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Abstract—We consider the2" channels synthesized by ther- independent copies df and creating the erasure indicators of
fold application of Arikan’s polar transform to a binary era sure  W— andW+.
channel (BEC). The synthetic channels are BECs themselvesnd
we show that, asymptotically for almost all these channelshe Lemma 1 (Polar Transform of BEC[]1, Proposition 6])f

pairwise correlations between their erasure events are estmely 11/ js a BEC with erasure probability, applying the polar

small: the correlation coefficients vanlsh faster than any ¥ponen- transform (W, W) + (W—, W) produces two BECSV+
tial in n. Such a fast decay of correlations allows us to conclude

: L e .
that the union bound on the block error probability of polar ~ With erasure probabilitye™ and W™ with erasure probability
codes is very tight. 2¢ — 2. Moreover, W~ erases iff either copy ofV’ erases,

and W erases iff both copies d¥ erase.

. INTRODUCTION Corollary 1. The erasure indicators dV — and W, denoted

Channel Polarization is a technique recently introduced By £~ and E are constructed from two independent copies
Arikan [1] as a means of constructing capacity achievirgf £, denoted by~ and £, as:
codes for binary discrete memoryless channels (B-DMCs). Th

underlying principle of channel polarization is the folliog: E” =max{E, E'} = E+ E' - EF (1a)
Let W : X — Y be a B-DMC with input alphabet E* =min{E,E'} = EE'. (1b)
X = F,. From two independent copies d# synthesize . ) .
W= X —)Y2andW+: X — V2 x X as: While two copies of E are independent (and hence un-
correlated),ET and E~ are correlated:E+ = 1 implies
W= (y1, y2lu1) = Z EW(y1|u1+u2)W(y2|u2), E- = 1. On the other side, by polarizatioW,®'s (and
Y 2 equivalentIyE,(f)s) become deterministic as — oo. Hence
n 1 it looks like £ and E) would become uncorrelated for
W (g1, g2, ur|uz) = §W(y1|ul +uz)W(y2luz). s # t wheres andt are sign sequences of lengthused

) for indexing the channels. In particular it is easy to sed tha
As the superscripts suggeBt ~ turns out to be a B-DMC ]E[ESLS)ES)} —]E[Er(ls)}E[Er(f)} is small for almost every, .
worse thanWW while W is a better B-DMC compared to ’
W. This transform can be repeatedtimes to getN = 2"

B-DMCs W,\¥,s € {—,+}". Arikan shows that (i) the

In this paper we provide upper bounds on correlation
coefficientgdefined as:

transformation preserves the mutual information, {i){*'s o) & E[ESEY] -E[ESE[EM]
approach to “extremal” channels, i.e., either noiseless or Pn’" = ® ® )
useless channels. In particular, the fraction of almosteless \/ var [ Ep” | var[Ey” |

channels is equal to the symmetric capacity of the origiral B : : . L

DMC . Based on these properties Arikan constrymitar and_ exploit these bounds and the mclusmn—exclggon tpiiec

codesby sending uncoded data bits only on (almost) noiselets(,)sfInOI lower pounds on the block error probability of polar
codes. In particular, our bounds are strong enough to shatv th

(r::r?]r;ri]rilr? iﬂgn?\g:r?rrze(gﬁ;nknnggﬂs?d {g(;re;\;es%i?;;idg;;:}ﬁe sum of the Bhattacharryya parameters of the information
9 ' cgannels is a tight estimate of the block error probability.

are referred to as “information” channels and the rest ar

called “frozen” channels. A successive cancellation decod

has been proposed by Arikan to decode the information bits

with complexityO (N log N') and shown to have a block error Throughout this note, we use uppercase letters (§Keto

probability that behaves roughly @(Q—W) (cf. [2]). indicate a random variable, and its lowercase versiQriqr a
The set of Binary Erasure Channels (BECs) is stable undealization of that random variable. The boldface lettensate

Polarization in the sense thatli¥ is a BEC, theniW+ and matrices, vectors or sequences which will be clear from the

W~ are also BECs. We denote a BEC with erasure probabiliégntext.

e as BEC (¢). Observe that one can establish a one-to-oneWe denote the sets by script-style uppercase lettersSike

relationship between BEC (¢) and an “erasure indicator” and by|S| we mean the cardinality af.

random variableF such thattl € {0,1} andP[E = 1] = e. We often use thdar notation defined as £ 1 — « for the

The polar transform of a BEC is hence equivalent to taking twsake of brevity. We refer t@ as the “complement” of.

