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Asymptotic Concentration Behaviors of
Linear Combinations of Weight Distributions on
Random Linear Code Ensemble
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Abstract— Asymptotic concentration behaviors of linear com- function defined orgy such thaty ., P(H) =1, andvVH €
binations of weight distributions on the random linear code G,P(H) > 0. The pair{G, P(H)} can be considered as an
ensemble are presented. Many important properties of a bingy  agemple of matriced\lthough it is an abuse of notation, for

linear code can be expressed as the form of a linear combinati . . . . .
of weight distributions such as number of codewords, undeted simplicity, we will not distinguish{g, P(H)} from G.

error probability and upper bound on the maximum likelihood Let f(-) be a real-valued function defined @i which
error probability. The key in this analysis is the covariance can be considered as mndom variable The expectation

formula of weight distributions of the random linear code (f f(-) with respect to the ensemblg is defined by
ensemble, which reveals the second-order statistics of anéar

N . .
function of the weight distributions. Based on the covariace Eg[f] = ZHEQ P(H)f(H). The variance off(:) is given
forr]mlrj]lq, ngeral Expressuzjnsfof thesymptotic conchentratlon rate, py VARg[f] = Eg [f(H)z] — Eg [f(H)]2 In a similar way,
which Indicate the speed of convergence to the average, areye coyariance between two real-valued functigifs), g(-)

derived. defined ong is given by
A
. INTRODUCTION COVglf, 9] = Eg[fg] — Eg[f]Eg[g]. (1)
For a binary random code ensemble or a binary randomLet {g:(-), g2(-), ..., gn(-)} be a set of real-valued functions

linear code ensemble, the asymptotic behaviors of the fidgfined ong, and letf(-) be a linear combination of;():
moment (expectation) of some properties of interest hayep) 2 St ¢igi(H) for H € G, whereg;(i € [1,n]) are
been studied extensively. For example, the error exponggh| values. The notatiofa, b] denotes the set of consecutive

derived by Gallager [1] is a celebrated consequence of sUgfegers froma to b. It is easy to show that the variance of
a firstmoment analysis. Recent advances in second-momep§ is given by

analysis on low-density parity check matrix ensembles [5], S
[6] have encouraged studies on the second-order behaviors _ e o
(fluctuation from the average) of the macroscopic propertie VARg[f] = ;Z}Wbﬂ COVslgi, il @
of an ensemble, which had previously attracted little aiten T

In this paper, asymptotic concentration behaviors of line§-9- See [7] for details.
combinations of weight distributions on the random linear
code ensemble are presented. Many important propertiesBofWeight distribution

a binary linear code can be expressed as the form of a4 weight distributiong A; (-), .. ., A, ()}, which can be
linear combination of weight distributions such as number @ <idered as a set of real-vall’Jed ’functions defined os
codewords, undetected error probability and upper bound 8%ined by ’

the maximum likelihood (ML) error probability. The key in
this analysis is the covariance formula of weight distritos Ay (H) 2 Z I[Hz =0™], w € [0,n], 3)
of the random linear code ensemble, which reveals the second Teznw

order statistics of a linear function of the weight disttibuas.

Based on the covariance formula, several expressions of fREanY # € G, whereZ(") denotes the set of all binary-

asymptotic concentration ratehich indicate the speed of tUPIes with weightu. The function/[ ] is the indicator function
convergence to the average, are derived. such thatl[condition] = 1 if condition is true; otherwise, it

gives 0. In the present paper, symbol shown in bold, such as
x, denote column vectors.

Let C'(H) be the binary linear code defined based ién
namely,C(H) = {x € F} : Hx = 0™}, where F, denotes

Let G be a set of binaryn x n matrices wheren andn are the binary Galois field. Many properties 6f(H) of interest
positive integers. Suppose that probabil®y ) is assigned can be represented by a linear combination of the weight

for each matrixd in G, where P(H) is a probability mass distributions { A, (-)}"_,. Let F(-) be such a property of
. . A n
T. Wadayama is with Department of Computer Science, Nagogptitute C(H), which is expressed aB(H) = >, _; ®, A, (H) for
of Technology, Nagoya, 466-8555, Japan (e-mail: wadayanie@h.ac.jp) any H € G, where®,,(w € [0,n]) are real values.

