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Abstract—Stochastic switching circuits are relay circuits that memory element or a control element for computing. This
consist of stochastic switches called pswitches. The studyf might enable creating an intelligent system where storage
stochastic switching circuits has widespread applicatiosin many and computing are highly integrated. In this paper, we study

fields of computer science, neuroscience, and biochemistrin tochasti itchi ircuits f basic starti it
this paper, we discuss several properties of stochastic sehing stochaslic switching circuits from a basic starting poiminw

circuits, including robustness, expressibility, and profability ap-  focusing on probability synthesis. We consider two-temhin
proximation. stochastic switching circuits, where each probabilistwitch,
~ First, we study the robustness, namely, the effect caused by or pswitch is closed with some probability chosen from a
introducing an error of size e to each pswitch in a stochastic fiyjte set of rational numbers, calleghawitch setBy selecting

circuit. We analyze two constructions and prove that simple itch ith diff t babiliti d ina th
series-parallel circuits are robust to small error perturbations, pswitches wi ifrerent probabifiies and composing thiem

while general series-parallel circuits are not. Specificsy, the total ~ a@ppropriate ways, we can realize a variety of differentwles
error introduced by perturbations of size less thane is bounded probabilities.

by a constant multiple of € in a simple series-parallel circuit, Formally, for a two-terminal stochastic switching circalt
independent of the size of the circuit. the probabilities of pswitches are taken from a fixed pswitch

Next, we study the expressibility of stochastic swntchmgllr}e setS, and all these pswitches are open or closed independently.

cuits: Given an integer g and a pswitch setS = {2,2,..., 2}, » .
can we synthesize any rational probability with denominate ¢ We useP(C) to denote the probability that the two terminals
(for arbitrary n) with a simple series-parallel stochastic switching of C' are connected, and call(C) the closure probabilityof
circuit? We generalize previous results and prove that whery is (. Given a pswitch sef, a probabilityz can berealized if

a multiple of 2 or 3, the answer is yes. We also show that when gq only if there exists a circuit such that: = P(C). Based

q is a prime number larger than 3, the answer is no. : ; e
Probability approximation is studied for a general case of a on the ways of composing pswitches, we have series-parallel

arbitrary pswitch set S = {s1,s2,...,5/5/}. In this case, we (SP) pircuit; and no.n-series-lparallel (r?on-sp) circukts. sp
propose an algorithm based on local optimization to approxnate ~ Circuit consists of either a single pswitch or two sp cirsuit
any desired probability. The analysis reveals that the appoxi- connected in series or parallel, see the circuit in Eig. &a)
mat.ion error of a syvitghing circuit decreases exponentiall with [I(b) as examples. The circuit in FIg. 1(c) is a non-sp circit
an increasing circuit size. special type of sp circuits is called simple-series-pal4iisp)
Index Terms—Stochastic Switching Circuits, Robustness, Prob- circuits. An ssp circuit is either a single pswitch, or is Ibui

ability Synthesis, Probability Approximation. by taking an ssp circuit and adding another pswitch in either
series or parallel. For example, the circuit in Hi@. 1(a) s a
I. INTRODUCTION ssp circuit but the one in Fi§l 1(b) is not.

N his master's thesis of 1938, Claude Shannon demon-n this paper, we first study the robustness of different

strated how Boolean algebra can be used to synthesize SHFNastc switching circuits in the presence of small rerro
simplify relay circuits, establishing the foundation of o perturbations. We assume that the probabilities of indiaid

ern digital circuit design[[12]. Later, deterministic solies pswitches are taken from a fixed pswitch set with a given error

were replaced with probabilistic switches to make stodhas?"owance ofe; that is, the error probabilif[ies_of the pswitches
switching circuits, which were studied in_[15]. There are gre bounded by. We show that ssp CII’CUItS. are robust to
few features of stochastic switching circuits that makentheSTMall error perturbations, but the error probability of agel

very similar to neural systems. First, randomness is intter&P Circuit may be amplified by adding additional pswitches.
in neural systems and it may play a crucial role in thinkin hese results might help us understand why local errors do

and reasoning. Switching (and relaying) technique pravid ot accumulate in a natural system, and how to enhance the

us a natural way of manipulating this randomness. Secoﬁabustness of a system when designing a circuit.

in a switching system, each switch can be treated as either Aext, we study the problem of synthesizing desired proba-
bilities with stochastic switching circuits. We mainly o
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known. Knuth and Yad [9] have given a procedure to generate
an arbitrary probability using an unbiased coin. Han andhHos
[7] have demonstrated how to generate an arbitrary prababil
using a general/-sided biased coin. All these works aim to
1/2 efficiently convert one distribution to another. Howevéeyt
X require computing models and may not be applicable for some
simple or distributed electrical/molecular systems.
(a) ssp circuit.P(C) = 2. (b) sp circuit, non-ssp. There are a number of studies focusing on synthesizing a
P(C) = 15. simple physical device to generate desired probabilitzl.
[5] [6] discussed the problem of generating rational proba-
bilities using a sequential state machine. Motivated byraleu
computation, Jeavons et al. provided an algorithm to gémera
& 1/2 binary sequences with probability: from a set of stochastic
binary sequences with probabilities i{*%, %,...7%} [8].
Their method can be implemented using the concept of linear
feedback shift registers. Recently, inspired by PCMOS -tech
(c) non-sp circuit.P(C) = 3. nology [1], Qian et al. considered the synthesis of decimal
probabilities using combinational logic [11]. They haveneo
Fig. 1. Examples of ssp, sp, and non-sp circuits. sidered three different scenarios, depending on whetter th
given probabilities can be duplicated, and whether there is
freedom to choose the probabilities. In contact to the foreg

e . : . i
a good approximation of the desired probabilities? qng contributions, we consider the properties and proligbil

The study of probability synthesis based on stochasfcy,ntheS's of stochastic switching circuits. Our approacbri

switching circuits has widespread applications. Receptyp- .'hogonal and compl_em_entary to .that of Qian and R'Edel’. Wh.'Ch
is based on combinational logic. Generally, each switching
ple found that DNA molecules can be constructed that close . . T
. ) : . circuit can be equivalently expressed by a combinatiorgitlo
approximate the dynamic behavior of arbitrary systems @

coupled chemical reactions [13], which leads to the ﬁe%rcu!t. A" th_e constructive me_thods of st_ochast|c SW'@
circuits in this paper can be directly applied to probatdis

of molecular computing [2]. In such systems, the quantities "~ =~ . U
of molecules involved in a reaction are often surprisingI‘f/ombmatlona1I logic circuits,
In the rest of this section, we introduce the original work

(S;Lnaarlll':eap ;]j tgteo :ﬁ:;f:&ﬁgﬁi%e (;firgiziatgtlorr;iigseie;eirmlnel dtﬁgt started the study on stochastic switching circuitdtfe¥in
o 9 P and Bruck [15]). Similar to resistor circuits [10], conniact

powerful tool to m"?‘”'p“'ate_ StQChaSt'C't.y n m_olecular_ >Y%one terminal of a switching circu®; (whereP(C1) = p;1) to
tems. Comparing with combinational logic circuits, stostia . L

. e . : : one terminal of a circuiCy (where P(C>) = p3) places them
switching circuits are easier to implement using molectgar

. - . S in series. The resulting circuit is closed if and only if both
actions. Another type of applications is probabilisticotiieal - .
X L . of C, and C; are closed, so the probability of the resulting
systems without sophisticated computing components.¢h su’, - -
X o L circuit is
systems, stochastic switching circuits have many advastag
in generating desired probabilities, including its constive
simplicity, robustness, and low cost. _Connecting both terminals af; and C» together places the
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Sectigftcuits in parallel. The resulting circuit is closed if andly
[Mdescribes related work and introduces some existinglt®esus either C; or C» is closed, so the probability of the resulting
on stochastic switching circuits. In Sectiod 11, we an&yhe circuit is
robustness of different kinds of stochastic switching wits:
Then we discuss the expressibility of stochastic switching Pparallel = 1 — (1 =p1)(1 —p2) =p1 +p2 — p1p2.
circuits in Sectiof IV and probability approximation in $iea

[V] followed by the conclusion in Sectidn VI.