II. NOTATION
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For sign sequencese {—,+}* andt € {—, +}*, CP [s, t]
denotes their common prefix. Furthermore, [idtdenote the
length of a sequence

IIl. PROPERTIES OFCORRELATION COEFFICIENTS

As we mentioned in Sectidh I, we are interested in analyzifgd[X, Y]

the correlation coefficients matrix of the erasure indicatm-
tor E,, = [E,(f)]. It is more convenient to index th&y = 2"
elements of that vector using sign sequenses {—,+}"

instead of mapping the sign sequences to integers and using

which showseov [U, Y] = E[UY]-E[U]E[U] = -E [XY]+
E[X]E[Y] —cov [X,Y]. The same argument applies to

cov [X.V] which proves[(8b). [ |
Corollary 2. Let X,Y,U and V be defined as in Lemnigd 2
= %Y]Y] denote the correlation coefficient

v/ var[X|var|

between random variableX andY’, then:
plU, V] = pl X, Y]

(9a)
(9b)

the natural indexing. We will use the same indexing for theemma 3. The covariance matrix of the random vectBy,,

N2 elements of the correlation coefficients matrix.
Arikan has already shown that the vectd; = E[E,]

can be computed via a single-step recursion. More precisely

having Z,,_, we can compute the elements 2f, as:

2

Z7(7157) = 227(15—)1 - Z7(zs—)1 (3a)
2

265 = 79, (3b)

for Vs € {—, +}"~! with Z, = ¢. Note that[(3r) and(3b) can
also be derived by taking the expectation from both sides
(13) and[(Ib) and using the independence betweemd £’.
Interestingly, the correlation coefficients matrix,
[pﬁf’t)} can also be computed via a single-step recursion
we see in this section.
It is useful to rewrite[(Tla) and_(1b) as

E-=ExFE (4a)

Et=ExFE (4b)
and subsequently {Ba) arld [3b) as:
_ —2

AMEACS (5a)
2

Z4) = 79 (5b)

to see the symmetry between ‘minus’ and ‘plus’ transforms.

Recall that the “covariance” of random variabl&sandY

be defined as:
cov[X,Y] 2 E[XY] -E[X]|E[Y]. (6)

Lemma 2. Let X andY be arbitrary random variables and
setU £ X andV £Y. Then:

var [U] = var [ X]. (7)

Moreover,
cov [U,V] =cov [X,Y] (8a)
cov [X,V] =cov[U,Y] = —cov[X,Y] (8b)

Proof: It is clear thatE[U] = 1 — E[X] andE [V] =
1—E[Y]. @) is also trivial sincevar [aX + b] = |a|* var [X]
for any constanta andb. Furthermore:

E[UV]=E[(1-X)1-Y) =1-E[X]-E[Y]+E[XY]

hencecov[U,V] = E[UV] — E[U]JE[V] = E[XY] —
E[X]E[Y] = cov[X,Y] which proves[(8a). Likewise,

E[UY]=E[(1 - X)Y] =E[Y] - E[XY]

C, £ [C1*")] where
CED & cov[E®, BY),

can be computed in terms &f,,_; andZ,,_, as follows:

ot =228, 20, + CY, (10a)
et =270, 710,00% 8y, (10b)
of Ot = 227(15—)127(1t—)107(15—’t1) - Cy(ls—’tl)Qv (10c)
CErE) — 97 70 069 L oG9 (10d)

It is clear thatCy = €€ wheree is the erasure probability of
% underlying BEC.

Proof: We first prove [(10d) and then show how the rest

of results easily follow using Lemn/ﬁ 2.
Recall thatE:™ = E® x E® " and BT = E® |
I
E%)l. Furthermore,E[EY ] = 2%, and E[EY ] =
A 1-

cov[ESH) EGD] =R [EffllES,)l/EffllEffZl/}
~E[E0, £ R[5, 5D,

)

2 r[E® BV ? -E[E® ’E[EY,)’

2
= (E[E'r(zsf)lE'r(ztf)l} - Z7(1521Zr(zt7)1)
+220,29, (B[E, BY,] - 20,29,)
2
= 07(15—7? + 227(15)27(1007(15—7?-

Note that in (*) we have used the independence between the
indicator variables wittprime and the ones without that and
the fact that they are both identical copies of the same mando
variable.
oy !/
Now observe thatts ™ = E®, x E® " and E{™) =

EW xE®

To computeC’ff_’t_), using [[84) we have:

t t
Efzzl X Efzzl

/ !/

COV[ET(ZS_),E,,(:_)} = cov Eflszl X Eflszl

)

= cov[ B, x B " E®. x Eff_)ll}

n n—1>

* 2 S )
2 ol 270 AT, 0l



where (*) follows by observing that we are essentially comralued RVs with mearf®:
puting the same covariance as the one we just computed to

show [Z0¢) considering the facts that ¢ijv {E(S) E,(f,)l} =

n—1»

cov [Eff_)l, Eff_)l] (using [8&) once again) and (]E){Eff_)l}

var [B)] = 2002, (12)

