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Abstract—The minimum rate needed to accurately approxi- W={L,..., M} Encode V™ ~ Pyn
mate a product distribution based on an unnormalized infor-
mational divergence is shown to be a mutual information. Thé
result subsumes results of Wyner on common information and Fig. 1. Coding problem with the goal of makingy» ~ QY.

Han-Verd( on resolvability. The result also extends to cass where
the source distribution is unknown but the entropy is known.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sectign Il, we state
|. INTRODUCTION the problem. In Sectio Il we state and prove the main result

_ o Section[1V discusses related work and extensions.
What is the minimal rate needed to generate a good approx-

imation of a target distribution with respect to some dis&an Il. PRELIMINARIES
measure? For example, to learn a system response, we migliRandom variables are written with upper case letters and
give inputs to the system and compute the output statistitiseir realizations with the corresponding lower case tett8u-
However, in computer simulations the inputs are only sonperscripts denote finite-length sequences of variablegisis,
approximations of the true distributions that are generat¢h e.g., X" = Xi,..., X,,. Subscripts denote the position of a
random number generators. We would like to use a smaliriable/symbol in a sequence. For instan&g,denotes the
number of bits to generate good approximations of a targeth variable in X”. A random variableX has probability
distribution. distributionPx and the support aPy is denoted as supPy ).
Wyner considered such a problem and characterized #e write probabilities with subscript®x (z) but we drop
smallest rate needed to approximatepraduct distribution the subscripts if the arguments of the distribution are lowe
accurately when using thaormalized informational diver- case versions of the random variables. For example, we write
gence as the distance measure between two distributioes. THz) = Px (z). If the X;, i = 1,...,n, are independent and
smallest rate is a Shannon mutual information [1]. Han-Werddentically distributed (i.i.d.) according t&x, then we have
[2] showed that the same rate is necessary and sufficiéttz") = [[—, Px(z;) and we writePx~ = P%. Calligraphic
to generate distributions arbitrarily close to arformation letters denote sets. The size of a Seis denoted a$S|. We
stable distribution in terms ofvariational distance. Note that use 7."(Px) to denote the set of letter-typical sequences of
normalized informational divergence and variational atise length» with respect to the probability distributioRy and

are not necessarily larger or smaller than the other. the non-negative number[6, Ch. 3], [7], i.e., we have
The main contributions of this work are to show that the . |N(a|z")
minimal rate needed to make twenormalized informational 7¢"(Px) = {x : ‘T — Px(a)| < ePx(a), Va € X}

divergence between a target product distribution and the ap s -
proximating distribution arbitrarily small is the same 8han WhereN(alz") is the number of occurrences ofin 2.
mutual information as in(J1],]2] and we extend the proof to Consider the system depicted in Hi¢). 1. The random variable

cases where the encoder has a non-uniform input distriutid?” 1S uniformly distributed over{1,..., M}, M = 2™, and
Our result implies results in[1] and][2] when restrictindS encoded to sequences
attention to product distributions (in particular Theorér8 in Ur = f(w). (1)

[1] and Theorem 4 in]2]). We remark that Hayashi developed

closely related theory via Gallager’s error exponentinggyi " is generated frony™ through a memoryless chanrgf,
Bloch and Kliewer considered non-uniform distributions fo@nd has distribution.. A rate R is achievable if for any
secrecy in[[4]. We also refer to results by Csiszar [5, p. 44,> 0 there is a sufficiently large. and an encoder such that

bottom] who treats strong secrecy by showing that a vanatio n n P(v™)
distance exhibits an exponential behavior with block lengt D(Pv-lQv) = Z P(v")log Q. (v™) @)
n [5l Prop. 2]. This result implies that an unnormalized mutua v ESUPRPyn)

information expression can be made small with growing is less thart. We wish to determine the smallest achievable
via [5, Lemma 1]. rate.
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Theorem 1. For a given target distributio®y, the rateR
is achievable ifR > I(V;U), whereI(V;U) is calculated
with some joint distributionQy that has marginalQy
and [supgQu)| < [V|. The rate R is not achievable if
R < I(V;U) for all Quy with [supQu)| < |V].