1/2 1/2

1/2 1/2

1/2 1/2

switching circuit using as a few as possible pswitches, to

Dseries = P1 * P2-

Based on these rules, we can calculate the probability of any
given ssp or sp circuit. For example, the probability of the
circuit in Fig.[A(a) is
1. RELATED WORKS AND PRELIMINARIES

There are a number of studies related to the problem of Pla) = (% . %) + % — (% . %) % = g,
generating desired distributions from the algorithmicspeic-
tive. This problem dates back to von Neumann][14], whand the probability of the circuit in Fidl 1(b) is
considered of simulating an unbiased coin using a biased coi 11 11 11 11 7
with unknown probability. Later, Elias [3] improved thisyak- Py = (5 . 5) (5 . 5) - <5 . 5) (5 . 5) =16
rithm such that the expected nhumber of unbiased random bits
generated per coin toss is asymptotically equal to the pptro Let us consider the non-sp circuit in Fig. 1(c). In this citcu
of the biased coin. On the other hand, people have considevesl call the pswitch in the middle a ‘bridge’. If the bridge is
the case that the probability distribution of the tossedhdsi closed, the circuit has a closure probability—l%f. If the bridge



is open, the circuit has a closure probability-léf. Since the A. Robustness of ssp Circuits
bridge is closed with probability,, the overall probability of  Here, we analyze the susceptibility of ssp circuits to small

the circuit is error perturbations in individual pswitches. Based on our
Ple) = r9 1.7 _ 1 assumption, instead of assigning a pswitch a probability of
2 16 2 16 2 p, the pswitch may be assigned a probability betwgen ¢
An important and interesting question is thabifs uniform, andp + ¢, wheree is a fixed error allowance.
ie,S = {%, %, e %1} for someq, what kind of probabili-

ties can be realized using stochastic switching circuitd23], Theorem 2 (Robustness of ssp circuitssiven a pswitch set

Wilhelm and Bruck proposed an optimal algorithm (called BS: if the error probability _O_f each pswitc_h is_ l:_)ounded by
Algorithm) to realize all rational probabilities of the far: then the total error probability of an ssp circuit is boundegl

with 0 < a < 2", using an ssp circuit whefi = {1}. In their __ € )
algorithm, at most, pswitches are used, which is optimal. min(min(5), 1 — max(5))
They also proved that given the pswitch set= {3, 2}, all Proof: We induct on the number of pswitches. If we

rational probabilitiess;: with 0 < a < 3™ can be realized by have just one pswitch, the result is trivial. Suppose the
an ssp circuit with at most pswitches; given the pswitch setresult holds forn pswitches, and note that for an ssp circuit
S ={%,2, 3}, all rational probabilities with 0 < a < 4™ with n + 1 pswitches, the last pswitch will either be added
can be realized by an ssp circuit with at m@st-1 pswitches. in series or in parallel with the first pswitches. By the
induction hypothesis, the circuit constructed from thet firs

1/3 12 pswitches has probability + ¢; of being closed, where;
X R is the error probability introduced by the firat pswitches
1/2 and |e;| < S (S) Toma(s)y - 1 he (n + 1)st pswitch has
—R)— — probability t + €2 of being cﬁosed, wheree S and|ez| < e.
1/4 2/3 3/4
t+e, pPté
(a) Initial circuit. P = 1. (b) The dual.P = 3. —1 p+g R |
Fig. 2. A circuit and its dual. ®

t+¢e
Wilhelm and Bruck also demonstrated the conceululity ’

in sp circuits. The dual of a single pSWitCh of probabiljty (a) The last pswitch is added in (b) The last pswitch is added in
L .. . . . . series. parallel.

appearing in series is the corresponding pswitch of praibabi

1 —p appearing in parallel. Similarly, the dual of a pswitch oFig. 3. Robustness of ssp circuits.

probability p appearing in parallel is a pswitch of probability - _ _

1 — p appearing in series. For example, in Fig. 2, the circuit If the (n + 1)st pswitch is added in series, see Fig. 3(a),

in (b) is the dual of the circuit in (a), and vice versa. It cathen the new circuit (with errors) has probability

be proved that dual circuits satisfy the following relation (p+e)(t+e)=tp+e(p+ea)tta

of being closed. Without considering the error probabitify
each pswitch, the probability of the new circuittis. Hence,
P(C)+ P(C) =1, the overall error probability of the circuit is; = ea(p+e1) +

where P(C) is the probability of circuitC' and P(C) is the te;. By the triangle inequality and the induction hypothesis,

Theorem 1 (Duality Theorem|[[15]) For a stochastic series-
parallel circuit C and its dualC, we have

probability of circuit C. ler] < Jea||(p +€1)| + tlea| < lea| + tle]
t
. _ I1l. ROBUSTNESS _ _ < (min(min(S), = max(9)) + 1) €
In this section, we analyze the robustness of differentkind min(min(S), 1 — max(8)) + max(5)
of stochastic switching circuits, where the probabilities - . €
individual pswitches are taken from a fixed pswitch set, but mm(mlen(s ), 1 — max(5))
given an error allowance of; i.e., the error probabilities <

of the pswitches are bounded ley For a stochastic circuit min(min($), 1 — max(5))

with multiple pswitches, therror probability of the circuit completing the induction.

is the absolute difference between the probability that theSimilarly, if the (n + 1)st pswitch is added in parallel, see
circuit is closed when error probabilities of pswitches argid-[3(b), then the new circuit (with errors) has probapilit
included, and the probability that the circuit is closed whe (pt+e)+(t+e)—(p+ea)lt+e)

error probabilities are omitted. We show that ssp circuits a

robust to small error perturbations, but the error proligbil = ti-tp+al-t+el-p-a)
of a general sp circuit may be amplified with additionabf being closed. Without considering the error probabitify
pswitches. each pswitch, the probability that the circuit is closeg is



t — tp. Hence, the overall error probability of the circuit with b pswitches

n + 1 pswitches ises = €1(1 — ) + e2(1 — p — €1). Again [ A \
Esing the induction hypothesis and the triangle inequality —R—R R—R
ave
ez a +1strings
< el —p—ea)l+ 1 -1l — —
< e+ (1 —t)|e] - QR - —R—R—
< ( - . Lt + 1) €
min{min(S), 1 — max(.5)) L R -
< min{min(5), 1 — max(S)) + 1 —min(5) . L Y J
- min{rﬁnin(S), 1 — max(9)) n—ab pswitches
= min{min(S), 1= maX(S)) ' Fig. 4. The construction of an sp circuit.
This completes the proof. [ ]

The theorem above implies that ssp circuits are robust toAssumingn is large enough, we have the following error
small error perturbations: no matter how big the circuitfig Probability for the circuit:
error probability of an ssp circuit will be well bounded by a