Setting C&Y = p&Y1\/ 28 78 70 7)) in both sides of

2
Z,(f,)l andE E,(lt,)l} = fo,)l. (I0d) and using the fact thag St = fo_)l (similarly
; ; o ; . 2
Likewise ) (similarly [10c)) follows usind (8b): ZE) = 27(21 ) we get:
COV[ETSS*),ETS”)} = cov E,(ls,)l X E,(ls,)l/,E,(lt,)l X Efflll Pgls+’t+)\/Zns_12(Z7(15212)Z7(1t_)12(z7(:—)12) =

— _cov [Efle «E® E® E;tzl’] 22,291/ 29, 2 29 70 =

s ) 2
D (50?0 st +(22,29,2,29,) 5
) 220,290,009, =i Zns B Zacs)ons

—

iminati (s) () i i
Once again in (*) we are computing the same form OI$I|m|_nat|ng Z,’1%,”, from both sides and observing that

covariance as the one we did to shdw {10d) considering ther’sz = y/ 11z and—=== = |/1F; proves the claim. m
fact thatcov {E(s) E® } — —cov [E(s) Eflt_)l] — —CS—"? The property of being computable by a single-step recursion

n—1»“n—1 n—1»

(by (88)). m deneralizes to higher order statistics:

Lemma 4. In general them-th order moments of the random

Corollary 3. Correlation coefficients matrix of the random

vector E,,, defined asp,, £ [P(S"t) (where p$* is defined variables F57,s" € {~,+}" can be computed from the
n n n n . sn,—l .
in (@) can be computed in terms pf,_; and Z,,_; as: 7{”'”‘ ?rdelr moments of random variables,”, *,s"~! €
f7+ n—Li,
s t . R .
PR Zfl_)1 ZTg_l ) Proof: By the m-th order moment we mean:
g 2N\ 1420, B[ 5 5]
for some set of indices? ' s7~* ... s”~! which arenot
(118)  necessarily distinct.
Lets"~! denote the subsequencesfincluding its firstn—
1 elements and observe that for ahy {;1,2, ...,m}, E,(f’f)
n—1 n—1
is linear in each ofETgikl ) and ET(i_kl )n(cf. CIE)n and[(Ib)).
This means in the expansion &k B2 ... &) we wiill
n—1 n—1 n—1
have the terms in the form (ﬂ?,(ill )Efffl ). E,(lsjl ) X
(11b) (s

n—17\/ gn—1/ ! gn—1/ /

E,(h1 ) E,(lfl ) ~-~E7(Zj’1 )" for somel <mandl’ <m.
The independence of the variables with prime and the one

without prime implies that the expectation of such produidt w

be product of two expectations each of which is at most an

n—1

m-th order moment of the random variabléés_1 ), ]

One can derive the properties stated in the sequeiﬁi)ﬂ
(11c) according to the aforementioned recursions:

Property 1.

Z7(zs)Z7(zt) Zr(zs)Zr(zt)

0 < pi®Y < min —— \ | =—
=P = Z7(ZS)Z7(Z':) Z7(Zs)Zr(lt)

(13)

(11d) Pr(()pe)rt)[.l follows as a corollary of the following property
on >

Clearly po = 1. Property.

Proof: Once again we only provE_(Il1d) and the rest follow
by the symmetry using Corollaify 2. Sinde(¥'s are {0,1}

0<CEd < min{ 7® 7). Zfﬁzﬁf)} (14)



Proof: We prove the claim by induction on. The claim — If ab < @b, then the LHS of our inequality at= ab
is trivially true for n = 0 since: will be equal to:

0 < Cp = var [Ep] = €€ < min{ee, €€} 2ab x ab— (ab) al_) [2ab — ab]
=ablab+a+b—1]
wherece is the erasure probability of the underlying BEC. =ab[(1+a@)(1+0b)—2]
Now, assuming[(14) holds fot — 1, we shall show: < ab(1 +a)(1+b)
0 < C5=%) < min A4S >Z(t—) Z(s_)Z(t*)}. (15a) Furthermore, as the LHS is increasingsiratc = ab
it will be less than(ab)? (its value atc =a@b). ®

< O—t+) < (57) (t4) 7(s—) 7(6+) ) )

0=<Cq - mm{Z" 2 2 2 } (15D) Remark. This upper-bound shows for almost all choicessof

0 < CEHto) < mln{Z(S+)Z(t ), 75 74~ )} (15c) andt, oY = E[ESEY] - E[EP]E[EY] goes to zero
- B asn gets large.

