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Abstract

We consider the behavior of entropy of data elements as threyoperated on by polar transforms. The data
elements under consideration are pdik§ Y') where X is a binary random variable arid is some side information
about X. The entropy random variable for such a data element is defiseh(X|Y) = —logpx |y (X|Y). The
variance of entropy (varentropy) is defined\&s(h(X|Y")). A polar transform of order two is a mapping that takes
two independent data elements and produces two new datermeifthat are in general correlated). We show that the
sum of the varentropies of the output data elements is less dh equal to the sum of the varentropies of the input
data elements, with equality if and only if at least one of ithigut data elements has zero varentropy. This result is
then extended to polar transforms of higher orders and am@syic analysis is given for an important special case
in which the average output varentropy decreases monaibnio zero as the transform size increases.

I. INTRODUCTION

Polar coding is a method for constructing capacity-achig\dhannel and source codés [1]} [2]. Polar codes
are constructed by manipulating a number of independeniesapf a given channel or source through certain
transformations so as to synthesize new channels or sotiraeare more suitable for coding. This paper focuses
on the behavior of the variance of entropy as the channelswrcss undergo a polar transform. In this section, we
will first define the problem more precisely. Then, we willtetéhe basic result of the paper. This will be followed

by some examples. The section will end with an outline of & of the paper.

A. Varentropy

Given any pair of discrete random variables, Y'), define the conditional entropy random variable as
h(X[Y) 2 = logpx|y (X[Y).
The average conditional entropy is denoted as usual by
H(X|Y) 2 Er(X|Y)
while the variance of entropy will be denoted as

V(X|Y) 2 Var(h(X|Y)).
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All logarithms will be to the base 2.

Henceforth, we will use the term “varentropy” to refer to treiance of entropy. This term appears to have been
coined only recently by Kontoyiannsis and Verdi [3], alibb the concept has been in the literature for a long time.
The recognition that varentropy is a key parameter in dateénm the fine asymptotic behavior of the probability of
error in source and channel coding problems goes back tesgmd4]. In more recent work, Polyanskiy, Poor and
Verdl [5] gave a comprehensive treatment of the subjectedncidated the theoretical and practical significance

of varentropy and related parameters for estimating théopaance of codes at finite block lengths.

B. Polar transform

Polar transforms are in essence operations on data elerobrte form (X,Y). The data elements under
consideration in this paper will be such thittakes values it = {0, 1} while Y will take values in a finite but
otherwise arbitrary alphabé@t. In a channel coding contex¥ will represent the input to a binary-input channel
andY the channel output. In a source coding contektwill represent a Bernoulli random variable aifdsome
side information abouk'. A data elementX,Y") will be called extremeif H(X|Y) equals 0 or 1. We will write
(X;Y) to denote a data element whéh consists of a list of random variables. Throughout the papewill
develop alternative representations of a data elementeasabd arises.

The specific polar transform considered in this paper takésgut a pair of independent data elemgpts, Y1),
(X2, Y>) and produces as output another pair of data elenféfite X>,Y), (Xo; X180 X2, Y), whereY = (Y1, Y5)
and® denotes addition modulo 2. We will prefer to write the outgdata elements ad/;,Y) and (Us; U1,Y) by
defining

Ui=X19 Xy and U; = Xs. (1)

Note that while the data elements at the input are indepérnmeassumption, the data elements at the output are
in general correlated. The creation of such correlations fact the underlying mechanism for creating the desired
“polarization” effects as the results of this paper will shim a more quantitative manner.

A basic property of the polar transform is conservation dfay:
H(U1|Y) + H(Uz|U1,Y) = H(X1|Y1) + H(X2[Y2). (2)
A second basic property igolarizationin the sense that
H(ULY) 2 max{H (X1 [Y1), H(X2|Y2)} 3
H(U2|Uy, Y) < min{H (X1Y1), H(X2[Y2)}. (4)

This means that the data elements at the output are “morenegtithan those at the input. The entropy conservation
and polarization properties of polar transforms were eitgdbin [1], |[2] to construct capacity-achieving channel
and source codes by considering recursive extensions dfasie transforn{1) that enhanced the basic polarization

effect to the extent that almost all data elements becanteragt asymptotically as the transform size grew.
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C. The basic result

Theorem 1. The varentropy decreases under the polar transf@nin the sense that
V(U1]Y) + V(U2|U1,Y) < V(Xy|Y1) + V(X2|Y2), (5)
with equality iff either(X;,Y7) or (Xs,Ys) is extreme.

This theorem is proved in SectidnllV. Note that the theorestased and will be proved with the restriction that
the alphabet§’; and)s are finite. This finiteness condition has been imposed to keepnathematical detail at a
minimum. It is possible to generalize the results to moreegainalphabets, as will be discussed in Sedfion IV-E.

TheorenlL can be interpreted either from a channel coding smuace coding viewpoint. For the former, we
regard the data elementX,Y;) and (X3, Y>) as independent binary-input memoryless channels. Themdhar
transform [[1) may be seen as creating two synthetic chanadisst channel(U;,Y) with input U; and output
Y, and a second chann@l,; Uy,Y) with input Us and output(U;,Y). Theoren(]L states that the sum of the
varentropies for the synthetic channels is smaller tharsthne of the varentropies of the original channels, except
when at least one of the channels at the input side is extriémve.take a source coding viewpoint, then we regard
each data elemerit;, Y;) as comprising a Bernoulli sourcE; with side informationY;. In this case, the polar
transform creates two new sources with side informationjrafgading to a shrinkage in varentropy.

