ exp

(
0.5K2‖α‖2

)
,

∀α ∈ Rd. (5)

In words, the above requires that every one-
dimensional projection of X be sub-Gaussian in
the traditional scalar sense. When

(
X − EX

)
∈

8Since the maximum entropy distribution under covariance con-
straint is a Gaussian.

9Slightly better constants can be achieved for bounded support
densities, see [2] for details.
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B(0, R) :=
{
x ∈ Rd

∣∣‖x‖2 ≤ R}, (5) holds with
K = R.

Theorem 1: Let d be the target dimension of PCA,
and X a K-sub-Gaussian centered random vector in
RD such that

E‖X‖22 ≤M.

With λ1 > · · · > λD the eigenvalues of covariance Σ,
we assume a d to d+ 1 eigenvalue gap δd = 1

2 (λd −
λd+1) and a residual eigenvalue sum

∑D
i=d+1 λi ≤ L.

Then for c a constant,

E
∣∣∣ĥPCA(X + Z)− h(X + Z)

∣∣∣ ≤
log e

σ2

(
3
√
Dσ2 +M + 4

√
M
)(√

L+
2M3/2

δd
n−1/2

)
+Oσ,K(cd)n−1/2.

Note that the bound in Theorem 1 consists of two
terms. The first term arises from errors in the PCA
dimensionality reduction, and necessarily includes the
residual eigenvalue sum L as a persistent error. The
second term arises from the finite sample error of
the reduced d-dimensional smoothed entropy estima-
tor. Importantly, note that the scaling with ambient
dimension D has been greatly reduced, instead of the
cD scaling of the ambient space estimator, our bound
scales only as

√
D in the first term10 and cd in the

second term as expected. Additionally, the scaling of
the terms with n remains fast at O(n−1/2).

The proof of Theorem 1 given in Appendix B. The
key building blocks of the proof are the Wasserstein
continuity of smoothed entropy [23] and finite sample
bounds on the recovery of d-dimensional PCA pro-
jection matrices [24]. The proof of the bound on the
first term in Theorem 1 proceeds by (1) bounding the
Frobenius norm error between the estimated projection
matrix V̂dV̂

T
d and the true matrix VdV

T
d , and (2)

bounding the combined impact of the deleted residual
terms L and the error in estimating Vd on the pro-
jected smoothed entropy estimate using Wasserstein
continuity and bounds on the associated Wasserstein
distances. The bound on the second term follows from
the d-dimensional smoothed entropy estimation result
given in Theorem 3 of [2].

IV. EMPIRICAL RESULTS

A. Synthetic data entropy estimation
We first verify the theoretical convergence result

on synthetic data. We generated centered Gaussian
X with covariance Diag(1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸

d

, λD, . . . , λD︸ ︷︷ ︸
100−d

) and

10The
√
D is from the expected 2-norm of the noise E‖Z‖2 =

σ2D, used in the Wasserstein continuity result of [23].

compared the post-PCA smoothed entropy estimate of
X + Z with the value of the ground-truth projected
smoothed entropy, where Z ∼ N (0, σI100). Fig 1
shows that for varying d, σ, and λD, rapid conver-
gence is observed despite the 100-dimensional ambient
space. Note that higher d and smaller σ require more
samples as expected, while the residual eigenvalues
λD do not have much effect on the error. The limited
impact of λD is to be expected while λD remains
somewhat smaller than 1, since PCA will successfully
project away these eigenvectors in that regime, even
though the sum of the 100 − d eigenvalue intensities
may be large.

(a) 2 ≤ d ≤ 10, σ =
.1, λD = .01

(b) .025 ≤ σ ≤ .8, d =
3, λD = .01

(c) .01 ≤ λD ≤ .3, d = 3, σ = .1

Fig. 1: Convergence of the (log-scale) error of es-
timating the σ-smoothed entropy of a d-dimensional
Gaussian embedded in 100 dimensional space. Shown
are parameter sweeps over number of samples n,
dimension d, noise level σ, and intensity λD of the
100− d residual eigenvalues.