(&
constant times. Let us consider a case thét= {3}. In this B !
case, the overall error probability of any ssp circuit is hded - p?(é) —hn
by 2¢ if each pswitch is given an error allowance «f >~ po(e)e

~ —[A-(+e") Q- (p+e)" ") e
—a €)b n—ab
B. Robustness of sp Circuits ~ —[e (p: 1-(p+e) )'e
. . ~ —a(p+e) b—1/1 _ n—ab
We have proved that for a given pswitch ggtthe overall ~ et abb(p +6)” (1-(p+e) )e

error probability of an ssp circuit is well bounded. We wamt t +e7 9P (n — ab)(p 4 €)" " Le

know whether this property holds for all sp circui_ts. Untort ~ [e—apbabpb—l(l —pnTe) 4 o—ar’ (n — ab)p" =]
nately, we show that as the number of pswitches increases, th b
overall error probability of an sp circuit may also increase ~ [e’l—(l — p”’“b) + eil(n — ab)p"*‘“’*l]e.
this subsection, we will give the upper bound and lower bound p )
for the error probabilities of sp circuits. So whemn is large enough, we have

1-p

Theorem 3(Lower bound for sp circuits)Given a pswitch set e”!
S, if the error probability of each pswitch is (wheree — 0),

then there exists an sp circuit of sizewith overall error  Sinceb[(3)"] <n < b([(5)"] +1) for largen, we have
probability O(log n)e.

1
be < |e1| < e he.
p

logn loglogn log 10g% logn

. . ~ - + ~ .
Proof: Supposep € S, and without loss of generality, log 1 log L log L log L

. . . p p p p
assume: > 0. We construct an sp circuit as shown in Hi§. 4,
by connectinge + 1 strings of pswitches in parallel. Among
these strings, we havestrings ofb pswitches and one string  |n the following theorem, we will give the upper bound for
of n—ab pswitches, and all pswitches have probabilitiNow, the error probabilities of sp circuits.

we leta andb satisfy the following relation:

Finally, we havele;| ~ O(logn)e, completing the prool

Theorem 4 (Upper bound for sp circuits)Given an sp circuit

n 1., with n pswitches taken from a finite pswitch sgt if each

“= [_W —la= {(5) J ' pswitch has error probability bounded by then the total
error probability of the circuit is bounded by,/ne, where

Without considering pswitch errors, the probability of th% 1 ;
' = max;cs ———— IS a constant.
circuit is VT
pr=1—(1-p"21 —p"~). Proof: Assumez is a pswitch in a stochastic circutt,

and the actual probability of is ¢, + ¢,, wheree,, is the error
Suppose we introduce an error oto each pswitch, such part such thae,| < e. Let P(C|z = 1) denote the probability
that the probability of each pswitch js+ ¢ (assumes > 0).  of circuit C whenz is closed, and leP(C|z = 0) denote the

Then the probability of the circuit is probability of C whenz is open.
e b Without considering the error probability af, the proba-
pa(e)=1—-(1=(p+e))*(1-(p+e""), bility of circuit C' can be written as

wherep,(0) = p;. P,(C)=t,P(Clzr =1)+ (1 —t,)P(C|z =0).



Considering the error part af, we have which can be simplified as

P(C) = (ty + €)P(Clz = 1) + (1 — t, — €,)P(Clz = 0). m__(1-P)P
n1 + no 1 —P1P2

In order to prove the theorem, we define a term called the
error contribution In a circuit C, the error contribution of and
pswitchz is defined as n2 (1-P)P

e,(C) = |P(C) - Po(C)| = &4 P(Clz = 1) — P(Cla = 0) e o R
< e(P(Clz = 1) — P(C|z = 0)).

Adding the two inequalities yields

P+P—-1—-—PFP :—(1—P1)(1—P2) > 0,
In the rest of the proof, we have two steps.
(1) In the first step, we show that given an sp circuivhich is a contradiction. So we conclude that at least one

with size n, there exists at least one pswitch such that itf ¢,, (C') ande,,(C) is bounded by%e when

error contribution is bounded bfy,—v(\l/*_fwe, whereP is the C is pon_struc.ted by connecting two sp .circuits in series: If
probability of the sp circuit and — maxcs the circuit C' is constructed by connecting two sp circuits

i ] V-t in parallel, using a similar argument, we can get the same
We induct on the number of pswitches. If the circuit haéonclusion

only one pswitch, the result is trivial. Suppose the resaldé Finally, we get that given an sp circuit with size there

for k pswitches for. a"k. < we ”ee‘?' to prove that the reSUIIexists at least one pswitch such that its error contribuison
holds for any sp circuiC' with n pswitches. o\/A_P)P
oty i i ounded by————¢
Suppose circuitC' is constructed by connecting two s n
circuits C; andC» in series, where?; hasn; pswitches and (2) In the second step, we prove the theorem based on the

probability P;, and C, hasn, pswitches and probability,. fesult above.

Note thatn; + ne =n andn; < n,ns < n. We again induct on the number of pswitches. If we have
By the induction hypothesis, circuit; contains a pswitch less than three pswitches, the result is trivial. Suppose th
x1 with error contribution result holds for any sp circuit with > 2 pswitches; we want
to prove that the result also holds for any circuit witht 1
(& (1 — Pl)Pl 't h
e, (C) < Y— ¢ pswitches.
V1 Based on the result in the first step, we know that given an
In circuit C, the error contribution of pswitch is sp circuitC" with » + 1 pswitches, there exists a pswitah
with error contribution bounded b%’%ﬂe.
ez, (C) = |P(C) = Py, (O)| = P|P(Ch) — Py, (Ch))]| By keeping pswitchz closed, we obtain an sp circuit
= Pre, (C1) D; with at mostn pswitches. Please see Fig. 5(a)(b) as an
T .

example. Without considering pswitch erro®; is closed
Similarly, in the circuitCs, there exists a pswitch, such with probability p;; considering all pswitch errorsp; is

that the error contribution of is closed with probabilityg;. According to our assumption, we
have
c/ (1 — P) P
€x,(C2) < (TZ)Q@ e1 = |q1 — p1| < ev/ne.

and the error contribution aofy to circuit C' is

€z, (C) = Plewz (02)

Since the circuiC is constructed by connecting circuit§
and C; in series, the probability of circui€ is P = P Ps.
Thus, we only need to prove that either, (C) or e,,(C) is

bounded by
Cy/ (1 — P1P2)P1P2
N & (a) Circuit C. (b) D1, A closed.
This can be proved by contradiction as follows.
Assume both e,, (C) and e,,(C) are larger than

cy/(1=P1P2)P1 P> C D
WG. Then we ha.Ve ® ®

C\/(l—Pl)Pl C\/(l—P1P2)P1P2

P, >
/N1 VN1 + no
and (c) D2, A open.
P, C\/(l - PP, > C\/(l —PP)P P Fig. 5. An illustration of keeping a pswitcA closed or open in an sp circuit

A/MN2 VN1 + neo ’ C.



By keeping pswitchz open, we obtain an sp circuibs X X,
with at mostn pswitches. Please see Figl 5(a)(c) as an X
example. Without considering pswitch erro®; is closed
with probability po; considering all pswitch errorsDs is X, |
closed with probabilityy,. According to our assumption, we
have

es = |g2 — pa2| < ev/ne. X, X

For the initial sp circuitC' with n + 1 pswitches, without

considering pswitch errors, the overall probability of dieuit
Fig. 6. An example of a general stochastic switching circuit

is given by
tepr + (1 —to)p2,

wheret, is the probability of pswitche. The overall error probability of the circuif’ can then be

Considering all pswitch errors, the overall probabilitytioé  Written as
circuit is e = P™ _p()

(ta + €o)an + (1 — o = €2)go- (P — pln=1)) 4 (p(n=1) _ p(n-2)) | ...

