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Synthesis of Stochastic Flow Networks

Hongchao Zhou, Ho-Lin Chen, and Jehoshua Brirekow, IEEE

Abstract—A stochastic flow network is a directed graph with and Hoshi [[6] and Abraham§][1] generalized their approach
incoming edges (inputs) and outgoing edges (outputs), toke en-  and demonstrated how to generate an arbitrary probabitty d
ter through the input edges, travel stochastically in the nevork, —yjjytion using a general/-sided biased coin. All these works

and can exit the network through the output edges. Each node . . N -
in the network is a splitter, namely, a token can enter a node have been focusing on the “simulation” side of probability

through an incoming edge and exit on one of the output edges transformation, and their goal is to minimize the expected
according to a predefined probability distribution. Stochastic flow  number of coin tosses for generating a certain number oétarg
networks can be easily implemented by DNA-based chemical te djstributions.

actions, with promising applications in molecular computing and There are a few works that considered the problem of prob-

stochastic computing. In this paper, we address a fundameat bility t f tion f theti ti
synthesis question: Given a finite set of possible splitterand ability transformation from a synthetic perspective, ngme

an arbitrary rational probability distribution, design a s tochastic designing a physical system for “synthesizing” targetréist
flow network, such that every token that enters the input edge butions, by connecting certain probabilistic elementschSu
will exit the outputs with the prescribed probability distr ibution.  probabilistic elements can be electrical ones based on in-
The problem of probability transformation dates back to von  arpa| thermal noise or molecular ones based on inherent
Neumann’s 1951 work and was followed, among others, by Knuth . . . . . .
and Yao in 1976. Most existing works have been focusing on the randomness in _chemlcal reactions. In _th|s scenario, th? Sz
“simulation” of target distributions. In this paper, we design of the construction becomes a central issue. In 1962, dill [4
optimal-sized stochastic flow networks for “synthesizing” target [5] discussed the problem of generating rational probdmsli
distributions. It shows that when each splitter has two outging using a sequential state machine. Later, Sheng [13] careside
edges and is unbiased, an arbitrary rational probability ¢ with applying threshold logic elements as a discrete probgbilit

a < b < 2" can be realized by a stochastic flow network of . 8
sizen that is optimal. Compared to the other stochastic systems, transformer. Recently, Wilhelm and Bruck [17] proposed a

feedback (cycles in networks) strongly improves the expresbility ~ Procedure for synthesizing stochastic switching circuds

of stochastic flow networks. realize desired discrete probabilities. More properties a
Index Terms—Stochastic Flow Network, Random-walk Graph constructions of stochastic switching circuits were stddi
Probability Synthesis. ’ " by Zhou, Loh and Bruck[]9],[T18],[T19]; Qian et. al_[12]

studied combinational logic for transforming a set of given
probabilities into target probabilities. Motivated by ahastic
|. INTRODUCTION computing based on chemical reaction networks [14], in this

The problem of probability transformation dates back tBaper we study stochastic flow networks. A stochastic flow
von Neumann[[10] in 1951, who first considered the probleRtwork is a directed graph with incoming edges (inputs) and
of simulating an unbiased coin by using a biased coin wifftgoing edges (outputs), tokens enter through the inpeed
unknown probability. He observed that when one focuses §RVel stochastically in the network and can exit the nekwor
a pair of coin tosses, the events HT and TH have the safhgough the output edges. Each node in the network is a
probability (H is for ‘head’ and T is for ‘tail’); hence, HT splitter, namely, a token can enter a node through an inapmin
produces the output symb6l and TH produces the output€dge and exit on one of the output edges according to a
symbol 1. The other two possible events, namely, HH anBredefined probability distribution. We address a fundaaien
TT, are ignored, namely, they do not produce any outpﬁynthesis guestion: Given a finite set of possible splitters
symbols. More efficient algorithms for simulating an unieis and an arbitrary rational probability distribution, design
coin from a biased coin were proposed by Hoeffding arfeptimal-sized stochastic flow network, such that every token
Simons [7], Eliasl[B], Stout and Warreh |16] and Peres [11].
In 1976, Knuth and Yad [8] presented a simple procedure for
generating sequences with arbitrary probability distidms
from an unbiased coin (the probability of H and T %s).
They showed that the expected number of coin tosses is upper-
bounded by the entropy of the target distribution plus twanH
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that enters the input edge will exit the outputs with thef our results to arbitrary rational probability distribers. The

prescribed probability distribution. concluding remarks and the comparison of different staghas
Stochastic flow networks can be easily implemented kyystems are given in Sectién VII.

chemical reaction networks, where each splitter corredpon

to two types of molecules, and incoming tokens (another type [I. PRELIMINARIES

of molecules) can react with both, hence react with one of |, s section, we introduce some preliminaries, inclgdin

them with a certain probability. Compared to the synthetig, i, ang vao's scheme for simulating an arbitrary distribu
stochastic systems described above, stochastic flow neSwat, ., tom a biased coin. and how using absorbing Markov

demonstrate sirong powers in expressing an arbrtraryna’d_ﬂochains or Mason’ Rule to calculate the output distributién o
target distribution. Fig[J1l depicts von Neumann’s algarith a given stochastic flow network.

in the language a stochastic flow network that consists of

three p-splitters for anyp and generates probability. Here, ,

a p-splitter indicates a splitter with two outgoing%dges withv Knuth and Yao's Scheme

probabilitiesp and (1 — p). In this construction, we have two In 1976, Knuth and Yao proposed a simple procedure for

outputs{By, B2} = {0,1} (corresponding to the labelsand simulating an arbitrary distribution from an unbiased cftire

1, respectively). For each incoming token, it has the sanpobability of H and T is3) [8]. They introduced a concept

probability pq to reach either outpud or output1 directly, called generating tree for representing the algorithm T2le

and it has probabilityl — 2pg to come back to the startingleaves of the tree are marked by the output symbols, and the

point. Eventually, the probability for the token to reacltiea path from the root node to the leaves indicates the sequences

of the outputs ist. In general, the outputs of a stochastic flovef bits generated by the unbiased coin. Starting from the roo

network have labels denoted B, 32, ..., Bm }. A token will  node, the scheme selects edges to follow based on the coin

reach an outpuB, (1 < k < m) with probability ¢;, and we tosses until it reaches one of the leaves. Then it outputs the

call ¢, the probability of;, and call{g1, g2, ..., ¢, } the output Symbol marked on that leaf.