1. PRELIMINARIES
A. Ensemble, expectation, and covariance
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For example, the undetected error probability @f{H) In the case of the random linear code ensemble, it has been
can be expressed as a linear combination of the weigkported [2] that
distributions of C(H) when it is used as an error detection 1
code for a binary symmetric channel (BSC). The expression lim —logERr,  p.[Aen] =H(0) - (1-R), (6)
is given by F(H) = 2" _, Ay (H)e"(1 — )", wheree is noeen
the crossover probability of the BSC. holds for0 < 6 < 1, where H(:) is the binary entropy
In this setting, the property”(-) can be regarded as afunction defined byH () 2 —zlogr — (1 — x)log(l — x).
random variable that takes a real value. It is natural toystutthe parametef is called thenormalized weight
its statistics such as expectation, variance for a givearabte
of binary matrices. ) )
B. Asymptotic concentration rate
C. Random linear code ensemble As the size of the matrix goes to infinity, the value of
af,é-) is often sharply concentrated around its expectation. The
asymptotic concentration rate is defined as follows.
Definition 3: Let G,, be an ensemble of binafy — R)n xn
matrices, whergR is a real value in the range 6f< R < 1.
1/2" is assigned for each matrices Ry, . For a real-valued functiotf(-) defined ong,,, the asymptotic

Note that although the random linear code ensemble is &gtudioncentration rate (abbreviated as ACR)f¢f) is defined by

an ensemble of matrices, it is regarded herein as an ensemble A1 VARg, [f]

of binary linear codes. n= lim —log <W) :
The expectation of weight distributions of random ensemble o "

is known [2] to beEg, . [Aw] = (*)27™ for n > 1. The next if the limit exists. O

theorem provides a closed formula of the covariance of weigh The following lemma explains the importance of the asymp-

In the present paper, we deal with an ensemble of bin
matrices, which is called theandom linear code ensemble

Definition 1: The random linear code ensemt®s, ,,, con-
tains all binarym x n matrices. Equal probability?(H) =

()

distributions over the random linear code ensemble. totic concentration rate.
Theorem 1:Assume a random ensemiftg, ,,,. The covari- Lemma 1:Let  be the asymptotic concentration rate of
ance ofA,, (-) and A, (-) is given by f(). For any positive real number,
COVR, [ A, Aw,] lim 1 log Pr [ J(H) ¢(l—a,1+ a)} <n (8
0, 0 < wi,ws < n,w; # ws n—=oon Eg, [f]
B 1—27m)2 (") 0<w; =ws<n 4 - -
( w)? 1 2 =" holds if Eg, [f] > 0 for any sufficiently largen.
(Proof) The proof is given in Appendix.  (Proof) Based on the Chebyshev inequality, the inequality

The variance of the weight distributions of the random lin- 1
ear code ensemble has already been shown in [4]. Thus, Pr {|f(H) —Eg,[f]| > ev/VARg, [f]} <= 9)
the new contribution of this theorem is the case in which o

COVg, . (Aw,,Aw,) = 0 When wy # w,. This theorem holds for any real number > 0. Suppose that is given by

C

impli_es th_at _the_pgir of rggﬁom variablgls,, and A,,, (w1 # o aEg, [f] (10)
we) is pairwise independent 7VARgn 7

I1l. FORMULAS ON ASYMPTOTIC CONCENTRATION RATE  where o is a positive real number. From the assumption
A. Asymptotic behaviors of expectation Eg,[f] > 0, it is easy to verify thatc becomes positive.

Definition 2: Let G,, be an ensemble of binafy — R)n xn Substituting [ID) into[(9), we have

matrices. The parametd®, called the design rate, is a real VARg, [f]

value in the range o) < R < 1. Suppose thayf(:) is a Pr(lf(H) - Eg,[f]l > aEq,[f]] < o?Eg, [f]2 (11)
real-valued function defined o@. The asymptotic exponent ) ! ) _
of Eg[f] is given by Due to the gssumptloEg[f(H)] > 0, the above inequality
. 1 can be rewritten in the following form:
¢ = lim —logEg, [f] (5) F(H) ¢ (l—al+a VARg, [f] 12)
if the limit exists. 0 Eg, [f] ’ T o?Eg[f]?