M AIN RESULT AND PROOF

We provide two proofs, one with Shannon’s typicality ar-
gument and the other with Gallager's error exponent [8]

where we extend results inl[3]. Suppddeand V' have finite
alphabetd{ and V, respectively. LetQyy be a probability
distribution with marginal€)y andQy. Let U"V™ ~ Q%/,

i.e., for anyu™ e 4", v € V" we have

Qu",0") = [ Quv (ui,vi) = Qpy (w",0™)  (3)
1=1
QW) = [[ Qv (wilus) = Qo ™). (@)
i=1
Let C = {U™(w)}*_,, where theU"(w),w = 1,..., M,

are generated in an i.i.d. manner usiQg. V" is generated
from U™ (W) through the channe&)y, ViU (see Fig[R). We have

M
1
P") =Y 17 @ (0" [u (w)). (5)
w=1
Note that if for av™ we have
Qv = > QuuMQy (") =0 (6)
um™ ESUPH Q)
then we have
Qv (v"[u™) =0, for all u™ € supp Q7). (7)

This meansP(v™) = 0 and suppPy~) C supdQy,) so that
D(Pyn||Q7) < co. We further have

% ZQU

A. Shannon’s Typicality

| Q) _
: o @

The average informational divergence oVEr C andV™" is

(recall thatP(w) = 4, w =1,..., M):
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Fig. 2. The random coding experiment.

where
(a) follows by taking the expectation oved/, V™ and

unr(1),...,U™(M);

(b) follows by the concavity of the logarithm and Jensen’s
inequality applied to the expectation over thé&(j),j #
w, and by using[(8);

(c) follows by choosingy/"V"™ ~ Q.

Alternatively, we can make the ste[ﬁ (9) more explicit:

ED(P Q)] 2 Y - Y HQU

u™(1) u™ (M) k=1

2 i Qv u (0" [u"(w)) llog DO vip (0" [u" (7))
A:

|

M - Qy ()

|

S Qe ()
ETTM-Qu (o)

>

k#w un (k) l#w
(b) M

)

7N

Qo) 1)1

M - Q (v™)
llog ( + 1)] .

Qi (Vrlom)

M-Qy (V™)
We remark that the identity aftdr) is valid for M = 1 by
interpreting the empty sum followed by an empty product to

(@

e (10)



be 1. We may write [®) or[{1I0) as
E (log 7‘/‘[](" v +
M - Qv(Vn)
where

dy = >

(um,wm)ET(Quv)

o=
(umvm)ET(Quv)
(um,v™) ESUPH Q)

Q(un7 ,Un) lOg ( Q(,Un|un)

Q" [u™)

Using standard inequalities (séé [7]) we have

M- Q(v")

Q(Un, Un) IOg (W +

1).

2—n(1—e)H(V\U)

dy < Z

(um ) ETM(Quv)

9—n(l—e)H(V|U)
< log (M Son(itoHW) T 1)

— log (2—n(R—I(V;U)—e(H(V|U)+H(V))) i 1)

< log(e) - 2~ I(VU)=2¢H(V))

andd; — 0if R > I(V;U) + 2eH(V) andn — oco. We

further have

dy < > Qu™,v™) log ((uiv)nJrl)

(umvm)ETr (Quv)
(u™,v™)ESUPH Qv )

1 n
<2V| U] - e 1oV log <<—) + 1)
120%

1
S 2|V| . |Z/{| . 672n€2#?1V n - 10g <_ + 1)
2%

andds — 0 asn — oo, where

Hv = minvesupF(Qv)Q(v)
puv = MiNG u)esupgQuy) @ (U, V).