probability distribution of the network, wherg ;" ; g, = 1. In general, we assume that the target distribution is
In this paper we assume, without loss of generality, th&p1,p2,...,pm}. Since all the leaves of the tree have prob-

the probability of each splitter ig (-splitters can be im- abilities of the form2~* (if the depth of the leaf isk), we

plemented using threg-splitters for anyp). Our goal is to split each probability; into atoms of this form. Specifically,

realize the target probabilities or distributions by comsting let the binary expansion of the probability be

a network of minimum size. In addition, we study the expected _ G)

latency, namely the expected number of splitters a toked nee pi= Zpi ’

to pass before reaching the output (or we call it the expected _ 7=t
operating time). wherep!?) = 2= or 0. Then for each probability;, we get a
The main contributions of the paper are group of atoms{p!?) : j > 1}. For these atoms, we allot them

1) General optimal construction: For any desired rational to |eaves with label3; on the tree. Hence, the probability of
probability, anoptimal-sized construction of stochastic generatings; is p;. We can see that the depths of all the atoms

flow network is provided. satisfy the Kraft inequality[2], i.e.,
2) The power of feedback: We show that with feedback m
(loops), stochastic flow networks can generate signifi- Zzp(j) -1

cantly more probabilities than those without feedback.

3) Constructions with well-bounded expected latency: We .
give two constructions whose expected latencies 2@ We can always construct such a tree with all the atoms
well-bounded by constants. As a price, they use a fé otted. Knuth and Yao showed that the expected number of

more splitters than the optimal-sized one. fair bits required by the procedure (i.e. the expected depth

4) Constructions for arbitrary rational distributions. We the tree) to generate a random variablewith distribution
generalize our constructions so that they can re-
alize an arbitrary rational probability distribution
{1,902, -, qm }-

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sectionl we introduce some preliminaries including Knuth
and Yao’s scheme and a few mathematical tools for calcgatin
the distribution of a given stochastic flow network. Section
[Mintroduces an optimal-sized construction of stochafitw
networks for synthesizing an arbitrary rational probayili
and it demonstrates that feedback significantly enhanaes th
expressibility of stochastic flow networks. Section 1V gizals
the expected latency of the optimal-sized constructiontiGe
[Vlgives two constructions whose expected latencies areruppe
bounded by constants. Sectior VI presents the generaligatiFig- 2. The generating tree to generatéZa ;) distribution.

i=1 j>1




{p1,p2,...,pm} lies betweenH (X) and H(X) + 2 where
H(X) is the entropy of the target distribution.

Fig.[2 depicts a generating tree that generates a diswibuti
{2,1}, where the atoms fog are {1,%,55,...}, and the
atoms for are{4, 16 64,. 3. We see that the construction of
generatlng trees is, in some sense, a special case of siochas
flow networks that without cycles. If we consider each node in
the generating tree as a splitter, then each token thatsettier
tree from the root node will reach the outputs with the target
distribution. While Knuth and Yao’s scheme aims to minimize
the expected depth of the tree (or in our framework, we callgly. 3. The stochastic flow network to generatéZa 1) distribution.
the expected latency of the network), our goal is to optimize
the size of the construction, i.e., the number of nodes in the

network. Lo
R
B. Absorbing Markov Chain p=1] 2 0 0 3
. . . . 0 0 1 0
Let’s consider a stochastic flow network withsplitters and 00 0 1

m outputs, in which each splitter is associated with a state
number in{1,2,...,n} and each output is associated with a From which we can obtain the probability distribution
state number ifn+1,n+2,...,n+m}. When a token reaches S=e(I-Q)'R= ( 2 1 ) _
splitter with 1 < i < n, we say that the current state of this 3
network isi. When it reaches output with 1 < k£ < m,
we say that the current state of this networknis- k. Note
that the current state of the network only depends on the lasMason’s gain rule is a method used in control theory to
state, and when the token reach one output it will stay thefigd the transfer function of a given control system. It can be
forever. So we can describe token flows in this network usipplied to any signal flow graph. Generally, we describe it as
an absorbing Markov chain. If the current state of the netwofollows (see more details about Mason'’s rulelin|[15]):
is i, then the probability of reaching stajeat the next instant ~ Let H (z) denote the transfer function of a signal flow graph.
of time is given byp;;. Here,p;; = px (pi; = pr) if and Define the following notations:
only if statei and statej is connected by an edg€ (7). 1) A(z) = determinant of the graph.

Clearly, the network withn splitters andm outputs with 2) L = number of forward paths, witlP(z), 1 < k < L
different labels can be described by an absorbing Markov  denoting the forward path gains.
chain, where the first states are transient states and the last3) A,(z) = determinant of the graph that remains after

C. Mason's Rule

m states are absorbing states. And we have deleting thekth forward pathPy(z).
S =1 i=1.2...n+m To calculate the determinant of a grapt(z), we list all
=1 pJ 0 Vi >n andi # j ’ the loops in the graph and their gains denoted byall pairs
1] — )

of non-touching loopd.;L;, all pairwise non-touching loops
L;L;Ly, and so forth. Then

Z):l—ZLi+ Z LiLj—...

n m
P= n ( Q R ) i:loops (4,5):non-touching

Dpii =1 Vi > n.
The transition matrix of this Markov chain is given by

m 0 I The transfer function is

whereQ is ann x n matrix, R is ann x m matrix, 0 is an H(z) = SF L Pe(2)Ak(2)

m X n zeros matrix and is anm x m identity matrix. A(z) ’
Let B;; be the probability for an absorbing Markov Cha”}:alled Mason’s rule.

reaching the statg+n if it starts in the transient state Then

B is ann x m matrix, and

Let’s treat a stochastic flow network as a control system
with input U(z) = 1. Applying Mason'’s rule to this system,
=(I-Q) 'R we can get the probability that one token reaches outpuith
1 < k < m. Also having the network in Fi§.]3 as an example:
In this network, we want to calculate the probability for a
token to reach output (for short, we call it as the probability
of 1). Since there is only one loop with gaia 7 L and only
S =[1,0,...,0]B = e (I — Q)—lR_ one forward path with forward galh we can obtam that the

. . robability of 1 is
Given a stochastic flow network, we can use the formu% y

above to calculate its probability distribution. For exdenp p— i
the transition matrix of the network in Figl 3 is 1—

Assume this Markov chain starts from stdtand letS; be
the probability for it reaching the absorbing state n. Then
S is the distribution of the network




Fig. 4. Tree structure used to realize probabilifiy for an integerz(0 <
< 2m) .

which accords with the result of absorbing Markov chains.

b) Now, we prove that only probability; with integer
(0 < x < 27") can be realized. If this is true, thefi: with
odd z cannot be realized with less thansplitters. It means
that in the construction above, the network sizés optimal.