0Ot < mm{Z’(ISHZle)’ Zflsﬂz’(lm}' (159)  property 2. For s, t € {—,+}"~! and sy, t, € {—, +}

: : : (t) (s) plssnitin) < ps:t)

As (10d) is obtained by replacing bot,”’ and Z;;’ by P

their complements an@(10c) is obtained by swappgirgdt  with equality iff

in (I0B) we only need to prové (15a) arE:CIle) and the re(g) (s, t) —0, or

follow by symmetry. Furthermore, positivit ({t‘ (s,t) (s) (t)

Cr(f*"”)yisyclear b))// the assumptio?EﬂM) ()f/ar— 1) and the (b ; ? )_t Zmd:nd Z(t)1 Enbd Z7:/vherebzn 1'1 andb. — 0

combination formulad_{10a) and (10b). So, we only verify thg n—l1 " ¥sn n—17= Ttn L -

upper- bounds Proof: The case ofp'™") = 0 is trivial. Otherwise, we
Leta 2 2, b2 z\Y, andc 2 CY, for the sake of consider the ratigp{S*mtr )/p(s *) Using (11h) to[(11d) this

brevity. the 'Fhat by def|n|t|0r® <a<1land0 < b < 1. o is as shown in[(316). Let 2 ZT(ZSEP p L Zflt,)l and

However, if eithera or b is extremal, by assumption_(14),

¢ = 0 and the claim is trivial. So, for the rest of the proof, we

safely assum@® < a <1 and0 <b < 1.

2 p&% and observe that:
@) If (sn,tn) = (+,4), applying the Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality to the RHS ofl (16) we get:
« To prove [I5R) we have to show: quality f{16) we g

_ - ar br
2abc + ¢ < min{@?(2b — b?), (2a — a*)b" }. 1+a 1+b 1+al1+0

The above inequality is symmetric im and b hence 2atra |2b+1b
without loss of generality we can assume> b which <4/ 1+a 10
impliesba > @b and also(2a — a 29’ > 7 2(2b—b?). The
LHS of the above inequality is increasingdphence once Fora € [0,1], b € [0,1] andr € [0,1], each of the
we verify the inequality for maximum possible value of ~ Square-roots are strictly smaller thanunlessr = 1 [
¢ we are done. Replacingwith ab we get: or a = b = 1. Furthermore, the equality conditions for
B Cauchy-Schwarz inequality imply/a/a = \/ﬁ which
2abab + (ab)* < (@)*(2b — b?). in turn impliesa = b. Therefore, we can conclude that if
(Snytn) = (4, 4), pS57 ) /) < 1 with equality iff
Simplifying @? from both sides yield&b — b? < 2b — b2, (Z(s)1 _ Z(t)1 and p(s t) — 1) or (Z(s)1 _ Z(t)1 —1).
« To prove [I5b) we need to show: The same argument can also be nappliednto the case of
2abe — ¢ < min{a2h?, (2a — a2)(1 — b? (o En) = (= 7)-
abe — ¢ < min{a”b”, (2a — a”)( )} @iy f (sn,tn) = (+,—), the RHS of [IB) can be bounded
= min{(@b)?, ab(1 +a@)(1 + b)} as:
As ¢ < ab the LHS is an increasing function ofand we 9. /2 | b __ b _p
only need to verify the inequality for maximum possible IL+al1+0b I+al1+0
value of ¢ - 3
— If @b < ab, the LHS of the inequality will bgab)? <24/7 - 2\ 153 <L

atc = ab and:

[ E] 1As each of them is in the form w which is smaller than
a

one since the numerator is less than the denominator.

(@b)? < (ab) x (ab) < [(1+@)(1 +b)] x



) ) ) ®
z® z® z® ZO (st) -
2 n—1 \/ n t1 n—1 n t1 p ’ If (S ﬁ ) ( )
1 nyln) =
1428\ 1420, 1428\ 1420 ’ vl

(s) (t) (s) (t)
z,> Il z,> Zn 24 p(S-,t) if (S t ) — (+ _)
p(ssn,ttn) 1+Z(s)1 1+Z(t)1 1+Z(s)1 1+Z(t)1 n—1 nsbn s )
n n— n_ n— e
/o 16)
(s,t) (
o R R [ A
112® 142, 142® 1120 FPn-t nstn » T )s

Il
—~
|
|
~—

n—1 n — n
(s) (t) (s) (t)
2 Zy s Zn’y + Zy s Zyn_1  (s)t) if (S t )
1a7® ® ® o Pn—1 n,ln
+Z, 7\ 1+2,7, +Z, 7\ 1+2,72,

The last inequality follows by observing thatbecause the evolutions &f do not allow Z to jump from
< % for € [0,1] with equality iff = = 1. one extreme to the other. Without loss of generality, assume

T
T+z = n-1
urthermore, it is easy to see that the equality is* = + which in turn requires;Z,(f_1 ) > 1 — 6. Now we

all obove chain of weak inequalities happens ifhiave an incompatible situation;, = + for all n > ng will