Namely, asymptoticallyEg[f] behaves likeEg|[f(H)] = 25"

. ; Considering the asymptotic exponent of the above equation,
where the notatiom,, = b,, means that

we obtain the claim of the lemma. 0
lim (1/n)loga, = lim (1/n)logb,. From the asymptotic concentration rate, we can clarify the
oo e _ probabilistic convergence behavior ¢f-). If n < 0 holds,
In the present paper, a logarithm of base 2 is denotelb®y f(H)/FEg [f] converges to 1 in probability as goes to
1 _ infinity. This means thaty < 0 is a sufficient condition of
__Note that the set of random variablgst, ... An} are not mutually the convergence in probability. The asymptotic conceiatnat
independent becau$e); _; Aw(H) > 2"~ —1 holds for any instancé! O g p y ymp
iN Rom. rate indicates the speed of this convergence



Example 1:The variance of the weight distributions of theSubstituting[(2ll) and(22) into the definition of the ACR, the
random linear code ensemble is given by theorem is proven. 0
n The next corollary is a special case of the above theorem
VARR, . [Aon] = (1—27 (17 Rmp=(1=R)n (9 ) (13) for the random linear code ensemble.
K Corollary 1: The ACR of F(-) defined in [(Ib) over the
Therefore, the asymptotic exponent of the variance becomesndom linear code ensembi®, (1_g), is given by

1
lim — log VARR

n—ooo N, n,(lfR)n[

Agn) = H(0) — (1 —R). (14) n= sup [2¢(0) + H(0)]— sup [26(0) +2H(0)]+1- R,
0<6<1 0<6<1
From this exponent, we immediately have the asymptotic (23)

. . AT where¢ is given in [20).
concentration rate of the weight distribution: (Proof) In the case of the random ensembl) is given by

=t Lo VARR, 1 gy, [Aon] q(0) = —(1 — R) for 0 < @ < 1. From Theorenf]1, we can
e ER, - lAon]? derive the exponent of the covariang@:, 6»), which is given
= H@) —(1-R)—2(H() —(1—-R)) by . oy
1-R—H(®). (15) v(61,62) = { H(6) - (1’_ R) 911: 922 (24)

Let the minimum root of equatioh— R — H(#) = 0 befcv, \whereo < 6,,0, < 1. Plugging these functions into the

which is called theelative Gilbert-Varshamov (GV) distance ¢.mula in Theoreni]2, we obtain the claim of the corollary.
Sincen < 0 holds in the rangddgy < 6 < 1 — Oy, '

Agn(H)/ER, ., . [Asn] converges to 1 in probability as

Ten Example 2:In this example, we will discuss the num-
goes to infinity [3].

L' ber of codewords inC(H). Let us defineM (H) 294
S _1 Aw(H), which is the number of codewords 6f(H).
C. ACR of a linear combination of weight distributions In this case, we can see thét, = 1 holds for1 < w < n.
The goal of the present paper is to observe the asymptolidge asymptotic exponent af/ (/) is given by
behavior of the variance of the linear combination defined in

1
i istributi : lim —logE M] = sup [HO|]-(1-R
(18) of the weight distributions: am 108 R | M 0<91§>1[ (0)] —( )
- = R. 25
F(H) =Y ®,A,(H). (16) (25)
w=1 From the definition ofM (H), we immediately have)(d) =
The next theorem gives the asymptotic concentration rate bf) < ¢ < 1. Using Corollary(1, we obtain
F(H). _ _ _
Theorem 2:Let G,, be an ensemble of binaff — R)n x = 02%21 [H(0)] 02%21 HOI+1-R
n matrices, which have the following asymptotic first- and — _R. (26)

second-order behaviors:
Since R is a positive real numben)/(H)/Ex, .. [M] con-

Eg,[Ag,] = 2n(HO)+a®) (17)  verges to 1 in probability for any > 0. O
COVg, [Agn, Agyn] = 2770102 (18) In some cases, the asymptotic concentration rate can be
written in a closed from without an optimization process

The asymptotic concentration rate B8Y-) defined in [(1B) is required in Corollary1L.

given by Theorem 3:Assume the random linear code ensemble with
n = sup sup [4(61)+ d(62) + (61, 65)] design rateR. Let K1, Ky be real positive constants that do
0<6;<10<02<1 not depend om. If ®,, is expressed a&,, = K{"K7 ™", then
— 2 sup [¢(8)+ H(0) + q(0)], (19) the ACR of F(H) =>_"_, ®,A,(H) is given by
0<6<1
: : K+ K3
where¢(6) is defined b =log———"2_+1-R. 27
o(0) y 1 n Og(K1+K2)2+ (27)
$(0) 2 Jim = log Don.- (20)  (Proof) Using Theorerfil1 and the binomial theorem, we have
(Proof) It is easy to verify that VARR,, - pyn[F]
1 n n
. - - o w1 tws 2n—wi —ws
Jim —~logEg, [F(H)] = o [0(0) + H(0) + q(0)] - Zl Zl(Kl K2 JCOVR, 1 pyu [Aws, Aus]
(21) o
holds. Using EqL{2), we have w 7-2n—2w —myg—m [T
119 qi(2), we hav = Y (KP"K3)(1-27m)2 <w>
lim — log VARg, [F] w=t
n—,oo N,