B. Synthetic data independence testing

We consider X ∈ R100 and Y ∈ R100 with a rank-d
common signal, specifically, X and Y being random
projections of the same d-dimensional random Gaus-
sian vector W ∼ N (0, Id) into D = 100 dimensional
space, i.e. X = PXW + NX , Y = PYW + NY ,
where PX , PY are D×d standard normal matrices, and
NX , NY are independent Gaussian noise vectors with
standard deviation 0.01. Figure 2 shows independence
testing results, where we estimate and threshold I(X+
Z1;Y +Z2) (as in (2)) using our PCA-based smoothed
entropy estimator11, using σ = 1. Our dimensionality-

11This smoothed approach is equivalent to estimating I(X;Y )
with a kernel density estimator.

4



reduced approach significantly outperforms ambient
space mutual information estimation.

102 103
n

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

RO
C 
AU

C
1-PCA MI, d = 1
3-PCA MI, d = 1
5-PCA MI, d = 1
MI, d = 1
1-PCA MI, d = 3
3-PCA MI, d = 3
5-PCA MI, d = 3
MI, d = 3
1-PCA MI, d = 5
3-PCA MI, d = 5
5-PCA MI, d = 5
MI, d = 5

Fig. 2: Independence testing in D = 100 dimensional
space, area under the ROC curve shown for threshold-
ing estimated I(X + Z1;Y + Z2).

C. Information flow in neural networks

In this section, we address the problem of estimating
information flow in noisy neural networks (where
Gaussian noise of standard deviation σ is added to
each layer), as presented in [1]. We will show that
the dimensionality reduction of PCA allows us to
accurately track information flow with fewer samples
than possible in the ambient space. We first test the
fully connected neural network analyzed in [1], [15],
and then use our approach to obtain similar plots in
the much higher dimension regime of a convolutional
neural network trained on the MNIST image dataset.

a) Fully connected neural network: Consider the
data and model of [15] for binary classification of 12-
dimensional inputs. The noisy fully connected network
is described in Appendix D. Results tracking estimates
of the mutual information between the input X and
hidden layers T`, for ` = 1, . . . , 5 are shown as a
function of training epoch in Figure 3. Results are
shown for PCA dimensions 3 and 5, along with no
PCA, for small noise σ = 0.0025 and moderate noise
σ = 0.01. Here we have 256 samples from X , and 40
samples of T` conditioned on each of the 256 values
of X for a total of 40 × 256 samples from T`. Note
that the d = 3, 5 PCA results successfully recover the
trends shown in the ambient space estimates.

b) Convolutional neural network for MNIST: We
trained a noisy convolutional neural network (CNN) on
the MNIST dataset with architecture following [1] de-
scribed in Appendix D. In contrast to the previous fully
connected experiment, obtaining accurate smoothed
entropy results was not practical computationally in
[1] due to the needed sample complexity to estimate
smoothed entropy in the high dimensional ambient
space. Our dimensionality reduction approach indi-
rectly reduces the computational requirements dramat-
ically by reducing the sample complexity, allowing us
to present converged (in terms of numbers of samples)

Fig. 3: Evolution of MI across training epochs for the
setting of [15] across PCA dimension d and noise σ.

estimates in that regime for PCA dimension 3 and 5
in Figure 4. We used N = 10000 samples.

Note that the mutual information estimates, partic-
ularly for the deeper layers, are not saturated (i.e.
they are significantly smaller than the maximum value
of lnN ≈ 9.2 where N = 1000 is the number of
samples). Specifically, this indicates that the reduction
in dimensionality has ensured that the limited-sample
dataset is no longer mapped to the hidden layers
injectively, as observed and discussed further in [1]).
Additionally, the mutual information estimates follow
the data processing inequality, which need not occur
in general if the PCA dimensionality reduction is
not capturing enough of the variance. Regarding the
information bottleneck interpretation of information
flow, there does not seem to be much variation in the
mutual information observed as a function of epoch.
Investigating reasons for this behavior is an intriguing
direction for future work using our methodology.

Fig. 4: Evolution of MI across training epochs for the
MNIST CNN across PCA dimension d and noise σ.