We know that the error contribution of pswitch to the +(PM — plo)y,

circuit C' is
‘ Now, we prove thatP*) — Pk < cforall 1 <k <n
€:(0) = &laz —ail < CNCES |pk) _ p=1)|

Then by the triangle inequality, we can get the error = |P(t; +e€1,...,tk + €kytirts---stn)

probability of the circuitC" Pt ettt € ts s t)]
e = |(tx +ex)P(t1+ €1,y Litkg1, .oy tn)

= |tz te)n+ (1 —tz —ex)qa — (tap1 + (1 —t2)p2)] +(1—tk—ex)P(t1+ €1y, 0,541,y tn)

< telg = pal + (1 —t2)lg2 — p2| + €xlg2 — a1 —tP(ti €1, ..t +Hepm1, 1,00 )

- cy/n(n+1) + ge —(A =) Pty + €1, o1+ €r1,0,. .. 1)

- vVn+1 = |ex[P(t1+ €1,y L, tpg1,- - ytn)

o Jnt) 45 —P(t1+ €1, .., 0,541, )|

B Vn+1 < e

= ovntle Therefore, we have
This finishes the induction. ] n

e <3 1PW — P < e
k=1

C. Robustness of Non-sp Circuits as we wanted. -

Here we extend our discussion to the case of general
stochastic switching circuits. We have the following therar
which clearly holds for sp and ssp circuits:

Note that in most of cases, the actual error probability of a
circuit is much smaller thane whenn is large. Howeverpe

is still achievable in the following case: by placingpswitches
Theorem 5 (Upper bound for general circuitsfsiven a gen- with probability p — ¢ in series, where — oo, we can get a
eral stochastic switching circuit withk pswitches taken from circuit whose probability is
a finite pswitch setS, if each pswitch has error probability

~ _ -1
bounded bye, then the total probability of the circuit is (p—€)" =p" —np" e
bounded byne. Without considering the errors, the probability of the wgitc
Proof: We first index all the pswitches in the circut 1S ", S0 the overall error is -p"~'e. Choosingp sufficiently
asa1, s, ..., 7., see Figlh as an example. close to1l, we can make the error probability of the circuit
Lett;+¢; be the probability that; is closed, where; is the arbitrarily close tone.
error part such thafe;| < . Let P(*) denote the probability
that C' is closed when we only take into account the errors of IV. EXPRESSIBILITY
1,225, Tk 1€, In the previous section, we showed that ssp circuits are
pk) — Pt +e b+ eptpon tn) robust against noise. This property is important in natural
Y R systems and useful in engineering system design, because
where P(a1, as,...,a,) indicates the probability of” if x; the local error of a system should not be amplified. In this

is closed with probabilitys; for all 1 <1i < n. section, we consider another property of stochastic simitch



TABLE |
THE EXPRESSIBILITY OF STOCHASTIC SWITCHING CIRCUITS

S = {%, %, e, %} Can all 5 be realized?| upper bound of circuit sizg
g is even yes, ssp circuit [logyql(n—1)+1
g is an odd multiple of 3 yes, ssp circuit [logsgq](n—1)+1

q is a prime number larger thah no, not by sp circuits -

other values ofy open problem -

circuits, called expressibility. Namely, given a pswitcét s

S = {%, 2 ..., for some integer;, the questions we »
ask are: What kinds of probabilities can be realized using __ | :
stochastic switching circuits (or only ssp circuits)? Howrm P X,
pswitches are sufficient? Wilhelm and Bruck|[15] proved that X

if ¢g=2orq=23, all rationalqin, with 0 < a < ¢", can be
realized by an ssp circuit with at mostpswitches, which is  (a) Step 1: We assume that the de- (b) Step 2: Insert z1 in parallel as

optimal. They also showed thatf= 4, all rational , with sired probability is p1. ;‘;i;a;: ':Zvcvﬁlf}?étl\;‘;in_‘;ZQ;’lre:‘
0 < a < ¢", can be realized using at mdast — 1 pswitches. 1.
In this section we generalize these results:

1) If ¢ is an even number, all rationals, with 0 < X, X3 X,

[log, ¢](n — 1) + 1 pswitches (Theorem] 7).

a < ¢", can be realized by an ssp circuit with at most { Py & —QR—®—

2) If ¢ is odd and a multiple oB, all rational %, with é 5

0 < a < ¢", can be realized by an ssp circuit with at &

most Dog3 q-| (n - 1) + 1 pSWItCheS (Theore@ 8) (c) Step 3: Insert xg in series as (d) Last step: Replace p3 with a
3) However, ifq is a prime number greater thay there the last pswitch. Now we try to  single pswitch x3.

exists at least one rationg, with 0 < a < ¢", that realize p3 such that psz2 = ps.

cannot be realized using an sp circuit (Theofer 11).

Table[] summarizes these results. We see that wher2, 3, Fig. 7. An example of the backward algorithm.
or 4, our results agree with the results inl[15].

of z;, andpy. Therefore, backward algorithms can significantly

A. Backward Algorithms o
] 8 o o . reduce the search space, hence are more efficient than érwar
As mentioned in[15], switching circuits may be synthesizegyrithms. In this paper, most of the circuit constructiame
using forward algorithms, where circuits are built by adfingaced on backward algorithms.

pswitches sequentially, or backward algorithms, whereudtis
are built starting from the “outermost” pswitch.

Fig. [ gives a simple demonstration of a backward aB. Multiples of2 or 3
gorithm. Assume that the desired probabilityyis and we

; : / We consider the case that = {1, 2,..., %<1} andq is
plan to insert three pswitches, namely, x5, x5 in backward { 4 } 7

S S a multiple of 2 or 3. We show that ‘based on a backward
direction. Here, for simplicity, we use:,zy, x5 t0 denote 504 nm 4l rational, with 0 < a < ¢", can be realized
the closure probabilities of the pswitches, rather thanrth%sing a bounded number of pswitches. Before describing the

state”s II ﬁcr 0). If ﬁ p1 thhen Z1 hss to be |dns.erted.|n details, we introduce a characteristic function caliztor a
parallel. If z; > pi, thenz; has to be inserted in serlesﬁiven probabilityqiw, that is

After the insertion, we can try to realize the inner box wit
probability po such thatps + x1 — pox; = py. This process b get
is continued recursively until for some, p,,, can be realized <—w> = oy
. . . : ) q ged(b, g 1)
with a single pswitch. Generally, in backward algorithms, w
use z; to denote thekth pswitch inserted in the backwardNote that the functiord is well defined, i.e., the value of
direction, and use;, to denote the probability that we wantis unchanged when bothand¢® are multiplied by the same
to realize with pswitchesy, xx11, k12, - .. constant. From the definition of the characteristic funttip
Backward algorithms have significant advantages over fowe see that for any rationafs with 0 < a < ¢*, d is a
ward algorithms for probability synthesis. In a forwardalg positive integer. In each iteration of the algorithm, we éop
rithm, if we want to add one pswitch, we ha2gS| choices, reduced(py) such that it can reachafter a certain number of
since each pswitch may be added in either series or paralltdrations. Ifd = 1, this means the desired probability can be
But in a backward algorithm, if we want to insert one pswitchigalized using a single pswitch and the construction is done
we have only S| choices. That is because the insertion (seriéuring this process, we keep each successive probabpijlity
or parallel) of a pswitch:;, simply depends on the comparisonn the form of q% since only this kind of probabilities can
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) Py — e —®— .
k