According to Mason’s rule, for a network without loops, the
probability for a token reaching one output is

P=> P,
k

where Py, is the path gain of a forward path from the root to
the output. Givem splitters, the length of each forward path
should be at most. Otherwise, there must be a loop along
this forward path (have to pass the same splitter for at least
two times). For eaclt, P, can be written agt for somex;,.

As a result, we can get thdt can be written asg: for some

xT. |

In

fact, it can be proved that the Mason’s rule and the matrix Networks with loops

form based on absorbing Markov chains are equivalent.

IIl. OPTIMAL-SIZED CONSTRUCTION AND FEEDBACK

In this section we present an optimal-sized constructio
stochastic flow networks. It consists of splitters with pe
bility 1/2 and computes an arbitrary rational probabillye

n
b

demonstrate that feedback (loops) in stochastic flow nédsvor UM

significantly enhance their expressibility. To see thats férst

We showed that stochastic flow networks without loops
can only realize binary probabilities. Here, we show that
feedback (loops) plays an important rule in enhancing their
gxpressibility. For example, with feedback, we can realize
probability% with only two splitters, as shown in Fidl] 3.
But without loops, it is impossible (or requires an infinite
ber of splitters) to reaIiz%. More generally, for any
desired rational probability with integers) < a < b < 27,

study stochastic flow networks without loops, and then tho¥ have the following theorem:

with loops.

A. Loop-free networks

1

Theorem 2. For a network with n 5-splitters, any rational
probability ¢ with integers 0 < a < b < 2" can be realized ,
and only rational probabilities § withintegers0 < a <b < 2"

Here, we want to study the expressive power of loop-fré&&n be realized.

networks. We say that there are no loops in a network if N0 proof: a) We prove that all rational probability with
tokens can pass any position in the network more than onggegerso < o < b < 2" can be realized. Wheh = 2", the

For loop-free networks, we have the following theorem:
Theorem 1. For a loop-free network with n %—splitters, any
probability o7 with integer z(0 < x < 2™) can be realized,
and only probabilities 57 with integer x(0 < = < 2") can be
realized.

Proof: a) In order to prove that all probability? with

problem becomes trivial due to the result of Theokém 1. In the
following proof, without loss of generality (w.l.0.g), wenly
consider the case in whici"~! < b < 2" for somen.
We first show that all probability distributions; , 5%, 57
with integerse, y, z s.t. (x +y+ 2z = 2™) can be realized with
n splitters. Now let’s construct the network iteratively.
Whenn = 1, by enumerating all the possible connections,

integer z(0 < = < 2") can be realized, we only need toye can verify that all the following probability distribetis

provide the constructions of the networks.

can be realized:

1) Construct atree, as shown in Hig. 4. In this tree strugture

each token will reachd;(1 < ¢ < n) with probability
2~% and reachd4,, ;; with probability 2—".

Let 2 = > " 72" wherey; = 0 or 1. For eachj
with 1 < j < n, v; = 1, we connect4; to output0;

otherwise, we connect; to outputl. Then we connect

2)

A, +1 to outputl. Eventually, the probability for a token

to reach outpub is

j=1

Using the procedure above, we can construct a network s

—

n
T

on’

Vi
2n—

’771—_]’
Y

7=

3

Il
=]

{0,0,1},{0,1,0},{1,0,0},
11 1 1 11
{Oa 57 5}7 {57 07 5}7 {57 57 O}
So all the probability distributions{%_, 2,5} with integers
x,y,z S.t. (xr + y + 2z = 2) can be realized.

Assume that all the probability distributiofir, 5%, 5%
with integersz, y, z s.t. (z +y + z = 2F) can be realized by a
network with i splitters, then we show that any desired prob-
ability distribution { 7%+, 5%+, 75} St.a +y + 2z = 281
can be realized with one more splitter. Sincey+z = 2F+1,
wtheast one of:, y, z is even. W.l.o.g, we let: be even. Then

that its probability is5-. Actually, it is a special case of Knuththere are two cases to consider: either bptind z are even,

and Yao’s construction [8].

or bothy andz are odd.



absorbing states, whose transition matfixcan be written as

/2 P
/2T oF. P11 .- Pin  Pi(n+1) Pi(n+2)
: (ﬁf—fz)/Q l7r P=|,. Do Drinst) Duinsa)
3 2k 2 1 nl .- Pnn Pn(n n(n
28+ L/ % 0 ... 1
l 0 - 0 0 1
21\-1 T where each row consists of t\/\é) entries andh zeros.
@ Let
P11 ... DPin Pi(n+1)  Pi(n+2)
Pn1 - DPnn pn(n+1) pn(n+2)

then the probability distribution of the network can be tenit
as

81([ — Q)_l

In order to prove the result in the theorem, we only need
to prove that(/ — Q)~'R can be written ag A with b < 27,
Fig. 5. (a) The network to realizfs;%, 5%, 51 ) iteratively. (b) The whereA is an integer matrix (all the entries i are integers).

network to realize{ 3,1 — ¢ }. Let K = I — @, we know thatK is invertible if and only
det(K) # 0. In this case, we have
L -1 Ky
When bothy and z are even, the problem is trivial (K%)= Fel(K)’
sin/ce t/he (3esired probability distribution can be written a €
x/2 y/2 z/2

5 95 3¢ 1, Which can be realized by a network with where i, is defined as the determinant of the square matrix
splitters. of order (n — 1) obtained fromK by removing thei*" row
When bothy and z are odd, w.l.o.g, we assume that< and thej*"* column multiplied by(—1)*7.
y. In this case, we construct a network to realize probability Since each entry o is chosen from{0, §,1}, Kj; can
d|str|but|0n{12/k2, W22 =1 with k splitters. By connecting be written asQn - for some integet;; and det(K) can be
the last output with probability;: to an additional splitter, we \yritten as for some integeb. According to Lemmdll in
can get a new distributiof %2, W22 —= 2 1 if we  the append|x we have < det(K) < 1, which leads us to
consider the second and the third output as a single output: b < 2" (note thatdet(K) # 0).
then we can get a new network in Hig. 5(a), whose probability Then, we have that
distribution is{ 5%, 5, 507 -