(a,b) = (1,008 By symmetry, this argument alsodrive Z*") to 0. This shows:, cannot converge to a non-zero
applies to the case df,,,t,) = (—, +). H value. [ |
5t) _ 1 Additionally we can show that the average of the elements
Property 3. If s # t thenp,™ < 3. of the correlation coefficients matrix is exponentially $ina

Proof: Let p = CP [s, t] be the common prefix of and -

t andm = |p| its length. Thers,,, .1 # t,,+1 and Propeorty]2 Lemma 6. For anys,t € {—, +}"~!
together with either{11b) of (TlLc) result in: ’ ’

1 ) 2
pgls.,t) < p’ETI;iT+1,ptm+1) Z Z pngSatt) < _pfzs;tl)'
(s;t)e{—,+}?

Z Z{p)
B —— : _ s ) a —
®) 1+ 20\ 1 4 7 Proof: Leta = 2%, b= 2 | f(z) £ %[ =+

— \/sz} andg(z) £ %[\/szf 1%] Using [114) to[(11d)

_ 2%z _ | _2®z® -1 one can easily verify that:
(p) (p) P) @ ~ 3
14+ Zy 1+ Zm 24+ Zm Zm 1 , s <42
( )( ) T2 AT = T@f®e + ga)g Bl
with equality iff ZP) = 1. [ ] (s:t)€{—+}?
_ (sst)| (st)
IV. CONVERGENCE OFCORRELATION COEFFICIENTS B {f(a)f(b) + g(a)g(b)pnfl} n—1°

In the previous section we showed how correlation coeffijow, observe that both sides of the above are positive and:
cients can be computed efficiently by single-step recussion

and derived some algebraic properties of them. In this @ecti [f(a)f(b) + g(a)g(b)p(s,tl)r
we show that correlation coefficients converge to zero. - "

) ER S,
Lemma 5. Let s and t be infinite sign sequences such that < {f(@)2 + sz;tfg(a)ﬂ [f(b)Q + sz—tfg(bﬂ
s # t ands™ and t" be the subsequences corrgi,g)ondlng to < [f(a)2 Jrg(aﬂ [f(b)Q +g(b)2}

their first n elements respectively. Thém,, pﬁf =0.

Proof: Letm = |CP [s, t]| anda, 2 p& ). Forn > m, ) ) N — L
by PropertieEIL arid 3 we knaw, < [0,1/3] and by Propertif2 ©© S€€f(2)" + g(2)” = 51+ \/a55ags) which is
it is decreasing. Hence,, is a convergent sequence. Suppog®aximized atz = 3 (for = € [0, 1]) with value 2. [
its limit is a* > 0. This implies for every > 0 there exist a

where (*) follows from Cauch<v-Schwarz inequality. It is gas

Corollary 4. The average of the normalized correlation matrix

ng such that forn > ny, a(zé%),l >1—e¢. By the c((:mllnwty elements satisfies:

of (16), we must haveéZ, , ’ — b, | < d and|Z,_, 1 o\
be,,.| < ¢ for all n > ng according to equality conditions — Z pet) < (—)
of Property[2, wherej is a quantity approaching zero as SbE{—4)}n

gets small. This implies,, = s* andt,, = t* for all n > ng
Proof: The result follows by applying Lemmid % times

2By Property[d this condition impliepffl) =0. and observing thap, = 1. [ |



V. RATE OF CONVERGENCE in terms ofS"~1, S, andp, = |CP[S",t"]|, denoted as

Corollary[4 implies that for large enough almost all of X (S Sn’pn)
non-diagonal entries of,, are small. However, the bound it 1© this end, let

gives is not strong enough to show the asymptotic tightnéss o (s 1" (s) ® ) 2 p;S" )
the union bound on the block error probability of polar cades (Sn’ tns Pz s Zn1y 2, ) (Sn—1gn—1)"
For that, one has to show (i) that the correlations decay like Prn—1

O(2~(+e)m) for somea > 0, and (ii) that this bound applies M (s, t, 7, a,b) takes four possible forms according [01(16),
not just to the average value pf™*) but to max, p$*) for ~€ach of which can be bounded as:

the s’s andt’s which index the information channels. M (+,t,7,a,b) < min {17 V2a + r}
To this end, we establish a probabilistic framework simi-

lar to that used in[]1] for proving the channel polarization M (—,t,ra,b) < min{l,\/ﬁ+r}

theorem. . . : o i
Let Si,S;,..., be iid Bernoulli () random variables using Lemmd (and triangle inequality s ?):

: n A z .
such that$; € {=,+}, defineS™ = (51,59,...,5,) and Lemma 8. Let f(z) £ , /% andg(z) £ /. Define
F. = o(S™) as thec-algebra generated by random vector
S”. We consider the random variablggs) — IE[E,(IS )] and F(r,a,b) £ 2f(a)f(b) + g(a)g(b)r.