= sup sup [p(61)+ d(62) +~(61,602)]. (22)
0<6;<10<6,<1

(1 -2 (Z (%) <K%>W<K§>"-W>

w=0



- (1—2"™)2 MK that ML decoding is used in a decoder. For a binary n
= (1-27™27™ (K2 + K22)" — (1 —=2"™)2"mK2" (28) parity check matrixt, the block error probability?, (H) can

a ] o be upper bounded as follows:
Thus, the asymptotic exponent ¥ARx,, ., ., [F] is given

by P.(H) < Y Ay (H)D",
o1 by
Jim —log VARR, g, [F] = log (K +K3) —(1-R). !

(29) whereD is called the Bhattacharya parameter and is defined
In a similar way,Er,, ,_,,,[F] can be rewritten as follows: aS

n D2 2\/e(1—o).

ER, o_malFl = Z(K?K;_w)ERn,u—R)n [Au] The upper bound is called tlighattacharya bounfil] and has

w=1 . the form of a linear combination of weight distributions.tLe
— 9m Z(K%qufw) (”) _9-mfyp us defineB(H) S >w—1Aw(H)D". It is expected that the
w statistics of B(H) reflects the asymptotic behavior of actual

w=0

— 2 (K 4 K»)" — 27 KR (30) ML prqbability of an ensemble_. _
_ ) We first derive the asymptotic expression of the error expo-
This leads to the exponent of the expectation: nent of the Bhattacharya bound in the case of the randonrlinea

1 . .
nh_,néo ~ logExr, . [F] = log (K + Kz)— (1- R). (31) gl%dseede?;fr;]r]te)l(er).r;-:seioen);(peCtatlon BfH) has the following
Substituting the above two equations into the definitionhef t n
ACR, we have the claim of the theorem. O Er,a Bl = Z ER, i —nyn[Aw(H)| DY
Example 3:Assume the binary symmetric channel with w=1
crossover probabilite. The undetected error probability of " /n Ca-R)n w
C(H) is given by Py(H) = Y0, Ay (H)eve=". In this > (w)2 (2vei=9)
case, the error exponent becomes w=1
. _1 — 2—(1—R)n(2\/€(17_6) + 1)n _ 2—(1—R)77,.
lim _ERn,(l—R)n [PU] =1—R. (32) . .
n—oo 1 Thus, the error exponent &z, ,_, .[B] is given by

Since®,, = ¢¥e"* has the form stated in Theordrm 3 (i.e.,

K, =€, Ky = 1—¢), we can apply Theoref 3 and obtajn=  lim — log ER, o lB]

log(e2+(1—¢)?)+1— R. This results suggests the existence of "> " ’

the convergence threshaltifor given R such that* separates = 1-R-log (2\/6(1 —€)+ 1) . (33)

the concentration regime and the non-concentration regime_ =~ _ )
¢. The root oflog(e2 + (1 —€)?)+1— R = 0 becomes an upperTh|s is a part of the error exponent function derived by

bound ofe*. Let ¢’ be the root of the equatiolg(e? + (1 — Callager [1] (see also [3]) in the low-rate regfinelamely,
¢)2)+1— R = 0. Tablel] presents some valuesefor 0.1 < the Bhattacharya bound corresponds to the upper bound due

R < 0.9. Whene > ¢, we haveog(e?+(1—¢')2)+1—R < 0. to Gallager with the parameter= 1 [1].

In such a regionPy(-) concentrates around its average value !N the following, we will examine the asymptotic concen-
in the limit asn tends to infinity. tration rate of the Bhattacharya bound.