Hence, for any probability distributiod%, &%, 5=} with Ku Kano ... Kn
x+y+ 2z = 2" we can always construct a network with Kl — 1 Kiz Ko ... Kpa
splitters to realize it. det(K) : : . :

Now, in order to realize probability with 27l < b < K, Ko ... Kun
2" for somen, we can construct a network with probability ki Koy ... ko
distribution { %, %2, 22=21 with n splitters and connect the o | ki ke ... k

last output (outpuR) to the starting point of the network, as = -
shown in Fig[5(8). Using the method of absorbing Markov
chains, we can obtain that the probability for a token to meac kin kon .. kpn

output0 is 3. A simple understanding for this result is that:

(1) the ratio of the probabilities for a token to reach thetfirs Since each entry oR is also in{0, 3,1}, we know that
output and the second outputzjg -+ thatequals: : (b—a)

(2) the sum of these two probabilities 1s since the tokens 11 T12

will finally reach one of the two outputs. T21  T22

b) Now we prove that withn splitters, only rational prob-
ability ¢ with integers0 < a < b < 2" can be realized.
For any flow network withn splitters, it can be described
as an absorbing Markov chain with transient states angl is an integer matrix.



As a result

ki1 kor ... km

K—lR _ E klg kgg e kng

b | =
A

kin kon ... kpn
Eii kar ... km i1 T2
1 ki koo ... kno T21  T22

kln an v knn Tn1 Tn2
A
b )
where each entry ofl is an integer. So all the probabilities in
the final distribution are of the forrg. 32 :
This completes the proof. ] =
Based on the method in the theorem above, we can realize
any arbitrary rational probability with an optimal-sizeétn @
work. The construction has two steps: )
I

1) Construct a network with output distribution
5 b;n“, o b1 iteratively using at most splitters. 1
2) Connect the last output to the starting point, such that o
the distribution of the resulting network s, 52} O< 1 2
Whenb = 2™ for somen, the construction above is exactly ;\c?\
the generating tree construction in the Knuth and Yao'smsehe - l
as described in Sectidnl Il. Now, assume we want to realize
probab|I|ty . We can first generate a probability distribution
{3 % 32} "which can be realized by addlng one splitter to 1
a network with probability distributiof %, =, }... Recur- L/ 2

1

sively, we can have the following probability distributgn /g_;_
14 15 3 7 6 3 2 33 1 "

{ b= {Ea 16’ E} —{

1 3 1 1
- {1707 Z} - {5707 5}

b | =

B | =

[
|-;N

32' 32 3 88 2

e

]
o
O

ok
o

As a result, we get a network to generate probability
distribution {32,43, 2}, as shown in Fig[ 6(h), where only
5 splitters are used. Connecting the last output to the starti (b)
point results in the network in Fi§. 6{b) with probab|ll% =
Comparing the results in Theordm 2 with those in Theorefjg: 6  (8) The network to realize probability distributicis, 53, 35}

b The network to realize probablht%
[, we see that introducing loops into networks can strong

enhance their expressibility.

ol
o

IV. EXPECTED LATENCY OFOPTIMAL CONSTRUCTION Proof: For the optimal-sized construction, we first prove
Besid f network th tant fast hthat the expected latency of the network with distribution
esides of network size, anther important issue of a stec ba 2" _b} is bounded bysn + 1

2'n.7 2n )
tic flow network is the expected operating time, or we call i Let's prove this by induction. When —0orn=1,itis
expected latency, defined as the expected number of aplltter
asy to see that this conclusion is true. Assume whenk,
a token need to pass before reaching one of the outputs.
5 conclusion is true, we want to show that the conclusion
the optimal-sized construction proposed in the above @ecti

: . still holds for n = k + 2. Note that in the optimal-sized
we have the following results about its expected latency. construction, a network with sizé + 2 can be constructed

Theorem 3. Given a network with rational probability § with by adding two more splitters to a network with sizel et T},
b < 2™ constructed using the optimal-sized construction, its denote the latency of the network with sizethen
expected latency ET is upper bounded byﬂ

3n 1.2 3n 1
ET <(—+ )7 <+
4 470 2 2 where p; is the probability for a token to reach the first
1By making the construction more sophisticated, we can redne upper 2dditional splitter ang is the probability for a token to reach
bound to(% + 3)%". the second additional splitter. Assume the distributiorthef

E[Ti42] = E[Tk] + p1 + p2,



can be written as

Do D= ET = Z 4
?5 by S a0

=1 =1
1—x 1—x
Fig. 7. lllustration for the construction of a network withkounded expected - 9_ 1
latency. Here, we have, > py > p.. - on—1’

which is well-bounded b.

network with sizek is {q1, ¢2, g3}, then
{142, 43 V. ALTERNATIVE CONSTRUCTIONS

(& In the last section, we show that the expected latency
2 of a stochastic flow network based on the optimal-sized
So the conclusion is true far = k + 2. By induction, we construction is not always well-bounded. In this sectioe, w
know that it holds for alln € {0,1,2,...}. give two other constructions, called size-relaxed cowsion
L &nd latency-oriented construction. They take both the ortw
size and the expected latency in consideration. Tdble | show
its last output to its starting point, we can get a networkhsuéhe stl;]mtn:ﬂry Of_ the ;es;ltsf;nthS SeCtLﬁn’ from WS'Ch (\;ve CG}EE

; = _ BT ; : see that there is a tradeoff between the upper-bound on the
that its gxpegted Iat.ency BT = ataz’ This conclusion can network size and the upper-bound on the expected latenc
be obtained immediately from PP P Y.

N W

p1+p2 < Ig?]?((% + (= +4qj)) <

Secondly, we prove that if the expected latency of the n
work with distribution{q1, ¢2, ¢3} is ET’, then by connecting

ET = ET' + q3(ET). A. Size-Relaxed Construction

Assume that the desired probability §swith 2”1 < b <
2" for somen. In this subsection, we give a construction,
Theorem 4. There exists a network of sizen constructed using  called size-relaxed construction for realizifg with at most
the optimal-sized construction such that its expected latency n + 3 splitters and its expected latency is well-bounded by a
ET is lower bounded by constant.

Assumen andb are relatively prime, and let= b—a. Then

This completes the proof. ]

ET > g + % 5% and % can be represented as binary expansions, namely
n
Proof: We only need to construct a network with dis- @ Zaﬂ*i,
tribution {5%, 5%, 5=} for some integers:, y, z such that its 2 =
expected latency is lower bounded By+ % .
Let’s construct such a network in the following way: Start- ¢ _b-a_ 26‘2—@
ing from a network with single splitter, and at each step 2n 2n = ’

adding one more splitter. Assume the current distribut®n i i . .