— -0 - Py
P 100 oL
L3 2
10 (a) d(pg) is even and pj, < % (b) d(pg) is even and py > %
(a) Step 1 with d(p1) = 10. (b) Step 2 with d(p2) = 4.
S x= Z h(x, p,)
) =§ 10 q
Lo — Mxp) R | P
P ®-X _ q -2°
QL !
10
(¢) d(py) is odd and pj, < %. (d) d(pg) is odd and pj, > L.
(c) Step 3 with d(ps) = 2. (d) Step 4 with d(ps) = 1. ) 2 2
. . ) . Fig. 9. Whengq is even, the way to add a pswitch € S such that
Fig. 8.  The procedure to reallZ(fOiO for a given pswitch setS = g(p(x, py)) < d(pp).
{%7%7"'7%}'

Theorem 6. Given a pswitch sef = {%, %,...,%}, if ¢

is a multiple of2 or 3, then Algorithni1L realizes any rational
2 with 0 < a < ¢™, using an ssp circuit with a finite number
Algorithm 1 (Backward algorithm to realize; = - with  of pswitches.

be realized with the pswitch sef. Now, we describe the
algorithm as follows.

n ; -1
0 <a<g¢"and pSW'_tCh S?S ={ 3 ’ qT_})' Proof: The characteristic function(p;) of the initial
1) Setk = 1, starting with an empty circuit. probabilityp; is bounded by . We only need to prove that
2) Let there exists an integen such thatd(p,,,) = 1, i.e., p,, can be
g—z if x> pi (series), realized by a single pswitch. Hence the desired probability
W@y, pr) = { BBk if g < py, (parallel). can be realized by an ssp circuit with pswitches. It is enough
, . * N . to show that the characteristic functiaiip,) decreases ak
We find the optimat;, € S thazt minimizes!(py11) with increases.
Pretr = hak, pr). If prsr = go, then First, we consider the case whereis even. We will
b gvt show that for anyp, = q% there existsr € S such that
d(pr+1) = d <q_w> = ged(b, 1)’ d(h(z,pr)) < d(py). See Fig[PB, depending on the values

of pr, andd(pi), we have four different cases of inserting a

3) Insert pswitchzy, to the circuit. Ifz; > pg, the pswitch pswitchz such thatd(h(z, pi)) < d(ps)-

is inserted in series; otherwise, it is inserted in parallel

Then we seby,y1 = h(z, pr)- 1) If d(px) is even andp, < 3, let z = 1 and insert the
4) Letk =k + 1. pswitch in series.
5) Repeat steps 2—4 unil, can be realized using a single 2) If d(px) is even andp, > 3. letz = £ and insert the

pswitch. Then inserp,, into the circuit. pswitch in parallel. .
] o _ ] 3) Ifd(px)isodd andy < L, letz = 2= with s = [log, q|
In Algorithm [, the characteristic functiod(p;,) strictly and insert the pswitch in series. a
decreases ab increases, until it reaches 1. Finally, can 4y If 4(p,) is odd andpy, > %, let z = =2 with s =
be replaced by a single pswitch and the construction is done. |log, ¢| and insert the psv?/itch in parallel.
Fig.[8 gives an example of a circuit realized by this algonith
At the beginning, we have; = 1%, with d(p;) = 10.

H 1
Then we add the “best” pswitch to minimizkp,), where the forward to see that whed(py) is evend(h(z, p)) < zd(pr),
optimal pswitch is. Since < /L, we insert the pswitch

71 and whend(py) is odd,
100
in parallel, makingl(p2) = 4. Repeating this process, we have 25
A, pr) € — ) ).
71 275 55 1 ged(q, 2¢d(pr))

)

By checking all the cases to insert a pswitch, it is straight-

P1=—102, P2=—103, P3=—102, ps = 10 . _ . _ _
. . - . Sincex,, is optimal in each step of Algorithil 1, we have
with corresponding characteristic functions
d(p) = 10, d(p2) = 4, d(ps) = 2, d(ps) = 1. d(pr+1) = d(h(zy, pr)) < d(h(z, pr)) < d(pr)-

In the following theorem, we show that if is a multiple Finally, we can conclude that whep is even, there exists
of 2 or 3, then Algorithm[1 realizes any rationaq% with an integerm such thatd(p,,) = 1. Consequentlyp; can be
0<a<qm™ realized with at mostn pswitches.
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any rational q% with 0 < a < ¢" can be realized by an ssp
circuit, using at mosflog, ¢](n — 1) + 1 pswitches.

Proof: In order to achieve this upper bound, we use
a modified version of Algorithni]1. Instead of inserting the
optimal pswitchzy,, we insert the pswitch described in Fid.19
as thekth pswitch. The resulting characteristic function has the
following properties:

(1) d(px) decreases ak increases, and wheti(p,,) = 1
for somem, the procedure stops.
(2) If d(px) is even, theni(px41) is a factor of‘i(’g”“)

(3) If d(py,) is odd, theni(pi+1) is a factor of#%
We define
N =min{klk € (1,2,3,...),d(px) = 1},

then N is the number of required pswitches. We only need to

Fig. 10. For eachy, the average number of pswitches used in Algorifim Prove thatN < [log, ¢|(n — 1) + 1. Sinceq is even, we can

to realize the rational probabilities when their optimaesisn.

Similarly, wheng is odd and a multiple 08, if py = q%
we can always insert a pswitahe S such thatd(h(z, pr)) <
d(px), as follows:

1) If d(pr) mod 3 =0 andp; < %,

the pswitch in series.

2) If d(pk) mod 3 =0 and <pp <2 5 with evenb, let

x = %, and insert the pSWItCh in serles
3) If d(pk) mod 3 = 0 and 3 < pr < 2 with odd b, let
x = £, and insert the pswnch in paraIIeI

4) If d(pk) mod 3 =0 andp; > 2, letz =

the pswitch in parallel.

5) If d(px) mod3 # 0 andpy < &, letz = %

s = |logs ¢|, and insert the pswitch in series.

6) If d(px) mod 3 # 0 andi < pp < 2 with evenb, let

x = % with s = |logs ¢, and insert the pswitch in
series.

7) If d(pr) mod 3 #0 and <pp <2 W|th odd b, let
=23 Wwith s = [log, qJ and insert the pswitch in

letz = £, and insert

2, and insert

with

€r =
parallel.
8) If d(pr) mod 3 # 0 andp, > 2, letz = qq3
s = |logs ¢|, and insert the pswitch in parallel.
Finally, we can conclude that; can be realized with a finite
number of pswitches whefis odd and a multiple 0. m

with

For each valug; € {2,3,4,6,8,9,10}, we enumerate all
rational numbers with optimal size € (3,4,5). Here, we
say that a desired probability is realized with optimal sifze

we use Algorithn{lL to realize these rational numbers agajy),

Fig. [I0 presents the average number of pswitches require

using Algorithm[d when the optimal size is. It is shown
that wheng is a multiple of2 or 3, Algorithm[1 can construct
circuits with almost optimal size.

write ¢ = 2¢ or ¢ = 2°t, wheret > 1 is odd.