P for tn € {—,+}" which are allF, measurable. Then
We show that for anya > 0, maxensgn pl © ) < F(r,a,b) gmin{l,\/ﬁ—i-r}, 17)

—(+a)n with very high probability for suff|C|entIy Iarga
foral 0<r<1,0<a<1,0<b< 1.

A. Closely relateds and t .
] (5.) ) Proof: Observe that'(r, a,b) > 0 by construction and:
Let us first focus onp, ' for s and t sharing a long

common prefix. Recall thg(CP [s, t] | denotes the length of F(r,a,b)” = (2f(a)f(b) + g(a)g(b)r)*
this prefx S @) + glag®)?
2

Lemma 7. Fix o > 0. Setm,, = 4log(2(1+a)n—1). Then:
(2/(a)” + 9(a)?) (2/(0)° + 9(b)")

lim P max plSHE) < gm(rein) — where (*) follows by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Further-
n—00 t7£87:|CP[S™,t"]|>my, 2 2 2z i
more, 2f(2)* + g(z)® = =5 + 37 = 1 which proves
Proof: Let P = CP[S™,t"] and ny = |P|. Observe F(r,a,b) <1
that P is a uniformly chosen sign sequence -, +}™. It is also easy to verifyf(z) < 25 and g(x) < 1 for
According to Propertil2p!®"") = 1 and: vz € [0,1]. Hence:
P) (P r,a,b <V2 +r<vV2a+r
p(snytn) < p(PS"'U+1’Pt"'U+1) o Z7(740)Z7(740) ( ) f( )
n not1 - P),(P) ru
91 ZT(ZO)me) where the last inequality follows by observing that <

1 I vz sincex > 0.
< min {\/527(11:), \/iZflf)}. Observe that the upper-bounds a#h depend onIyZ(S)
(Sn—l n—1

) . Let us also define
Results of [2] show that for any fixed < 8 < 1/2 and

: (s" %) & (s7.£")

§ > 0 there exist ang such that form, > my n.p tno£s™ | OP I 67| <p

P [27(11:) c [2_N§7 1— Q_N(?]} <5 Consequently we may choose:
where Ny = 2. X ("1, +,p,) = min {1 V228 + p£ 1p"*)} (18a)

In particular we takes = i in the above bound and take
_—

n Iarge enough _s_o thaty, > mq. I(—lLen_ceno > m, > mo, X (an, *,pn) _ min{l, /22(5)1 ijEI 1p; )} (18b)
and with erobablllty at least — 4, 7y,  is extremal. Together
with 2= No'" < 2-2(1+)n+1 e get Now we would like to show thatnin,, x (S™~1, s,,pn)

P [t < 27(1+a)n:| >1_04. m Jets arbitrarily small with very high probability. For thiwe

" - - first need the following lemma:

B. Distantly relateds and t Lemma 9. For any sequence,, such thatlim, . 2 — p, =

A more involved task is find and upper- bound/dﬁ when oo and any fixedy > 0,

s andt do not have long a common prefix. For this purpose no(si)
(st ) lim P (Vi> < :p; ") <=1 (19)

we first seek an upper-bound Qjﬁs o )/ only n— 00 =9 Pip, =



(%)

Proof: Observe that for fixeg, p; ,

(s7/2.4)

n/2,pn

is decreasing in

< v implies p& )

¢ (if © > p). Hencep i o

1>n/2.
Supposes is a seguence such that for sorhet s with
n/2

n/2
|CP [s, t]| < pn, pEIS/Q %) > ~. Recall thats’ (resp.t?)
denotes the subsequence ©f(resp. t) including its firsti
elements. ey

Define a; £ pz(s +) andm; £ a;/a;_;. It is clear that
ap,+1 < % and a; is decreasing foi > p, by Propertie$13
and[2.

Forany0 < ¢ < 1, a, /2 >~ implies that number of indices

< ~ for all

Proof: For any p, let us define the random variable
np = 1[S, =argmin, x (8”71, s,p)]. It is easy to see
that P [Bn-,P - 1|]:n*1] =P [Bn,p = O|fn71] = %

Fix e > 0 and let

1—¢
2

1 n
Gg(n,p,e) = n/2 Z Bip 2
i=n/2+1

Observe that? [Gg(n,p, )] is independent op and by the
Weak Law of Large Numbers for any > 0 there exist ang
such thatP [G(n,p,e)] > 1 —6/2 for n > no.