(D2 Py, p2} With p, > p, > p. (if this is not true, we can Let’s start from the structure in Fibl 8, where the probapili
> > o . o . .

change the order of the outputs), then we can add an additiofp4s With 1 <@ < n is 27" and the probability o, is

splitter top, as shown in Figll7. Iteratively, with splitters, 2 - We connect; with 1 < < n+1to one of{ B, B, By

we can construct a network with distributigeg. , &, = } for and output2}, such tha+t1the probability distribution of the
k h noy _na n . b— mn —b
some integers:,y, » and its expected latency is more tha@UtPUuts is{z%r, 57, =5=r}. Based on the values of, ¢,
no 2 with 1 < i < n (from binary expansions of;: and 57), we
5

3 i ions:
By connecting one output with probability smaller than have the following rules for these connections:

to the starting point, we can get such a network. [ 1) If a; = ¢; = 1, connect4; with B;.
The theorems above show that the upper bound of the?) If a; =1,c; = 0,connect4; with B;.
expected latency of a stochastic flow network based on the3) If a; =0,¢; =1, connectA; with Bs.
optimal-sized construction is not well-bounded. Howetleis ~ 4) If a; = ¢; = 0, connectd; with output2.
upper bound only reflects the worst case. That does not) Connectd, ., with output2.
mean that the optimal-sized construction always has a badissume that the probability for a token to reaBh with
performance in expected latency when the network size lis< j < 3 is P(B;), then we have
large. Let’'s consider the case that the target probabitity i n
4 with b = 2" for somen. In this case, the optimal-sized P(By) = ZI(M:CFI)T%
construction leads to a tree structure, whose expectedchate P



Optimal-Sized Constructior] Size-Relaxed Construction Latency-Oriented Construction

Network size <n <n+3 <2(n-1)
3 1427 2" 2"
Expected latency| < (f + Z)T <65 < 3.5855-

TABLE | .
THE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT CONSTRUCTIO,N—IERE% < 2.

Fig. 8. The framework to realize probability.

P(Bz) = Z I(a,;:l,ci:())?_ia Fig. 9. The network to realize probabili%.
i=1
P(Bs3) = Zl(ai:(),ci:1)2iia Proof: First, without the feedback, the expected latency
i=1 for a token to reachB;, By, B3 or output2 is less than2.
wherel, = 1 if and only if ¢ is true, otherwisel,, = 0. This can be obtained from the example in the last section. As
output is to reach one of the outputs is less ttarFinally, we can get
" the theorem. ]
1 1 —i a Let's give an example of the size-relaxed construction
P ==(P(By1)+ P(By)) == Tig,=1)27" = . . o . '
! 2( (B1) (B2)) 2 ; (a:=1) 2+l Assume the desired probability % then we can writeg

Similarly, the probability for a token to reach the secontpati and % into binary expansions:

a
is a
P b—a o = 0.00111,
2= ongt- b—
o _ ¢ — 0.10110.
So far, we get that the distribution of the network is AL

T, o %} Similar as Theorerfl2, by connecting According to the rules above, we connett to Bs, A to
the output2 to the starting point, we get a new networkoutput2,... After connecting outpu2 to the starting point, we
with probability ¢. Note that compared to the optimal-sizedan get a network with probability;, as shown in Figl19.
construction,3 more splitters are used in the size-relaxed Another advantage of the size-relaxed construction is that
construction to realize the desired probability. But it ks from which we can build an Universal Probability Generator
much better upper bound on the expected latency as showrfWkG) efficiently witha;, ¢;(1 < i < n) as inputs, such that its
the following theorem. probability output isaic = %. The definition and description
of UPG can be found in_[17]. Instead of connectidg with
1 < < n to one of{Bj, By, B and output2} directly, we
insert a deterministic device as shown in [Figl 10. At eactenod

of this device, if its corresponding input 1s all the incoming
ET < 6{ tokens will exit the left outgoing edge. If the inputGsall the
< < 12. . . . . . .
incoming tokens will exit the right outgoing edge. As a résul

Theorem 5. Given a network with probability ¢ @21 <
b < 2™) constructed using the size-relaxed construction, its
expected latency ET is bounded by



An— labeled0 is §2’ the probability for a token to reach outputs
labeledl is §2, and the probability for a token to reach outputs

labeled?2 is 3% If we connect the outputs labeleito the

starting point, the desired probablhég can be achieved.

Theorem 6. Given a network with probability ¢ @2 l<b<
2™) constructed the latency-oriented construction, its network
B By Bs 2 size is bounded by 2(n — 1) and its expected latency ET is
bounded by

Fig. 10. The deterministic device to control flow in UPG.

2n
BT < (logs3+2)7 < T2

Proof: Let's first consider the network with distribution
2, ba 2220y which is constructed using Knuth and Yao's
scheme.
1) The network size is bounded Byn — 1). To prove this,
let's usek; to denote the number of atoms with valde’,
and usez; to denote the number of nodes with deptin the

tree. Thenk; anda; have the following recursive relations,
Ap = kna

a; =kj + . , Vi<j<n-1.

As a result,
Fig. 11. The network to realize probability d|str|but|({r§i2*, 35 32} using

n n n—1
Aj+1
Knuth and Yao's scheme. Z a; = Z ki + Z %
j=1 =1 j=1

the connections betweed; and {B;,B,B3,0utput 2} are From which, we can get the total number of atoms in the
automatically controlled by inputs; andc; with 1 <i < n. treeis . .
Finally, we can get an Universal Probability Generator (PG N — Z Ky = Z a; a1

whose output probability is = = 2 + 2
nZi:l a;2”" v _° We know thatk; and a; also satisfy the following con-
Yicilaitc)2™ a+c b straints,
kj <3,V1<j<n,
B. Latency-Oriented Construction aj mod2=0,V1<j<n.

In this subsection, we propose another construction,dalle
latency-orient construction. It uses more splitters thendize-
relaxed construction, but achieves a better upper bounden t a; <4,V1<j<n.
expected latency. Similar to the optimal-sized constamti
this construction is first trying to realize the distributio

Fromj = n to j = 1, by induction, we can prove that

That is because; is even, and ifa;1 < 4, then

3> b;—n“, QZ;Z’}, and then connecting the last output to the a; B4t
starting point. The difference is that in the Iatency -otéeh 9 = L#J <2

construction, this dIStI’IbUtIOI{Qn, T
applying Knuth and Yao’s schemel [8] that was introduced in
the section of preliminaries.