Let us first consider the case gf= 2¢. At the beginning,
d(p1) is a factor ofg"~!, so according to property (2), we can
get

N<en—1)+1=logyql(n—1)+1.
In the case of; = 2¢°t, let us define a set/ as
M = {k|k > 0,d(px) is odd},

and let M; be theith smallest element id/. According to
properties (2) and (3) and the fact thétp,) is a factor of
q"~t, we see thatl(pyy,) is a factor ofg”~*. Therefore, there
exits a minimalk, with k£ < n, such thatd(pss, ) = 1. Then
N = Mj.

Based on properties (2) and (3), we also see that

My <en—1)+1,

and

]\/[H-l — ]\/[z S S —C.

Therefore,

n—1

> (Miyy = M)+ My < s(n—1)+1
i=1

[logs q](n —1) 4+ 1.

This completes the proof.

N

IN

Using the similar methods, we can prove the following
theorems as well when is a multiple of3 or 6. Note that

OPheoreniy also applies to the case thas a multiple of6,

(} Theoreni B provides a tighter upper bound.

Theorem 8 (Upper bound of circuit size Wheajl is odd and
a multiple of 3). Given a pswitch sef = {; - IRRRE qfl},
if ¢ is odd and a multiple o8, then any ra'uonal L with

The next theorem gives an upper bound for the size of the< a < ¢™ can be realized using an ssp circuit with at most

circuits wheng is even.

Theorem 7 (Upper bound of circuit size wheq is even)

Supposeg; is even. Given a pswitch sgt= { , q, cee %},

[logs ¢](n — 1) + 1 pswitches.

Theorem 9 (Upper bound of circuit size wheqis a multiple

of 6). Given a pswitch sets = {2, 3,...,%1}, if ¢ is
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multiple of 6, all rational-% with 0 < a < ¢™ can be realized
by an ssp circuit with at mos¥v pswitches, where

(2s)(n—1)+1 (If 6° =q),

Based on the lemma above, it is easy to get the following
theorem.

Theorem 11 (Wheng is a prime number larger thas). For

N < 2s+1)(n—1)+1 (if £ <6°<q), a prime numberg > 3, there exists an intege#, with 0 <
)] @2s+2)(n—-1)+1 (if 4 <6°<?), a < ¢", such that_% cannot be realized using an sp circuit
(2s+3)(n—1)+1 (if & <6°<1). whenevem > 2.

Proof: The conclusion follows Lemn{a 1L0 and the following
C. Prime Number Larger Thas result in [15]: For any > 3, no pswitch set containing ag,

We proved that ifg is a multiple of2 or 3, all rational & With 0 < a < ¢, can realize all>.(C) = &, With 0 < b < ¢,
can be realized with a finite number of pswitches. We want #$ing at mose pswitches. u
know whether this result also holdsdfis an arbitrary number

greater than 2. Unfortunately, the answer is negative. V. PROBABILITY APPROXIMATION

Lemma 10. Supposg; is a prime number. Given a pswitch |n this section, we consider a general case where given an
setS = {1 2. 41}, if arational % cannot be realized arbitrary pswitch set, we want to realize a desired proktgbil

by an sp circuit withn pswitches, then it cannot be realizect;|ear|y, not every desired probability; can be realized
using an sp circuit with any number of pswitches. without any error using a finite number of pswitches for
a fixed pswitch setS. So the question is whether we can
Jeonstruct a circuit with at most pswitches such that it can
approximate the desired probability very well. Namely, the
difference between the probability of the constructeduirc

Proof: Assume there exits a rationd} which cannot be
realized by an sp circuit withh pswitches, but can be realize
with at least! > n pswitches. Further, suppose that this
minimal for all rationals with denominatay®. Under these

assumptions, we will prove that there exists a ratio#rétl

and the desired probability should be as small as possible.

q
which cannot be realized with’ pswitches but can be realized

with I’ pswitches such thdt < [. This conclusion contradicts

the assumption thdtis minimal.
According to the definition of sp circuits, we know thgt
can be realized by connecting two sp circuits and Cs in

A. Greedy Algorithm

Given an arbitrary pswitch sét with |S| > 2, it is not easy
to find the optimal circuit (ssp circuit) with pswitches which
approximates the desired probability. As we discussed in

the last section, a backward algorithm providé$ choices
for each successive insertion. To find the optimal circug, w
may have to search throug§|" different combinations. As
|S| or n increases, the number of combinations will increase
dramatically. In order to reduce the search space, we pexgpos
b1 by - e greedy algorithm: In each step, we insertpswitches, which
g g2 g are the “best” locally. Normallymn is a very small constant.
Since each step has complexit§|™, the total number of
possible combinations is reduced [t8] -, which is much

Without loss of generality, assurmbeis a multiple ofg, and we smallgr thaWS'” when | 5| P 2 an-dn is large. Now, we
write b, — cg. Consider the probability-<—, which can be describe this greedy algorithm briefly. The same notations
. v 1— ’

realized withC}, usingl; pswitches. Assume that the sam%l’xQ’ -+ andps, ps,... are used, as those described for the
probability can also be realized with another sp cirauit ackwar_d a_llgonthms:vk |nQ|cates thek_th pswitch msert_ed :
usingl — 1 pswitches. By connecting andC, in series, we and p; indicates the desired probability of the subcircuit
can realize with [; —1+1> = [ -1 pswitches, contradicting constructed byek, Tg1, - -

the assumption thaf: cannot be realized with less thdn Algorithm 2 (Greedy algorithm with step-lengtin).

pswitches. Therefore, we see tr*rqa;!f,—1 cannot be realized 1) Assume that the desired probabilityis. Setk = 1 and
with [; — 1 pswitches, but it can be realized withpswitches. start with an empty circuit.

Sincel; < I, this also contradicts our assumption thais 2) Select the optimak™ = (z1,z2,...,2,) € S™ t0

minimal. minimizef(z™, S, px), which will be specified later, and

series or in parallel. Assum@; consists ofl; pswitches and
is closed with probabilityjl—ll, andCs consists of, pswitches
and is closed with probability(;%, wherel; + Iy = 1.

If C; andC5 are connected in series, we can get

Therefore,biby = aq'~", whereb,b, is a multiple ofg.
Sinceq is a prime number, eithén or b, is a multiple ofq.

If C; andC5 are connected in parallel, we have this z™ is denoted as* = (z, 73, ...,2%,).
by by b by a 3) Insert m pswitcheszi, z3,..., x5 one by one into
& : p = P the circuit in backward direction. During this process,

calculatepg+1, pk+2, - - -, Pk+m ONE by one and update
k ask +m.

Repeat steps 2 and 3 f¢r* | times.

Construct a new circuit witl — [ - |m pswitches such
that its probability is closest tpy, then replacep; with

this new circuit.