V. CONCLUSION

We addressed the problem of estimating smoothed
entropy in high dimensions when the underlying dis-
tribution is approximately low dimensional. Using the
structure provided by smoothing, we derived strong
approximation and estimation guarantees in the low
dimensional regime, demonstrating removal of the
curse of dimensionality. We applied our approach to
synthetic data experiments as well as an application to
tracking information flow in neural networks.
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APPENDIX A
COMPUTATION OF THE SMOOTHED ENTROPY

ESTIMATOR

Evaluating the plug-in estimator ĥσ(X′n) = h(P̂Xn
∗

Nσ) requires computing the differential entropy of the
d-dimensional n-mode Gaussian mixture (P̂Xn

∗Nσ).
While this cannot be computed in closed form, [2] pro-
posed the following computationally efficient Monte
Carlo (MC) integration based approach, whose MC
error is bounded theoretically therein. We describe this
procedure for completeness.

Let g(t) := P̂Xn
∗Nσ = 1

n

∑n
i=1 φσ(t−Xi), where

φσ is the density of Nσ . Let C ∼ Unif({Xi}ni=1) be
independent of Z ∼ Nσ and note that V := C+Z ∼ g.
We can write h(g) as:

h(g) = −E log g(V ) = − 1

n

n∑
i=1

E
[

log g(Xi + Z)
∣∣∣C = µi

]
= − 1

n

n∑
i=1

E log g(Xi + Z).

(6)

Let
{
Z

(i)
j

}
i∈[n]
j∈[nMC]

be n×nMC i.i.d. samples from Nσ ,

where nMC is the chosen number of Monte Carlo trials.
For each i ∈ [n], we estimate the i-th summand on the
RHS of (6) by

Î
(i)
MC :=

1

nMC

nMC∑
j=1

log g
(
µi + Z

(i)
j

)
, (7a)

which produces

ĥMC :=
1

n

n∑
i=1

Î
(i)
MC (7b)

as the approximation of h(g). Note that since g is a
mixture of n Gaussians, it can be efficiently evaluated
using off-the-shelf KDE software packages, many of
which require only O(log n) operations on average per
evaluation of g.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Proof: Recall V̂d and Vd are D × d matrices
of the top d eigenvectors of Σ and Σn respectively.
Note that V̂T

dX projects X to d-dimensional space,
and

(
V̂dV̂

T
d

)
X projects X to a d-dimensional hyper-

plane, still contained in the ambient RD space.
We make use of the 2-Wasserstein distance, where

the squared 2-Wasserstein distance between measures
µ and ν is W2

2(µ, ν) := inf E‖X − Y ‖2, with the
infimum taken over all couplings of µ and ν.

We will decompose the entropy estimation error into
error arising from two sources: (a) approximation of
X by a PCA-based projection estimated using the n
samples X(1)

n , and (b) estimation error of the smoothed
entropy estimator in the resulting d-dimensional pro-
jected space, using the held out n samples X

(2)
n .

a) Error of approximating the ambient entropy
by PCA-estimated projected entropy: First, we relate
the smoothed entropy of X to the smoothed entropy
of X after projection to the d-dimensional empiri-
cal PCA (based on the empirical sample covariance
Σn) hyperplane, specifically, the smoothed entropy of
Ŵ :=

(
V̂dV̂

T
d

)
X . Similarly, let the projection to

the d-dimensional oracle PCA (i.e. based on the true
covariance Σ) be W :=

(
VdV

T
d

)
X .

Using Corollary 4 of [23], we bound
|h(X + Z)− h(W + Z)| in terms of the
Wasserstein-2 distances W2(X + Z,W + Z)
and W2(W + Z, Ŵ + Z):

|h(X + Z)− h(W + Z)|

≤ log e

σ2

(
3
√
Dσ2 +M + 4

√
M
)
W2(X + Z, Ŵ + Z)

≤ log e

σ2

(
3
√
Dσ2 +M + 4

√
M
)

×
(
W2(X + Z,W + Z) + W2(W + Z, Ŵ + Z)

)
,

where in the last step we have used the triangle
inequality.