Combining the above we have

E[D(Py||Q7)] = 0

Q(U v )log (M .9—n(1+e)H(V

Lemma 1. Let W = B™® be a bit stream witmR bits
that are generated i.i.d. with a binary distributiéty with

1)] =dj + dsy (11) Px(0)=p,0<p< % The rateR is achievable if

I(V;U)

R > 18
Hs(p) (18)
where Hy(+) is the binary entropy function.
+1 Proof: The proof is given in AppendikJA. [ |

Remark 3: Lemma 1 states that evenlif is not uniformly

This is useful because if the distribution Bf is not known

exactly, then we can chooge large enough to guarantee the

desired resolvability result. A similar result was develdpn
[4] for secrecy.

-+ 1) B. Gallager’s Error Exponent

We provide a second proof using Gallager’s error exponent
[8] by extending[[3, Lemma 2] to asymptotic cases. Consider

1 \
—5 < p <0 and define

E§ (0. Q) = log, - {EP@) 7o)} 19)
(12 B .
Eo(p,Quv) =1logy » {Z Qu)Q(v]u) ™7 } (20)

Ea(R,Quv) = _inf {Fo(p,Quv)+pR}. (21)

>

Due to [3, Lemma 2], we have the following properties

concerningE( (p, Q) and Eq(p, Quv ):

(13) Property 1.
Eg(0,Qpv) = Eo(0,Quv) =0 (22)
(14) Property 2:
QEE Q)| _gp(piQp)
(15) O e
9Eo(p, Quv) _ ,
(16) |y —1(V;U) (23)
Property 3:
(17) 32E3((9f’a2Q’(}v) >0
%

distributed, the informational divergence can be made Ismal

if R>I(V;U)+2eH(V)andn — oco. As usual,[(I]7) means 9?Ey(p, Quv)

that there must exist a code with(Py-||Q%) < £ for any oz >0 (24)
¢ > 0 and sufficiently larger. This proves the coding theorem.

The converse follows froni]1, Theorem 5.2] by removing the Pue to [8, Theorem 5.6.3], we have

normalization factort. Ec(R,Quv) <0 if R> I(V;U)
Remark 1: The cardinality bound on supf:). can be { Eq¢(R,Quy) =0 if R<I(V;U)

derived using techniques froml[9, Ch. 15]. , ) ,
Remark 2: If V = U, then we haveR > H(V) By extending [3, Sec. Ill, Inequality (15)] to asymptotic
Theorem 1 is proved using a unifori’ which represents caies, Wez.h?/\\//e tr?e following lemma.

strings of uniform bits. If we use a non-unifori for the emma <. Ve have

Ey (p, Qi) < logy (1+ 25600 - (26)

(25)

coding scheme, can we still drive the unnormalized informa-
tional divergence to zero? We give the answer in the follgwin

lemma. Proof: The proof is given in AppendikIB. [ ]



En(p, QT IV. DISCUSSION
p- (—E[D(Py~||Q™)]) 0 (P, QUv) A

Hayashi studied the resolvability problem using unnormal-
ized divergence and he derived bounds for nonasymptotic
Eo(p, Quv) cases[[B, Lemma 2]. We have outlined his proof steps in Sec.
[M-B] Theorem 1 can be derived by extending [3, Lemma 2] to
asymptotic cases (seeTll-B) and it seems that such a reaslt w
the underlying motivation for([3, Lemma 2]. Unfortunately,
Theorem 1 is not stated explicitly inl[3] and the ensuing

| - asymptotic analysis was done foormalized informational
_% 0 P divergence. Hayashi's proofs (he developed two approaches

were based on Shannon random coding.
Theorem 1 implies[]1, Theorem 6.3] which states that for
R > I(V;U) the normalized divergencéD(Py~||Q},) can
be made small. Theorem 1 impliés [2, Theorem 4] for product
and distributions through Pinsker’s inequality ]10, LemmaéL1]

Fig. 3. An example ofE¢ (p, Q7)) and Eo(p, Quv ).