Therefore,biby = b1¢"> + bag't — ag'~™. Using a similar
argument as above, we can conclude that eitheor b, is a 4)
multiple of g. Then either (1)% can be realized with less than 5)
l pswitches or (2) is not optimal, yielding a contradiction.
This proves the lemma. [ ]
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So far, according to the backward algorithm described in This completes the proof. ]

Section[1V-A, we know how to finish step 3, including how ) . o
to insertm pswitches one by one into a circuit in a backward In each step of the greedy algorithm, our goal is to minimize

direction, and how to update,. The only thing unclear in the ekb’ the appkroxmz;tlon error ofy.. According to the lemma
procedure above is the expressionfe¢f™, S, p). above, we know that

In order to get a good expression ffz™, S, px), we study k+m—1
how errors propagate in a backward algorithm. Note that in er = < H r(xi)> Ektm.,
a backward algorithm, we insert pswitches x-, ..., z,, one i=k

by one: if z;, > py, thenzy, is inserted in series; it < \yhere the termey., is unknown. But we can minimize
Pk, thenxy is inserted in parallel. Now, given a circuit ][—[k+m—1 r(z;) such thatey, is as small as possible.
e

. . . . i=k
with size n constructed using a backward algorithm, we let"gocad on the above discussion, we exprgs S, py) as

C®) denote the subcircuit constructed by, , zx, 1 1,. .., Tn
and call |P(C®) — p,| as the approximation error qfy, . "
denoted byey. In the following theorem, we will show how f(a,S,pp) = Hr(xi)’ (1)
e, affects that ofey, for ko < k; after inserting pswitches =1
Loy ooy Lhy—1- with
Lemma 12. In a backward algorithm, letp, denote the r(z:) _{ T; .if xi.is_inserted.in series,
desired probability of the subcircuiC*) constructed by ’ 1 —uxz; if z; is inserted in parallel.
xf’xkfrlr’]%x” ar;gd Iet}:k genote t::e approximation eror |, e rest of this section, based on this expression for
Of p. Thenfor anyk; < k1 = n, We have f(z,S,pr), we show that the greedy algorithm has good
ka1 performance in reducing the approximation errompgf
€y = H (i) | €y
i=k
where ' B. Approximation Error whenS| =1
T if z; is inserted in series, When S has only one element, say = {p}, the greedy
r(zi) = { 1—a; if z; is inserted in parallel. algorithm above can become really simplep)f > py, then

we insert one pswitch in parallel; otherwise, we insert it in
series. FiglZl1 demonstrates how to approximbausing four

Proof: We only need to prove that for artyless than the pswitches with the same probabiligz Initially, p, = % S 1
1 1

circuit size, the following result holds: 3

so we insert in parallel. As a resulty, = 2= = § < 3, s0
e = 1(Tk)ert1. we insert the second pswitch in series. The final probability

When z, = pi, we havee, = epy1 = 0, so the result is of the circuit in Flgm is%, which is close IO%.

trivial.
Whenz, > pg, thenzy is inserted in series. In this case,
we have

Pk+1Tkx = Pk,
and
P(C*H) g = P(CW),

As a result, the approximation error pf is

ex = |[P(CW)—pyl
_ (k+1)y,.
= |p© )Tk = Pr12k| Fig. 11. This circuit approximateg using4 pswitches of probabilitys .
= Tk€k41-
Whenz;, < p, thenzy, is inserted in parallel. In this case, Note that in the greedy algorithm, whenis close to3,
we have the probability of the resulting circuit will quickly convge

to the desired probability. But whemis close to0 or 1, the

DPk+1 + Tk — Pet1Tk = Pk, . .
convergence speed is slower. In the following theorem, we

and provide an upper bound for the approximation error of the
P(CHY) 4 2y — P(CHF D) gy = P(CW). desired probability whenS| = 1.
As a result, the approximation error pf is Theorem 13 (Approximation error wherjS| = 1). Givenn

_ p(c® pswitches, each with probability, and a desired probability
e = P (k+)1)_ P (k+1) pa, the greedy algorithm (Algorithil 2) withh = 1 generates
= [P(CY") +zp — P(CYT )y an ssp circuitC' with approximation error

—(Pht1 + Tk — Pr17k)]
= (1 - xk)ekﬂ.

(max{p,1—p})"

e=|pa— P(C)| < 5



where equality is achieved when

{

| — (max{p.1-p})"

ifp<i,
<max{p.213p}>" i

ifp>%.

Pd = fn(p)

Proof: In the following proof, we only consider the case

whenp < %. From duality, the result will also hold for > 1.

12

n, Algorithm[2 withm = 1 yields an ssp circuit with at most
n pswitches, such that the approximation errosatisfies

A ((3 +2A)A) T%H.

e< =
-2

Proof: In the following proof, we only consider the case

We induct on the number of pswitches. For one pswitch, thieat . is odd. If the result holds for oda, then the result

result is trivial: the worst-case desired probabilitypig- 1;—”,

will also hold for evenn. In order to simplify the proof, we

with approximation errorl%”. Now assume the result of theassume thak, = 0 andsg1; = 1 also belong toS; i.e.,
theorem holds forn pswitches, we want to prove that it alsathere are pswitches with probabilifyor 1. This assumption

holds forn + 1 pswitches.

Let p1 = py be approximated witm + 1 pswitches using
Algorithm[2. At the beginning, one pswitch is inserted inisgr
if pg < p, or in parallel if p; > p. According to Lemma12,
we know that the approximation error pf is

€1 = T(p)€27

wherer(p) < max{p,1 — p}, and e, is the approximation
error of po. According to our assumption, we know that

o (max{p,1 —p}h)"
= 2

So we have

o (max{p,1—p})"*!

- 2

Note that equality is achieved if(p) = max{p,1—p} and
= (axip1=pl)” "in this caseps = fu(p) > 3 > p and

€1

€2

the last pswitch is inserted in parallel. As a result, we have

_ n+1
Fra0) = Falp) + 0~ fulplp =1~ L2

will not affect our conclusion.

We writen = 2k + 1 and induction ork. Whenk = 0, the
result is trivial, since the approximation error of one pshi
satisfiese < %. Assume the result holds f@k + 1 pswitches.
We want to show that the result also holds &k + 1) + 1
pswitches.

When m 1 in the greedy algorithm, if we want to
approximatep; = pg with 2(k + 1) + 1 pswitches, we should
insert a pswitch with probabilityirg min, f(z,S,p1) in the
first step, wheref(x, S, p1) is defined in[(L).

Let zypper = min{z € S|z > p1} and zigwer = max{z €
Slz < p1}. Since0 € S and1 € S, we know thatzr,pper and
Tlower EXISL.

(1) We first consider the case that— ziower < Zupper-
In this case, we insert),w., in parallel as the first pswitch.
Therefore, we can get

. P1 — Tlower

P2 .
1- Tlower

According to the definition ofA, there exists a pswitch
x € § such thatp, <z < py + A. Assume in the algorithm,

as described in the theorem. This completes the proofm we insert pswitchz* as the second one. Sinaé is locally

1 . optimal, we have
If we let p = 3, the theorem shows that for any desired
f(l'*, SapQ) < f((E, SapQ) <p2+ A.

probability p; and any integern, we can find an ssp circuit
Assume the approximation error @f is e3. According to

with n pswitches to approximatg;, such that the approxi-
mation error is at mos%. This agrees with the result in
o, Lemmal12, we know that the approximation erromef= py

[15]: Given a pswitch setS = {%}, all rational =%, with
0 < a < ¢", can be realized using at mostpswitches. IS

€1 < (p2 + A)(l - xlower)eS
C. Approximation Error whenS| > 1 D1 — Tlower
. . . . = (7 + A)(l - xlowcr)eii
In this subsection, we show that using the greedy algorithm 1 — Ziower
(Algorithm[2) with smallm, such asl or 2, we can construct = ((p1 — Tiower) + A(L — Ziower))e3
a circuit to obtain a good approximation of any desired < A(2 = Ziower €3
probability. Here, given a pswitch sét= {s;,s2,...,5/5/}, A3 + Tupper — Tiower)
we define its maximal intervah as < B 3
A:IgliédSiH—SiL < we&
where we letsy = 0 and 5541 = 1. In the following  According to our assumption,
theorems, we will see that the approximation error of the
greedy algorithm depends ah, and can decrease rapidly as e < é((?’ + A)A)k_
n increases. -2 2
Let us first consider the case = 1: So
Theorem 14 (Approximation error form = 1). Assume we e1 < %(%)k“,

have the pswitch sef = {si,s2,...,s/5/} With maximal
interval A. For any desired probabilityp; and any integer This completes the induction.
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(2) Whenl — Zigwer > Tupper, WE INSertrypper iN Series as  This completes the induction.

the first pswitch. Using a similar argument as above, we can(2) If p; > I“PP”+”‘°We‘+A§m“"P“r““’W‘”‘*l), we consider
also prove that the following way to insert two pswitches: First inseft =
A (34 AA Zupper IN S€ries, and we get
er < 5(( 5 ) )k-ﬁ-l. 1
p2 = " .
This completes the proof. ] it

There exists a pswitclt, € S such thatps — A < x5 < po.