Sincea,,,a; < 2, we can get that

Let's go back to the example of realizing probabili. N = 7 T+ Z s2n-L
According to Knuth and Yao’s scheme, we need first find the =2
atoms for the binary expansions &, 12, 2 i.e. To createN atoms, we needV — 1 = 2(n — 1) splitters.
14 11 1 2) The expected latenciT’ of the network with distribu-
3 (4 3 16) tion {:%, -2, 2=} is bounded byET’ < (log23 + 2). That
15 111 1 is because the expected lateng§” is equal to the expected
— = (5=,=,==), number of fair bits required. According to the result of Kimut
32 4816 32 and Yao, it is not hard to get this conclusion.
3 (i i) Now we can get a new network by connecting the last output
32 167 32" to the starting point. The size of the network is unchangetl an

Then we allot these atoms to a binary tree, as shown in Fibe expected latency of the new networkri§" = ET’%. So
[I1. In this tree, the probability for a token to reach outputse can get the results in the theorem. [ ]
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g with n > a1 > as > ... > ag iS a binary expansion of
2™ — b, then we can get the difference between the size of the
construction and the size of the complete binary tree

f 3 H
A= Ncomplete - N(b) = 2(2% - 1) =2"—-b—H.
i=1

So the network size of the constructidn(b) is

Nb)=2"—1—(2"—b—H)=b+H —1,

Fig. 12.  The network to realize probability distributigit, &, ..., +}.

’ where H = 327" ", = h(b). ]
Let N*(b) be the optimal size of a network that realizes the
fatrib 11 1 ; *
V1. GENERATING RATIONAL DISTRIBUTIONS distribution {3, ¢, ..., 3 }. It is easy to see thav*(b) > b — 1.

Note thath(b) is at most the number of bits in the binary

In this section, we want to generalize our results to gereraixpansion o™ — b (which is smaller tharb), so we can get
an arbitrary rational probability distributiofiqi, g2, ...,¢»}  the following inequality quickly
with m > 2. Two different methods will be proposed and
studied. The first method is based on Knuth and Yao's scheme b—1<N*(b) < N(b) <b—1+logyb.
and it is a direct generalization of the latency-oriented-co _
struction. The second method is based on a construction witnshows that the construction based on Knuth and Yao's
a binary-tree structure. At each inner node of the binarg, treCN€Me is near-optimal whem = b. More generally, we
one probability is split into two probabilities. As a resulsing Pelieve that whenm is large, this construction has a good
a binary-tree structure, the probability one can be spiiin  Performance in network size. _ _
probabilities (as a distribution) marked on all theleaves. In  FOr @ generain, we have the following results regarding to
the rest of this section, we will discuss and analyze these th€ network size and expected latency.

methods. Since we consider rational probability distitmg, Theorem 8. For a distribution (&, %2 an) with b < 2"
we can write{qi, gz, ..., g} @S{", G, G} With integers  the method based on Knuth and Yao's scheme can construct

ai,az, ...b andb minimized. a network with at most m(n — |log, m| + 1) splitters, such
that its expected latency E'T is bounded by

A. Based on Knuth and Yao's scheme ;2" , 2n
H(X')— < ET < [H(X') +2]—,
In order to generate distributioq g, %2, ..., %=} with b b

on—1 b g_ 2"_ folr some n, we can first cpnstruct a where % < 2. H(X') is the entropy of the distribution
network with distribution{ &, 2 4= 220} ysing KnUth rai as ~  am 2°-b3

and Yao's scheme. Then by connecting the last output {3"’ arommanyan .

the starting point, we can obtain a network with distribatio Proof: We can use the same argument as that in Theorem

a1 82 4n} |n order to study the properties of thidd. The proof for the expected latency is straightforwardieile

method, we will analyze two extreme cases: {1)= b and We only briefly describe the proof for the network size.
(2) m < b. In the network that realizesg:, 52, ..., §2, 2"2;”}, let's use
Whenm = b, the target probability distribution can bek; to denote the number of atoms with valre’, and usex;
written as {3, 1,..., £ }. For this distribution, we have theto denote the number of nodes with deptin the tree. It can
following theorem about the network constructed using tHe proved that the total number of atoms in the tree is

method based on Knuth and Yao’s scheme.

Theorem 7. For adistribution {$, , ..., + }, the method based N = Zka = Z DRIDR
on Knuth and Yao's scheme can construct a network with b+ 7=1 =1

: n n—1 i
h(b) — 1 splitters. Here, we assume b = 2" — 3" " ~;2* and Here, the constrains are

—1
h(b) = 32150 Vi
Proof: See the network in Fig._12 as an example of the
construction.

First, let's consider a complete tree with depth The
petwork size of such a tree (i.e. the number of parent ”Odeshecursively, we can get that for dll< j < n—1, a; < 2m.
is 2" — 1, denoted byNompiete-

Let N(b) be the network size of the construction above to
realize distribution{s, 1, ..., +}. Assume log, 2m|

b b
Z a; < 4m.

2" b =20 4202 4 4 20H ~

kj<m+1,V1<j<n,

a; is evenVvl < j <mn.

For the first|log, 2m]| levels, we have
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Hence,

Llog 2mJ n
Z 2 Zj: |logy 2m |+1 a;
N < — 2
= 2 + 2 + 2
2m+ 1+ m(n — |logy 2m])

m(n — [logom|+1) + 1.

b =

IAIA

So we can conclude thafn(n — [logym| + 1) splitters
are enough for realizind g+, 22, ..., $=, =5 2-b1 as well as
abla ab27~--7 al;n ) u ®
This theorem is a simple generalization of the results in
l!i

Theorem[6. Here, the upper bound for the network size is
tight only for smallm.

1
¢ -l -
B. Based on binary-tree structure [\):\

In this subsection, we propose another method to generate ¥3 N/O\
an arbitrary rational distributiof*, %2, ..., %= }. The idea of j l
this method is based on binary-tree structure. We can dbescri £l 4N
the method in the following way: We construct a binary tree ©
with m leaves, where the weight of thth (1 < i < m) leaf
is ¢; = 4¢. For each parent (inner) node, its weight is sum d¢fi9- 13. _ (a) A binary-tree witht leaves. (b) Node weights in the binary
the WelghtS of its two children. Recurswely, we can getrazd! t tree. (c) The network to realize probability dlstnbutl@é, 5 4, 12} where

4, 4} can be realized using the methods in the sections above.
weights of the inner nodes in the tree and the weight of the ro{o3
node isl. For each parent node, assume the weights of its two
children arew; andws, then we can replace this parent node
by a subnetwork which implements a splitter with probaypilit
distribution { -, .42~ }. For each leaf, we treat it as an
output. In this new network, a token will reach tfé output
with probability ¢;.