Combining Properties1-3, we have Ef(p, Q)

FEo(p, Quv) are convex imp, for —1 < p < 0 and (see Fid.]3) 1
’ D(Px||lQx) = i lIPx —Qxlfy (3D
p- (=E[D(Py+[|QV)]) < Eg(p, Q) (27)
where
which means Z
Px = Qx|lrv=)_|P(z) - Q(z)|. (32)
En , n || X X
EID(Py-jQp) < Z U 2E) :
a nEq(R,Quv) Moreover, the speed of decay i [12) ahdl(14) is (almost)
(@) log, (1 +2 ) P
< i (28) exponential withn. We can thus make
where(a) follows from LemmdR. The right hand side 6f{28) a(n) - E[D(Py-[|QV)] (33)

oes to0 asn — oo as long as (se¢ (P5 _
g e g as (se&(p5) vanishingly small as: — oo, wherea(n) represents aub-

R>I(V;U). (29) exponential function of . that satisfies,
Remark 4: This proof applies tocontinuous random vari- lim g(n) =0 (34)
ables by replacing the sums in the proof of Lemma 2 with nooo  efn

integrals. where 3 is positive and independent af (see also[[3]). For
Remark 5: The average divergencgB(Py - ||Q7)] can be example, we may choosg(n) = n™ for any integerm. We

viewed as the mutual informatiof(C; V") from the random may also choose(n) = '™ wherey < .

codeboolC to the outpul’™ [3, Sec. Il]. To show this, denote  Since all achievability results i [11] are based on [2, Fheo

C as a realization of and we have (se€(IL0)) rem 4], Theorem 1 extends the resultsin|[11] as well. Theorem
A 1 is closely related tostrong secrecy [[1R] and provides a

I(C; V") = Zp(ﬁ)Zp(vn@ log ng’ |S) simple proof that Shanr_mn ranQom coding suffices to drive

c on Qy(v™) an unnormalized mutual information between messages and

M eavesdropper observations to zero.
= Z Z H QY (u"(k)) Theorem 1 is valid for approximating product distributions
only. However extensions to a broader class of distribgtion

u™(1) u™ (M) k=1
e.g.,information stable distributions [[2], are clearly possible.

M M 1 ~n Ny M( 4
ZZ 1 o (0" " (w)) 1 2= 3 Qv (10" () Finally, an example code is as follows (courtesy of F.
pr— M QY (™) Kschischang). Consider a channel with input and output
M 1y n|prn(; alphabet the2” binary 7-tuples. Suppose the channel maps
a7 VU
=E |log 2371 MQ:‘U(n v7G)) each input uniformly to &-tuple that is distancé or 1 away,
Qy (V") i.e., there are8 channel transitions for every input and each
= E[D(Py=]|QV)]- (30) transition has probability. A simple “modulation” code for

this channel is thé7,4) Hamming code. The code is perfect
Thus, as ED(Py»||Qy,)] — 0 we havel(C; V™) — 0 which  and if we choose each codeword with probabiliy then the
means thaC and V" are (almost) independent. This makegytput V7 of the channel is uniformly distributed over aff
sense, since a&y» — Q7 one is not able to distinguishvalues. Hencd (V;U) = 4 bits suffice to “approximate” the
which codebook is used to generate the output. product distribution (here there is no approximation).