In the next theorem, we show that if we increasefrom  Then we insertz, in parallel as the second pswitch. In this
1 to 2, the upper bound of the approximation error can hgse, lettingr = (z, z3), we have

reduced furthermore. F.Sopy) < (1— A))
Z,0,P1 S — P2 — Zupper-
Theorem 15 (Approximation error form = 2). Assume we . . . ) o ,
have the pswitch sef = {s1,s,...,5)5/} With maximal Let 2" = (z7,x3) be the two pswn_che; inserted by the
interval A. For any desired probabilityy and any integer &lg0rithm withm = 2, then the approximation error @f =
n, Algorithm[2 withm = 2 yields an ssp circuit with at most?d 1S

n pswitches, such that the approximation errosatisfies er = flx., S, p1)es
A (2+A)A [%]71 S f(xasapl)e3
e — | .
-2 2 < (1 - (p2 - A))xuppchB
Proof: As in the proof form = 1, we only consider the - (M + A) Tupper€s-
case whem is odd, son = 2k + 1. In the proof, we use the Zupper

same notations as those in the casenof 1, and assume Sincep; > zuppcr+zlower+A§zuppcr+zlowe,.71)’ we have

includesO and 1.

Now we induct onk. Whenk = 0, the result of the theorem (Tupper — Tlower) (1 + A) + Ae

is trivial. Assume the result holds f@k + 1 pswitches; we = 2 °

want to prove that it also holds fa@(k+1)+1 pswitches. Let . AE2+4) .

Tupper = Min{z € S|z > p1} and zjower = max{z € S|z < - 2

p1}, we will consider two different cases as follows. Then we have the same result as the first case. [ |

upper ower A(mm er+wlowcr_l) H
1) If p; < ZuppertZlowert A Tupp , we consider .
() If pr < 2 According to the two theorems above, when we Aet—

the following way to insert two pswitches: First insart = 0, the approximation error fom — 1 is upper bounded by

x in parallel, and we get L
lower 1N P d & (%)’C wherek = [2] —1; and the approximation error for

2 2 2
— D1~ Zlower m = 2 is upper bounded by - A*. It shows that the greedy
L = Ziower algorithm has good performance in terms of approximation
There exists a pswitclr, € S such thatp, < 25 < py + A.  error, even whemn is very small. Comparing with the case of

Then we insert:, in series as the second pswitch. In this casey = 1, if we choosen = 2, the probability of the constructed

D2

letting = (21, z2), we have circuit can converge to the desired probability faster as th
circuit sizen increases.
f(@,8,p1) < (P2 + A)(1 — Ziower)- In the following theorem, we consider the special cdse
. . 1 2 —1 . . .
Let z* = (z},23) be the two pswitches inserted by thelg: g+ --» 5} for some integer. In this case, we obtain a
algorithm withm = 2, then the approximation error gf = NE€W Upper bound for the approximation error when using the

greedy algorithm withm = 2. This bound is slightly tighter

pa is N
than the one obtained in Theorém) 15.
= *7 S? < ) S? — H
el g f(z A]311)63 < f(@,S,p1)es Theorem 16. Supposes = {1,2,... 4=} for some integer
< (p2 + A)(1 — Tiower €3 ¢, with A = L. For any desired probability; and any integer
(M + A) (1 — Ziower )3 n, Algorithm(2 withm = 2 constructs an ssp circuit with at
1 = Ziower mostn pswitches such that its approximation error
Sincep1 < Iupper+Ilowcr+A;ﬂCupper+Ilowcr—1), we have o< % (A(l _ A))(%W_l .
e < (Zupper — Ziower) (L + A) + Aeg Proof: The proof is similar to the proof of Theordml15,
A2 4 A 2 so we simply provide a sketch. Assume that in each step, we
< geg_ insert two pswitches in the following way (see Higl 12):
2 (1) If pr. € [0, %], we insert a pswitchr; = % in series, and
: : A [ (E+A)A then insert a pswitclr, = = in series or in parallel. In this
According to our assumption, we have < 5 (—2 ) ' case, q

SO

ey (e () sm)=afe-t) -0



1 Pin
q —_ I
— r O -
8 q
@ py, € [0, ). ®) pi € [, 1].
1
q u+l
pk+2 pk+2 q
®, o
4 q
. wou 1wy dppe[b+2_ud uylyy
(c) pr € [q q + 5 ] or some (d) pg ; o+ gl for
u={1,...,q—1}. some u—fO,l,...7 -2}
Fig. 12. Inserting pswitches for different values mf.
(2) If pr € [4=,1], we insert a pswitchr; = <2 in

g—1

parallel, and then insert a pswitah = T in series or in

parallel. In this case,

f((ié) Spk) S%(1—2>=A(1—A).

14

Fig. 13. The circuit approximate% with 5 pswitches from the pswitch set
4

NSO

n
Il
-~

-
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VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the robustness and synthesis
of stochastic switching circuits. We have shown that ssp cir
cuits are robust against small error perturbations, wheleegal
sp circuits are not. As a result, we focused on constructing
ssp circuits to synthesize or approximate probabilitiege W
generalized the results in_[15] and proved that wheis a
multiple of 2 or 3, all rational fractlons— can be reallzed

using ssp circuits when the pswitch siét: {;, 1}
However, this property does not hold Wh@nis a prlme
number greater tha® For a more general case of an arbitrary
pswitch set, we proposed a greedy algorithm to construct ssp
circuits. This method can approximate any desired prothabil

- q—1}, We  with low circuit complexity and small errors.

(3) If pi. € [%, %-‘r% :]forsomeu—{l
insert a pswnchr = 2 in parallel, and then insert a pswitch
Tog = E in series. | h|s case,

f<<gé) ,S,pk) < <1—g) é < A(1-A).

orsomeu = {0,1,...,q—2},

@1 pi € 332 )t
we insert a pswitchr; = 2

pswitchz, = q L in parallel. In this case,

f<<u+1,u>,5’,pk> < u—i—l(l_q—l)
q q q q
< A(1-A).

Based on the above analysis, we know that for ppye
(0,1), we can always find: = (z1, z2) such that

f((@1,22), 5, px)) < A(1 = A).

Hence, the result of the theorem can be proved by inductior[ls.]

This completes the proof. [ ]

Fig. [I3 shows an example for demonstration. Assume

S = {%,2,2 4}, and suppose we want to realiZeusing
five pswitches. Using the greedy algorithm with = 2, we
can get the circuit in Fig.13, whose probabilitydig278, and
approximation error is

e = ’% — 0.4278‘ =73x107%,

which is very small.

utl in series, and then insert a
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