Corollary 2: The ACR of B(H) is given by
TABLE |

RooTs OFlog(e2 + (1 —€)2)+1—R=0 7 =1lo de(e — 1)+ 1

% ¢ ¢ (2¢/€(1 —€) +1)2

Y1-R  (34)

0.1 0.366047 (Proof) By letting K, = D and K, = 1 and using Theorefd 3,
0.2 0.307193 we obtainy = log ((D? +1)/(D + 1)?) +1— R. Substituting
8:2 8;3‘2‘7’22 D = 2,/¢(1 —¢) into this equation, the corollary is proven.
05 0.178203 0
0.6 0.140933
0.7 0.104872
0.8  0.069564 B. Expurgated bound
0.9 0.034687

We here consider the expurgated ensenmiilg, (;_ry,,
which can be obtained frorR,, (;_ry, by expurgating parity

D check matrices Withlg,, (H) # 0for 0 < 6 < Oy, 1—0ay <
IV. ACR OF THE UPPER BOUND ORMIL ERROR 0 < 1. The asymptotic growth rate of the weight distributions
PROBABILITY is the same for the original and expurgated ensembles when
A. Bhattacharya bound fav < 0 < 1 — fgv. However,¢(9) becomes—co when

.|n the following disggssjon, the binary §ymr_n_etric channel 2 a5 peen reported that this exponent is asymptoticafligt tif R, <
with crossover probability is assumed for simplicity. Assumer < R, [3].



0<0<0gv,1—0cy <6 <1inthe case of the expurgated Here, we encounter a problem of counting the matrices that

ensemble. satisfy bothHx = 0™ and Hy = 0™. Before solving this
The error exponent oEz-, , . . [B] is given by counting problem, we first introduce some notation.
1 Suppose thatv; > 0 and wes > 0. For a given pair
lim — logEr+, , . [B] (x,y) € Z(w) x z(nw2) the index setdl;, I», I3, and
n—oo m : I, are defined as followsl; £ {kell,n:z =1y =
= min ~ {1—R—H() —0log2\/e(l—e))}. >4 ! TR Ik
0cv<0<1-fav 0h, I ={k e [1,n] sz = L,y = 1}, I3 = {k € [1,n] :
If 6,5+ > Oy, the minimum in the above equation is attainedr = 0,yx = 1}, 14 = {k € [1,n] : &, = 0,y = 0}, where
atg = ecrit, where T = ($1,$2, ) ,l’n) andy = (y17y21 BRI ayn) The size of
each index set is denoted by = #I(k = 1,2,3,4). Let
Oy 2 2\/e(l —¢) ' @35) h = (hi,ha,...,h,)t be a binaryn-tuple (a row vector).
14+ 2/e(l —¢) The partial weight ofh corresponding to an index sét(k =

. AN .
In this case, the exponent coincides with the exponent givér?; 3,4) is denoted bywy (h), namely,wy,(h) = #{j € I :
in Eq.(33). Otherwise(f.,i: < 6gv ), the minimum occurs at hj =1

0 = 0oy . Therefore, we have Since the index sets are mutually exclusive, the equation
1 i1 + 92 + i3 + 44 = n holds andi, can take the integer
lim —logEr«, g, [B] = —fcv log(2y/e(1 — ¢)). values in the following ranganax{w; + wy — n,0} < iy <
n—,oo N ’

(36) min{w;, ws}. The size of each index set can be expressed as

if 6.+ < 6Ogy. This exponent corresponds to the Usudl = w1 — 2, 13 = w2 — 12, 14 =N - (w1 + wa — i2).
expurgated exponefior the BSC case (see also the discussion The next lemma forms the basis for the proof of Theorem
in [3]). The next corollary states the ACR of the upper bourtd

of ML error probability in the case of,.; < gy Lemma 2:For anyz € Z(™*1) andy € ZM™w2)(0 <
Corollary 3: If 6.z < 0cyv, the ACR is given byy = 0. w1, w2 < n), the following equalities hold:

(Proof) Since the expurgated ensemble can be obtained from M2 gLy

the original ensemble by removing a sub-exponential numbe#{h € F3' : he =0,hy =0} = { g1 g y’ (39)

of matrices, the exponent of the variance, indf;,0), takes
the same values for the original and expurgated ensemblegHfoof) In the following, we prove the lemma for the condi-

Oav < 01,05 <1 —0gy. From Theorenil2, we have tions 0 < w; < we < n. The proof for the opposite case
0 < we < wy < n then follows immediately upon exchanging
n=,  Jmax {H(H) + 260 log(2+/¢€(1 — 6))] the variablesw, andw, in the proof.