For example, in order to realize the distribution
{3,%,1, %}, we can first generate a binary-tree with
leaves, as shown in Fif. I3(a). Then according to the method
above, we can obtain the weight of each node in this binary 0.1 0.1
tree, see Fig. 13(p). Based on these weights, we replace the
three parent nodes with three subnetworks, whose protyabiliig 14, The tree constructed using Huffman procedure whendesired
distributions are {1,1},{3,%}.{2,1}. Eventually, we distribution is{0.1,0.1,0.15,0.15,0,2,0.3}
construct a network with the desired drstribution as shown i
Fig.[13(c). It can be implemented with+ 2 + 2 = 5 splitters.

In the procedure above, any binary-tree with leaves  3) Repeat 2) until the size f is 1.
works. Among all these binary-trees, we need to find oneFig. [I4 shows an example of a binary-tree constructed
such that the resulting network satisfies our requirementsby Huffman procedure, when the desired distribution is
network size and expected latency. For example, given the.1,0.1,0.15,0.15,0.2,0.3}. From [2], we know that using
targetdistributior{é, 1,1 L}, the binary tree depicted aboveHuffman procedure we can create a tree with minimal ex-
does not result in an optimal-sized construction. Wherns pected path length. LeEL* denote this minimal expected
extremely small, such &s 4, we can search all the binary-treepath length, then its satisfies the following inequality,
with m leaves. However, whem is a little larger, such a$0, .
the number of such binary-trees grows exponentially. Is thi H(X) < EL* < H(X)+1
case, the method of brute-force search becomes impractticalwhereH(X) is the entropy of the desired probability distri-

the rest of this section, we will show that Huffman procedungytion {a1,q2, oy qm} = {9, %, .. 2=},

0.15 0.15

can create a binary-tree with good performances in networkl et w; denote the weight of thé!” parent node in the

size and expected latency for most of the cases. binary tree. In order to simplify our analysis, we assume
Huffman procedure can be described as follows [2]: that this parent node can be replaced by a subnetwork with
1) Drawm nodes with weightg, go, ..., ¢ .- about log, (bw;) splitters. This simplification is reasonable

2) Let S denote the set of nodes without parents. Assunfiom the statistical perspective and according to the tesul
node A and nodeB are the two nodes with the minimalabout our constructions for realizing rational probatgtitin
weights inS, then we added a new node as the paretite sections above. Then the size of the resulting network
of A and B, with weightw(A) + w(B), wherew(X) is approximately> 7" log,(bw;). According to Lemmdl2
is the weight of nodeX. in the Appendix, whenn is small, Huffman procedure can
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Based on Knuth and Yao’s SchemeBased on binary-tree structure

Network size < m(n — |logym] +1) <(m—-1)n
Expected latency < (logg(m + 1) +2) % < (logom + 1)ETmax
TABLE Il

THE COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT METHODSHERE Qbi <2

create a binary-tree that minimiz®s," " log, w;. As a result, VIl. CONCLUDING REMARKS

among all the binary-trees witty leaves, the one constructed _ . _ _

based on Huffman procedure has an optimal network size'\/lot'\"?‘tefJI by computing based on chem|c_al reaction net-
— however, it is only true based on our assumption. Fmorks, we introduced th_e concept of s_tochastlc flow ne_ztworks
example, let's consider a desired distribution , g2, ..., ¢m } gnd stgdled the Syn'.[hes's of opt|ma|-s!zed networks fdfzea
with Y, g g1 = % for some setS. In this case, the binary- ing rational probabilities. We also studied the expectéehiey

tree structure based on Huffman procedure may not be estochastic flow networks, namely, the expected number of
best one splitters a token need to pass before reaching the output.

Now we can get the following conclusion about stochasti-EWO constructions with well-bounded expected latency are

flow networks constructed using the method based on bina§/r9POSEd' F_mally, we ge_nerang our construgtlons toizeal
tree structures rbitrary rational probability distributions. Beside oétwork

size and expected latency, robustness is also an impostar i
Theorem 9. For a distribution {42, 42, ... %=} with b < 27, in stochastic flow networks. Assume the probability error of
the method based on binary-tree structures constructs a net- €ach splitter is bounded by a constanthe robustness of a
work with at most (m — 1)n splitters. If the binary tree given network can be measured by the total probability error
is constructed using Huffman procedure, then the expected It can be shown that most constructions in this paper arestobu
latency of the resulting network, namely ET, is upper bounded ~ against small errors in the splitters.
by To end this paper, we compare a few types of stochastic

systems of the same size in Table[IIl. Here we assume

ET < (H(X) + 1) ETmax, that the basic probabilistic elements in these systems have

probability 1/2 and we want use them to synthesize the
other probabilities. To unfairly compare different system
we remove threshold logic circuits from the list, since thei
complexity is difficult to analyze. From this table, we seatth
Proof: 1) According to the optimal-sized constructionstochastic flow networks have excellent performances ih bot

each inner node can be implemented using at mastlitters. €xpressibility and operating time. Future works include th

2) The upper bound on the expected latency is immediaignthesis of stochastic flow network to ‘approximate’ desir
following the result that the expected path lengtil* < probabilities or distributions, and the study of the scentrat
H(X) + 1. m the probability of each splitter is nat.

where H(X) is the entropy of the target distribution and
EThax 1S the maximum expected latency of the inner nodes
in the binary-tree.
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APPENDIX where A has at most one non-zero entst, the same as.
Lemma 1. Given @Q an n x n matrix with each entry in Let
{0,1,1}, such that sum of each row is at most 1, then we Er=(100 0
have 0 < det(I — Q) < 1, where I is an identity matrix and
det(-) is the determinant of a matrix. 8 (1) (1) 8
Proof: Before proving this lemma, we can see that for I = :
any given matrix@, it has the following properties: For any .
i,j such thatl < i < j < n, switching thei?" row with the 000 1
4t row then switching the'" column with thej*" column,  then we have
the determinant ok = I — Q keeps unchanged. And more,
each entry of is still from {0, 3,1} and sum of each row of det(I — Q)
Q is at mostl. Now, we call the transform above as equivalent 1 —A 1 E,-B
= —det + —det
transform of(Q. 2 I —C 2 IL-C
Let’s prove this lemma by induction. When= 1, we have 1 E,—A—B
that = —det
. 2 L -C
Q=(0)orQ=(35)orQ=(1).
- Lawg- (4B
In all of the cases, we have< det(I — Q) < 1. 2 C