To bound the first distance W2(X+Z,W +Z), we
have

W2(X + Z,W + Z) ≤W2(X,W )

≤
√

E‖X −W‖2

=

√√√√ D∑
i=d+1

λi

≤
√
L,

where we have used first that the Wasserstein distance
is non-increasing under convolutions and then bounded
the optimally-coupled Wasserstein distance by the cost
of coupling via the map W =

(
VdV

T
d

)
X from the

definition of W .
To bound W2(W + Z, Ŵ + Z), we first relate the

oracle and estimated projection matrices. By Lemma
1 of [24],

E‖Σn − Σ‖2F ≤
4M2

n
,
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where ‖ · ‖F is the Frobenius norm. Furthermore, by
Theorem 3 of [24],

E
∥∥∥V̂dV̂

T
d −VdV

T
d

∥∥∥2
F
≤

E‖Σn − Σ‖2F
δ2d

≤ 4M2

δ2dn
,

where δd = 1
2 (λd − λd+1) is the gap between the dth

and d+ 1th eigenvalue.12 Then

W2(Ŵ + Z,W + Z) ≤W2

((
V̂dV̂

T
d

)
X,
(
VdV

T
d

)
X
)

≤
√

E
∥∥∥(V̂dV̂T

d −VdVT
d

)
X
∥∥∥2
2

≤

√
E
[∥∥∥V̂dV̂T

d −VdVT
d

∥∥∥2
2
‖X‖22

]
=

√
E
∥∥∥V̂dV̂T

d −VdVT
d

∥∥∥2
2
· E‖X‖22

≤
√

E
∥∥∥V̂dV̂T

d −VdVT
d

∥∥∥2
F
·M

≤ 2M3/2

δd
n−1/2.

where for matrices, ‖ · ‖2 denotes the spectral norm.
The first inequality again follows since the Wasserstein
distance is non-increasing under convolutions, and the
remainder follow from the independence of X and
V̂d and the norm inequalities ‖AX‖2 ≤ ‖A‖2‖X‖2,
‖A‖2 ≤ ‖A‖F .

b) Error of the smoothed entropy estimator in the
latent space: It remains to relate the smoothed entropy
of Ŵ in the ambient space to the smoothed entropy
of ΠV̂d

X in the latent (d-dimensional) space. Noting
that by definition

ΠV̂d
(X + Z) = ΠV̂d

(Ŵ + Z)

and ΠV̂d
Z ∼ N (0, σ2Id),

h(ΠV̂d
(X + Z)) = h(W + Z)− D − d

2
log(2πeσ2).

It remains to account for finite sample estimation
error of this projected smoothed entropy using the
samples X

(2)
n . By Theorem 3 of [2],

E
∣∣∣ĥσ(ΠV̂d

X(2)
n )− h(ΠV̂d

(X + Z))
∣∣∣ ≤ Oσ,K(cd)n−1/2,

where c is a constant.
Putting the above together yields the theorem.

12Intuitively, the larger this gap is, the easier it is to identify the
d-dimensional subspace with largest variance.

APPENDIX C
APPLICATION TO MUTUAL INFORMATION

ESTIMATION

We apply the smooth low-dimensional entropy esti-
mator to the two noisy mutual information estimation
cases (conditional vs. joint sampling) presented in (1)
and (2) in the introduction respectively.

a) Case 1: Conditional Sampling: In the case (1),
the h(Y +Z) term can be estimated via our estimator
(3) straightforwardly. The h(Y + Z|X) term can be
estimated using the expression

h(Y + Z|X) = Ex∼pX [h(Y + Z|X = x)]

and using m-trial Monte Carlo averaging as

ĥ(Y + Z|X) =

m∑
i=1

ĥ(Y + Z|X = xi)

where the xi ∼ pX and the ĥ(Y+Z|X = xi) estimates
are computed using our estimator (3) using n samples
from the conditional distribution pY |X=xi

.
b) Case 2: Joint Sampling: In the case (2),

the h(X + Z1), h(Y + Z2) terms can be estimated
straightforwardly using our d-dimensional estimator
(3). The joint entropy term h(X+Z1, Y +Z2) is now
a 2D-dimensional entropy, hence it is appropriate to
use the estimator (3) on the 2D-dimensional vector[

X
Y

]
+ Z

where Z ∼ N (0, σ2I2D) is 2D-dimensional σ-
Gaussian noise, and now the dimensionality is reduced
to 2d instead of d.