Fix o/ > 0 and define

i € {pn +2,pn +3,..., 2} for whichm; <1— ¢ is at most
log(37v)
log(l1—¢) "

Letl! = 5 —p, — 1, takee = 1/\ﬂ, and observe that the

number of indices for whichn; < 1 —1/+/1 is at most

log(3y) _ —log() _ 7 P[Gy(n)] > 1 —8/2 for n > n,.
log(1—-1/\/7) — 1/\/Z T For n > max{ng,n}, P[Gr(n,mn,e)NGy(n)] > 1—46
wherec, is a constant that depends gronly. These indices 2Nd forS"ne gB(n,mn,s) N Gy(n) and anyt™ # S™ such
partition the intervalp,, + 2 : 2] into at moste, /I segments, that |CP [S™, t"]| < m,, we have:

one of those must have a length at Iea§fx/i. Let us only gn gn (s7/2,¢7/2)
consider this “long” segment: log (P% ’ )) < log (pn/Q

+ Z log (x (8", Si,myn))
i=n/2+1

Gx(n)

n ; ’
7> 5" min x(S"7, 54, m,,) < g~ 4(1+a)

si

{ |

Observe thalim,,,, 5 —m, = co according to definition.
Therefore, in view of Lemm&_10, there exisf such that

The fact thain; > 1—1/+/1 on this segment implies the sign
sequences,, 4o, .., 5,/2 Must be constant on this segment
(cf. Proof of Lemmab). The set of sequences of lerigttich
have a run of the same sign for an interval of Iengj;H\/f

has probability at mos2 - 9= VI, However, by assumption
I = % — p, — 1 goes to infinity asn gets large. Hence the
probability of having suchs sequence gets arbitrarily small
whenn gets large. ]

nl—e¢
2 2
In the above, (*) follows from Properfy 1 and observing tHat i
Bim, = 1theny(S*=1,S;,m,) < 2740+)) (asS € G, (n)),
otherwise x(S*~1,5;,m,) < 1. For S € Gg(n,my,¢),
Bim,, % <i<n wil be one at leastz 1= times.

Choosing’ ande such thatl —¢)(1+a’) > (1+«) proves

()
<

414+ a')=—n(l —e)(1+a).

Lemma 10. For any sequencg,, such thatlim,, .. 5 —p»,
oo and any fixedy > 0

n , the claim. [ |
lim P {Vi > 5" min x (Sz_l,si,pn) < 2_4(“‘0‘)} =1.
neo Si Theorem 1. For any a > 0.
Proof: Let
lim P maxpgls’t) <o nita) | — 1 (20)

n—oo t#S

E : p(iz*) < 2—(5+4a)} )
2 Tvbn 7 -
Proof: The proof follows by combining the results of

Observe that Lemmid 9 implies for ady> 0 there exist ang LemmalT and Lemma11. -

such thatP [Gr(n)] > 1 —6/2 for n > ny.
Let

Gz(n) & {Vi >0 z® ¢ {2—(114—8&)7 1_ 2—(11+8a)} }

I 2 L _Inthis section, we use our results on correlations among po-
Likewise, the convergence af process implies that there exist i-ed BECs to give lower-bounds on block error probapilit
any Such that for any, > m PlGz(n)] 21 -46/2. of Polar Codes over BEC. Recall the analysis of error of the

Now m) e;nd [:(ISb) 'mpﬁ that foiS 6_4%3(”) 1 code: The error evertt is the union of error events in each of
gZ(TQ’l Vi > 3, e'thf’:(fgrg)sl +opn) < 27000 ntormation channelss = Useu &s Where A € {—,+1}" is
g(gs ’;’5”) §> 12_ 5 whi hFor " ch Hlla.x{no’nl}; the set of information bits anél, denotes the error ifi,®.

[Gr(n) NGz(n)] 2 which proves fhe claim. For a BEC — with a pessimistic assumption on decoder —

a decision error happens exactly when an erasure ha;ﬂ)ens.

VI. LOWERBOUND ON PROBABILITY OF ERROR OF

PoLAR CODES

Lemma 11. Fix o > 0 and letm,, £ 4log(2(1 + a)n — 1)
(as in Lemma]7). Then:

3A practical decoder can break the ties randomly which irsesahe chance
of decoding the bit correctly t(%. An analysis analogous to the one we do

max (S.t) < 9~ (1ta)n ot Ue : '
in this section applies to such a decoder.

=1
t#£S:|CP[S t]|<mn

lim P
n—oo



Therefore s = {E,(f) =1} and the union bound gives us: (23):

/! !/ !/
PlE) <> 2 @1 O~ Pe(Cn) < S}, — Pe(Cy,)
" <1 S |29z + plev \/ 297 \/ zZ0 79|
A trivial lower-bound on the probability of decoding error 2 s,te Al
is obtained by observing tha 2 &, hence,P[£] > P[&] s7t
for anys € A. In particular, Observe thato%s’t) < ¢/N for all s,t in the above sum-
i (s) (t) (s) 7(t) _ 12
P[£] > max P [&] = max Z). (22) mation, Zs,teA'n:s;ét ZIn Zn” < Zs,teA; ZnZn" = 8,7,
scA scA and