Assume the result of the lemma hold fog — 1) x (n —
1) matrix, we want to prove that this result also holds foy - entryl, we know that each entry db is from {0, %, 1}
27 DR ’

Zu: élefri?\i:(r)l::. irll\l?f\:\é Igelr\;er:aaZv: ffn?ﬁﬁ;ﬁhfgﬁdggaﬁoma”d the sum of all the entries is at most one. According to our
' gssumption, we know that

entries inQ is at mostn. As a result, there exists a column
such that the sum of the entries in the column is at most 0 < det(T — D <1
Using equivalent transform, we have that < det( c ) -

Let D = A+ B, since both4 and B has at most one non-
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As a result, we have

1 det(I — Q)
= det EQ—O +§det EQ—O
(2) C1r = {1,—3}. L-D L-D
In this case, we can writ§) as _A
——det| E1—B
0 A N s
1 2
Q=\| 3 B
O C 1 Ei—-B-A 1 FE,—-B
= Edet B, —C —|—§det E,—C—-A
Then I,-D I,—-D
det(I — Q) Now, we can writed = £+ F' such that bothE’ and F* has
1 A E, - B at most one non-zero entry, which %s Therefore,
= §det<11—0>+det<ll—0)
1 2F, — A—2B det(I — Q)
= —det
2 L-C 1 Fi—-B—-FE—-F
1 A 1 2B = —det E,-C
= 5det(I—(C>)+§det(I—( c )). 2 Iy—D
1 Ey—-B
According to our assumption +§ det| Fr—C—E—-F
I,—-D
0 < det(I — < é ))Sl, where
Ey,-B-FE-F
det E, —C
Ogdet(l—<2g >)§1, L-D
Ei.-B-F —F
sodet(I — Q) is also bounded by and1. = det| Eo—C—F | +det| Ex—-C
(3) 01:{1,—1}. IQ_D IQ—D
Using the same argument as case (1), we can get the result Ey,-B-FE
in the lemma. +det F
(4) Cy = {1, -4, -4}, I~ D
In this case, we can writ§ as and
E,-B
2 g det | Be—C—-E—-F
Q=11 . I,—D
(2) D E,-B-F E,—-B
= det| E2—C—FE | +det —-F
Let Ih—-D I, —D
By=(0 10 ... 0) r
+det| E2—C—-F
I,—-D
0 0 10 0 .
00 0 1 0 Finally, we can get that
k= S det(I - Q)
00 0 0 ... 1 1 B+FE 1 B+ F
= 5det[l— C+F ]+§det[l— C+E |]
Then D D
1 4 According to our assumption, we have that
I—Q= —% E,-B B+E
| -3 E2-C 0<detI—-| C+F |]<1,
O LL-D D



B+ F

0<detlI— | C+E |]<1.
D
Therefore, the result of this lemma holds.
This completes the proof. [ ]

Lemma 2. Given a desired probability distribution
{a1,92,..,am} and m < 6, Huffman procedure can
construct a binary-tree such that
1) It has m leaves with weight ¢, g2, ..., ¢-
2) L = Z;”;ll log, w; is minimized, where w; is the
weight of j*" parent nodein a binary tree with m leaves.

Proof: It is easy to prove that the case for = 3 or

15

parent node using a leaf with weight + ¢». Then we can
get an optimal tree for distributiofy; + ¢2, g3, ¢4, g5}, whose
L value is L. Assume the optimal value for distribution

{a1,92, 43,44, 95} is L3, then
Ly = Lj +logy(q1 + ¢2)-

Let's consider a tree constructed by Huffman procedure for
{q1, 92,43, 94,95}, whose L value is Ls. We want to show
that this tree is optimal. According to the procedure, wevkno
that ¢; and ¢, are also siblings. By combing, and ¢, to a
leaf with ¢; + ¢2, we can get a new tree. This new tree can
be constructed by applying Huffman procedure to distrdouti
{1 + g2, 43,44, ¢5}. Due to our assumption fan = 4, it is

m = 4 is true. In the following proof, we only show the casé)pt'mal’ as a result the following result is true,

for m = 5 briefly. W.l.o.g, we assumeg; < ¢ < ... < gs.

Ls = Lj +logy(q1 + g2).

Without considering the order of the leaves, we have only two

binary-tree structures, as shown in Hig] 15.

Fig. 15.

Two possible tree structures for = 5.

In both of the structures, for any pair of leavgsandz;, if

x;’s sibling is ;s ancestor them; > z;. Otherwise, we can

switch the position oft; andzx; to reducezg.”:]1 log, w;. SO

Finally, we can obtainLs; = L, which shows that the
L value of the tree constructed by Huffman procedure is
minimized whenm = 5.

This completes the proof. ]

if the tree structure (a) in Fi§._15 is the optimal one, we have

X1 = (1,2 = g2 Or 1 = Q2,22 = q1. Now, we will show

that if the tree structure (b) in Fig, 115 is the optimal one, we

also haVEEl =q1,T2 = (Qq2 O] = @q2,22 = (1.

For the tree structure (b), we have the following relations:

x3 > max{x1,z2},
x4 + x5 > max{x; + z2,x3}.

Thenql andqg is in {$1,$2,$4,l‘5} andz; + xo < 1_%
Let v = x1 + 22, thenL can be written as

L =

= minlogz(1 — z3 — z)(z + x3).

So we can minimizer(1 — z3 — x)(z + z3) instead of

minimizing L. Fixing x3, we can see that(l — z3 — x)
increases as: increases whenr < 1% (z + x3) also

increases as increases. So fixings, z(1 — x5 — z)(x + z3)

is minimized if and only ifz is minimized, which will cause

T1 =4q1,T2 =(q2 OF 1 = q2,%2 = q1.

minlog(z1 + x2) + log(x1 + 22 + x3) + log(xa + x5)
minlog((z1 + z2)(z1 + 2 + 23)(1 — 1 — 22 — x3))

Based on the discussion above, we know that in the optimal

tree,q; andg, must be siblings. Let’s replaag, ¢» and their
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