APPENDIX D
NEURAL NETWORK ARCHITECTURES

a) Fully connected neural network for SZT
model: Following [15], our fully connected neural
network architecture for binary classification has 12-
dimensional inputs, with seven hidden layers with 12–
10–7–5–4–3–2 hidden units respectively. We used tanh
nonlinearities, with i.i.d. Gaussian noise of standard
deviation β injected in each layer as in [1].

b) Convolutional neural network for MNIST:
We used the following architecture first presented
in [1], including two convolutional layers, two fully
connected layers, and batch normalization.

1) 2-d convolutional layer with 1 input channel, 16
output channels, 5x5 kernels, and input padding
of 2 pixels

2) Batch normalization
3) Tanh() activation function
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4) Zero-mean additive Gaussian noise with vari-
ance σ

5) 2x2 max-pooling
6) 2-d convolutional layer with 16 input chan-

nels, 32 output channels, 5x5 kernels, and input
padding of 2 pixels

7) Batch normalization
8) Tanh() activation function
9) Zero-mean additive Gaussian noise with vari-

ance σ
10) 2x2 max-pooling
11) Fully connected layer with 1586 (32x7x7) inputs

and 128 outputs
12) Batch normalization
13) Tanh() activation function
14) Zero-mean additive Gaussian noise with vari-

ance σ
15) Fully connected layer with 128 inputs and 10

outputs
All convolutional and fully connected layers have
weights and biases, and the weights are initialized
using the default initialization, which draws weights
from Unif[−1/

√
m, 1/

√
m], with m the fan-in to

a neuron in the layer. Training uses cross-entropy
loss, and is performed using stochastic gradient de-
scent with no momentum, 128 training epochs, and
32-sample minibatches. The initial learning rate is
5 × 10−3, and it is reduced following a geometric
schedule such that the learning rate in the final epoch
is 5×10−4. To improve the test set performance of our
models, we applied data augmentation to the training
set by translating, rotating, and shear-transforming
each training example each time it was selected. Trans-
lations in the x- and y-directions were drawn uni-
formly from {−2,−1, 0, 1, 2}, rotations were drawn
from Unif(−10◦, 10◦), and shear transforms were
drawn from Unif(−10◦, 10◦).

APPENDIX E
ADDITIONAL EXPERIMENTS

A. Spiral data embedded in high dimensional space

We first generated three types of spiral data S: a
2-dimensional spiral given by (r cos θ, r sin θ), and

3-dimensional conical and cylindrical spirals given
by (r cos θ, r sin θ, r) and (r cos θ, r sin θ, z) respec-
tively, where z ∼ Unif([0, 4]). Then we gener-
ated 100-dimensional X = (S, T ), where T ∼
N (0, λ2DI100−d), and compared the post-PCA entropy
estimate of X + Z with the ground truth, where
Z ∼ N (0, σI100). Fig 5 shows for varying spiral
type, σ, and λD, rapid convergence is observed despite
the 100-dimensional ambient space. Note that as with
the embedded Gaussian setting, error is reduced by
increasing σ, and λD has limited impact.

(a) 2-d spiral with .01 ≤
λD ≤ .3, σ = .1

(b) 2-d spiral with .025 ≤
σ ≤ .8, λD = .01

(c) 3-d conical spiral with
.025 ≤ σ ≤ .8, λD = .01

(d) 3-d cylindrical spiral with
.025 ≤ σ ≤ .8, λD = .01

Fig. 5: Convergence of the (log-scale) error of estimat-
ing the σ-smoothed entropy of low dimensional spiral
datasets embedded in 100-dimensional space.
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