However, having the second order statistics, one can use the Z \/Z(s)—Z(t) \/Z(t)ﬁ
inclusion—exclusion principle to obtain a much tighter éaw oo oo
bound on probability of error.

v/ 7(8) (t) N ONSA0]
Lemma 12. Let W be a BEC(¢) and C,, be a polar code < Z Zw\ Zn” < Z Zn\ Zn
of block-lengthNV = 2" with information bits.A,,. The block s EEA] 7L , s, tEA,

i~ ) " ) (%)
error probability of such a code?,(C,,) is lower-bounded as: /Z,(f)} 2 Z Zr(ls) < NS,

i 1 se Al
Pe(cn)z Z Zr(z)7§ Z

where (*) follows by Cauchy-Schwarz inequaly
s€A, s,teA,:
s£t Therefore,

60 2970 2070

s, tEAL s At

|: eAr,
Z’ELS) Z’Elt) ®

1
(23) Si = P.(Ca) < 5 |47 +68,] < a8,

) o where the last inequality follows by observing théf <
whereZ,, vector andp, matrix can be computed via single-p(v, R, ¢) < §. As a result,

step recursions explained in Sectioq IIl.
. . . (1—16)S), < Pe(Cy)

Proof: The result follows by applying the inclusion— . ) o
exclusion principle to lower-bound the probability ofC, IS @ code of ratek’ > (1 — §)R and by definitionS;, >
Usea, Es- m P(N,R,e)>P(N,(1—-0)R,e). Hence we can lower-bound

While the lower-bound given by Lemrfial12 is already usefifi€ LHS of above by substituting;, with P (N, (1 — )R, €)
in practice (see Sectidi VIl), we seek for a lower-bound thithich completes the proof. u

is theoretically more significant. VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Theorem 2. Let W be aBEC(¢) and R < 1 —e. LetC,, be In this section we provide a numerical example which con-
a polar code of block lengtiv. = 2™ with information bits firms our theoretical results. We have considered Polar €ode
A, such that|A,,| = [NR]. Let P(N, R, ¢) be defined as the of different rates on eBEC (0.5) and computed the upper-
sum of[VR] smallest elements of the vectdy,. Then, for bound of [21), the trivial lower-bound of (22) and the tighte

any fixeds > 0 and sufficiently large: lower-bound of [[(2B). We emphasize that we have exactly
computed the lower-bound on error probability by computing
(1=0)P(N,(1=06)R,e) < Pe(Cp) < P(N, R, ¢). the correlation coefficients. We did the computations fockl

_ . lengths of N = 4096 (n = 12) and N = 16384 (n = 14).
Proof: The upper-bound is already known and we only Ag shown in Tabld]l, the proposed lower bound is much

need to prove the lower-bound. Let tighter than the trivial one. Moreover, the results showt tha
the lower bound is very close to the upper bound[ofl (21).
D, = {S e{—+}": Igg;(pf’t) < 52_"} This confirms thatP(N, R, ¢) (as defined in Theorefd 2) is

indeed a very good estimation for block error probability of

By Theorenlll we know thalim,, . ‘117\;” = 1. Let, C!, be Polar Codes over BEC.
the polar code defined by the information hit§ = A, N D,

and S, = Y 4 Z® It is clear thatlim,, .. ||“j—"'| =1,

S/ < P(N, R, ¢) (asA, contains] N R] smallest elements of
Z,), andP.(C}) < P.(C,) asC,, is a sub-code of,,.

Choosen large enough such th j"" > 1-4 and
P(N,R.€) < ¢ (note that this is possible sincB < 1 — e
4For any set ofn numberse;,i = 1,2,--- ,m, we have(>7" | z;)

and results of[[2] suggest th&(N, R,e) = O (Q—W)). By mm 2,

?<



Upper-bound of[(21)  Lower-bound df(P2)

Lower-bound [of](23)

0.2 4.04-10718 3.43-10719 4.04-10718
0.25 1.87-10~11 9.25.1013 1.87-10" 11
0.3 5.4-10"7 2.29.10~8 5.4.10"7
0.35 8.14-1074 2.11-107° 8.12-1074
0.4 0.17 3.49-1073 0.14
(@) N = 4096

R Upper-bound of[{21) Lower-bound df{?2) Lower-bound [ofl(23)
0.2 9.32.10~36 4.72.10737 9.32.10736
0.25 1.32-10—22 3.54.10724 1.32-10—22
0.3 2.32.10713 5.4.10"15 2.32-10713
0.35 2.63-10~7 3.61-107° 2.63-10~7
0.4 5.47-1073 4.91-1075 5.43-1073

(b) N = 16384

TABLE [: Bounds on Block Error Probability of Polar Code &EC (0.5)
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