APPENDIXA which goes to zero as — oo (see [I4)). We further have
NON-UNIFORM W

Observe thatd (W) = H(B"®) = nR - Hz(p). Following ds < Z P(w) Z oy (U (w), ")
the same steps as inl (9) we have wET™(PR) (um(w),v™) ESUPHQY )
weSUpI PY)
L1 PU)Qun o (VU™ () { << 1 > )]
E[D(Py-||Q7)] = E |1 J= lo — ] +1
(D) [og T e ( (o
_ 1\"
S PG (VT (G)) < Y Pw) [mg ((—) ; 1)}
= ZP(w) -E |log Qv W=w wgTr(PY) v
: (P)Q, (VMU (w) e
w)Qy (VU™ (w n
< ZP(’U}) E |log ( Q‘" D) +1- P(w))] < 4.2 og ((i) + 1) (39)
w L 14 122%
[ P(w)Q% ., (V™" |U™(w
< ZP(w) E |log ( ( )QZ)’[’JEV”g () + 1) which goes to zero as — oo (see [IH)).
w L v Combining the above for non-uniforf¥ we have
=dy +dy +ds (35)
where E[D(Pv-]|QV)] — 0 (40)
di = Z P(w) Z Qb (u™(w),v™) if B> % andn — oo.
weTr(PR) (un (w) v ETI QY v )
log Plw)@yy (v u" (w)) +1 APPENDIX B
Qy(v™) PROOF OFLEMMA 2
dy = P(w Ty (u(w), v™
2 wegpn) ( )(un(w) v,%Tn(QUV) v (W' (w), o) We extend the proof of[[3, Sec. Ill, Inequality (15)] to
o (" (w),0™ ) ESUPH QP ) asymptotic cases to establish Lemma 2. Recall that <
P(w) (l/lU(Unmn(w)) p<0.Lets= % so we have
1 Qv :
v
1% 0<s<1
= 3 P By (" (w). ") a1 "
we T (PR) (un (w),v™) ESUPH QT ) C1+4p
wESUp P )
Pw)Q%, (v™|u™(w We also have for any,b >0 and0 <z <1
log (w) V'f(n| ( ))+1 (36) 7
QY (v™)
(a +b)* <a” +b". (42)
We can boundi; as follows (see[{12))
on(I(ViU)+2eH(V)) Observe that for any™ we have
dy < Z P(w) [10g( (=R () + 1)} )
weTr(PY) N . R
< log (2_"(R'H2(P)—I(V;U)—e(2H(V)+R-H2(p))) + 1) E[P(v")] =E wz::l A QV\U(U U (w))]
< log(e) - 2R H D~ IVU) =5 (0) 37) = E|Qip"|Un(1)]
- ey o I(ViU)+6c(n) .
which goes to zero iR > —me andn — oo, where —E HQV\U vl U:(1))
de(n) =€(2H(V) + R - Ha(p)). We also have i

d2< Y. Pw) > Qi (u"(w), v") = [IE[Qvi (wilUi(1)]
weTI(Py) (um(w),v")ET(Quv) i=1
(ur (w),0") ESUPH Q) "
() ) e
KV ;
§2|V|-|u|-e2"62#?fvlog<<i> +1> (38) =HQv( i) =Qy(v") (43)

120%

@
Il
=



We further have
275 (P Qiv) = 3 {
< (EP@

pn

1+s
> \E (Z T "|U"<w>>>

1
M;{lZQw’W"»

1

E[P(v") ™7

1

)it }1is

n

V\U

-

S

) + Z Qb (W™ U™ (5))

JFw

vip (" [U™(
(44)

where (a) follows from {41). Applying [4R) to[(44) we have

2Eo (P, QL) < — Z{
D)+ 5 Qb i
JFw

(@p @)

Z QY (V" U™ (w))

1+s

(Qv " U™ (w

iMz{

pn

(7))

>
i( E Q0 (U™ (w))])

S

-
F~
»

ZQW v U™

JFw

7))

+MQy (v

ZQV\U um U™ (

JFw
25T {ME (@otrom)™]
+MQTV (v
1

") (M = 1)Q(v™))"}T
< MZ{ME[( QU(U”|U”))HS]

om

7))

1
+s

1
1+s

<Mcze<v">>”3}
(45)

where

(a) follows becausé/"(w) is independent o/ (j), j # w

(b) follows by choosingy/"V"™ ~ @, by the concavity of
2% for 0 < a <1 and by [43B)

(c) follows by [43)

1

(ME {(Q(}IU(UHW,I))HS}) =+
@ Iy (E[

Applying (42) again to[(45) we have
+MQy (")}
:|)1+p

Pe.Qiy) < L
955 (n.Q SMZ{

o\ e
—1 0y <z Q3 ") (@ lum) )

(Qvpr ™)™

n(14p)
1+2”PRZ<ZQ IU)””>

= 1 + 2(Eo(p,Quv)+pR) (46)
where
(a) follows from [41)
(b) follows because th&,V; are i.i.d.,i =1,...,n
Optimizing overp, we have

Ej(p, Qi) < log, (14205e(R0u)) - (47)
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