First, we will show that
—max [2H(9) + 260log(2+/€(1 — e))} +1-R

fav=o=i-fev #{h € F}' : ha = 0,hy =0} = 2" (40)
becauseq(f) = —oo for 8 < 6fgy in the case of the

expurgated ensemble. From the assumpion; < gy, | 0 < w1 < w2 2 nandz # y. Let the supportAsets of
2H(0) + 20log(2\/e(1—€)) is maximized atd = 6gy. @ andy beS(z) = {i € [L,n]:2; =1} andS(y) = {i €
Note that—H (fgv) + 1 — R = 0 holds. MoreoverH (0) + [1,n] : y; = 1}, respectively. The following three cases should

201og(2+/€(1 — ¢)) is also maximized af = Oy . o Dbe treated separately:
o Case (i):0 < iz < wy (i.e., S(x) and S(y) overlap but
APPENDIX S(y) does not includes(x).)

« Case (ii):i2 = 0 (i.e., S(x) and S(y) do not overlap.)
« Case (iii):io = wy(i.e., S(y) includesS(x).)
First, we consider Case (i). From the assumption that

1) Preparation of the proof of Theorefd 1The second
moment of the weight distribution for a given ensemble

's given by 19 < wy, it is clear thatl; # () (becauses < wi), Iz # 0
Eg [Aw, Auw,) (because, > 0), Is # 0 (becausew; > w; > iy). For any
h € F3, the equation&z’ = 0 andhy’ = 0 hold if and only
=Eg Z Z I[Hz = 0™, Hy = 0™ if w; (k) is even fori =1,2,3 orw.i(h) is odd fori = 1,2,3.
Tezmw) yeznw:) T_hus, the number of vectors satisfying the above conditson i
given by
=> > EglU[Hx=0" Hy=0m]. (37) . . . .
xezmw) yeznw) Np, =2x 2071 x 27l ois=lx9ls = 2n=2 - (41)
For the case in whiclgd = R,, ,,,, we obtain where N}, is defined byNp, = #{h € F}: ha' =0, hy’ =
Er, o [Aw; Auw,] 0}. In the above derivation, we used the equalities: =

H:Hx=0m Hy=0m i1 + g, we = dg + 3,44 = n — (w1 + we — iz). Note that
= Z Z #{ d 22n Hy =0 }(38) Eq. (41) (and Eqs[(42,)(#3), arl[d {44) to be presented below)

Tezmw) yez(nws) holds regardless of the size &f(i4 = 0 or iy > 0).




We now consider Case (ii). For this cask, # 0 (since The last equality is equivalent 10OV, , (Aw, Ay) = (1 -

wy > 0), I = 0 (sincei; = 0) and I5 # 0 (sincew, > 27™)27™("). n
0). The equalitieshz = 0 and hy = 0 hold if and only
if w;(h) is even fori = 1,3 holds. The number of vectors ACKNOWLEDGMENT
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The final case is Case (iii). For this caske, = (0 (since
ia = wy), Iz # 0 (sinceis = wy > 0) and I3 # O (since
x # y andw; < wy). These conditions lead to the condition:

w;(h) is even fori = 2,3 for hx = 0, hy = 0. Again, 2”2

n—tuples satisfy the above condition, namely, REFERENCES
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2) Proof of Theoren]1:The proof of Theorerh]1l consists bridge, 2005.
of two parts. The first part corresponds to the case in which
the covariance becomes zero. The second part corresponds to
the case in which the covariance becomes non-zero.
We commence with the first part of the proof. Assume that
0 <wy,ws <n,x #y. From LemmdXR, we obtain

#{H: Hx=0" Hy=0"}
= [[#{heF:hx=0hy=0}

k=1
= 2min=?), (45)

Substituting into[(38), we obtain
2m(n—2)

ERn,m [Awl sz] = Z Z omn

Teznw) yeznw:)

=2 () ()

= Er,.[4uEr, .[Au,].  (46)

The last equality is equivalent 100V, ., [Aw,, Aw,] = 0.

We now consider the second part of the proof: Assume that
x = y. From LemmdR, we have:{H : Hx! = 0, Hy' =
0} =271 and

VD DD

xrezmw yeznw

DD VI

meZ(n w) yeZ(n ,w)

- () e ((zz) ()= ()

= Er,  [Au2+27" (Z) _9—2m (") (47)

2m(n 1)
Er

2m(n 2)

w
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