Although the motivation of studying varentropy in this paperelated to polar coding applications, we wish to
explain the relevance of Theordrh 1 to the main body of liteeabn varentropy. As shown inl[5], under optimal
coding techniques at block lengtN, the amount of back-off from channel capacity, to achievelack error
probability of ¢, is given essentially bWW—NQ*1(6) where V' is channel varentropy (or “dispersion” as it is
called in [B]) andQ(z) = j;’o \/Lz_ﬂe—iﬁ/zdu. Now consider two application scenarios. In the main sdenare
use a binary-input memoryless chanfgl= (X,Y") with varentropylV and apply optimal block coding methods
at lengthN. In the alternative scenario, we first apply polar trans®wofiorder two to create from each pair 1of
a pair of new binary-input channeld;’ = (X', Y”’) with varentropyl’’ andW"” = (X" Y") with varentropyV”.
Thus, we creatéV/2 copies of W’ and N/2 copies of /" from N copies ofi¥. TheW’ channels are independent
among themselves. TH&"” channels are also independent among themselves. Howleeee,is coupling between
the two sets of channels since they are created in corrgbaiesl Ignoring this correlation and the practical details
emanating from its presence, consider applying optimaingptechniques at block lengthv/2 to W’ and W”
separately. To achieve a given probability of ereprthe back-off in the main scenario B = c\/V/—N with
¢ = Q7*(e). The back-off in the alternative scenario ® = c\/2V’/N for W’ and B” = ¢./2V" /N for W".
Theoren(lL states thay(B’)2 + (B”)? < B with equality iff W is an extreme channel. Thus, roughly speaking,
the closerV is to an extreme channel, the smaller is the loss as measyrtt lback-off from channel capacity.

Before we end this section, we give an alternative formorfatif the main result. Let us introduce the following

shorthand notation for the entropy random variables atrpetiand output side of the polar transform:

hing 2 h(X1Y1),  hina = h(Xa|V2), (6)
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hout1 2 h(U1[Y),  howz = h(Ua|U1,Y). @)
This notation allows rewriting inequalit{](5) as
Var(hout1) + Var(hout2) < Var(hin1) + Var(hin2). (8)
However, the real reason for introducing the new notatioto igrrite down the identity
hout1 + hout2 = hin,1 + hin,2, 9)
which is the analog of{2) and expresses an entropy congamai a per-sample basis. Frof (9), we have
Var(hout1 + hout2) = Var(hin,1 + hin,2).
Sincehin,; and hjn 2 are independent,
Var(hin,1 + hin,2) = Var(hin,1) + Var(hin,2);
while by a general identitWar(hout1 + hour2) €quals
Var(hout1) + Var(hout2) + 2 Cov(hout 1, hout2)-
Thus, we obtain the following reformulation of Theoréin 1.
Theorem[dl. The entropy term&,1 andheyut2 at the output of the polar transform satisfy the covariamoeguality
Cov(hout1, hout2) > 0, (20)
with equality iff either(X;,Y7) or (X»,Y2) is extreme.

This form makes it clear that any reduction in varentropy barattributed entirely to the creation of a positive
correlation between the entropy random varialilgs; and hoy 2 at the output of polar transform. Our proof of

TheorentL will be directed at showing thf}10) is true.

D. Examples

In this section, we give two examples to illustrate Theofémnlboth examples(X;,Y;) and (X2, Ys) are
independent copies of a given data elementY’) ~ p(z,y). The terminology in both examples reflects a channel

coding viewpoint, although each example has a dual sourdmganterpretation as well.

Example 1 (Binary Symmetric Channel)Suppose that the data eleméi¥,Y") represents a BSC with crossover

probability 0 < e < % In other words, assume th&f and Y take values in the s€f0, 1} and that
(1—¢) fzx=y;
€ if ©#£y.

A straightforward calculation gives the varentropy of sueBSC ase(1 — ¢) (1og %)2 This gives the curve

N[

p(r,y) =

N[

Var(hin) in Fig. . The figure also displays the output varentropy ®f¥ar(hoy1) and Var(hou, 2), and the
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covariance termCov(hout1, hout2). The non-negativity of the covariance is an indication ttia varentropy is

reduced on average by the polar transform.

1 T T T T
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Fig. 1. Varentropy and covariance for BSC under polar tiamsf

Example 2 (Binary Erasure ChannelBSuppose the data elemgti, Y) represents a BEC with erasure probability

e. In this case X takes values i{0,1}, Y takes values iq{0, 1,2}, and

(1—¢) ifax=y;

N

p(z,y) =
€ if y=2.

NE

Let hi, 2 log px |y (X|Y'). For this channel, the following simple formulas are obeadrfor the varentropy terms.
Var(hin1) = Var(hinz) = Var(hin) = €(1 — €), Var(hou1) = (2¢ — €2)(1 — €)?, Var(hour2) = €2(1 — €2). The

covariance term is given b§ov(hout 1, hout2) = €2(1 — €)%. The corresponding curves are plotted in Fig. 2.

Remark 1. The above examples show that there is no analog of the patamie relations (3) and (4) for
varentropy. The only order relation exhibited by the vadarterms in the above examples is thatr(hiy) >

min{Var(hout1), Var(houw2) }, Which is indeed a consequence of Theorém 1.

Remark 2. While the entropy function satisfieg(X|Y) < H(X), there is no general ordering between the
varentropy termsV (X|Y) and V(X) = Var(—logp(X)). For example, if(X,Y) is a BSC withe = 1, then
V(X) = 0 while V(X]Y) > 0. On the other hand ifX,Y") is such thaty” = X, thenV (X|Y) = 0 while V' (X)

can be non-zero.

E. Organization

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sediibn H,define two parameterté and B to represent a

given data elementX,Y). These parameters serve as a “sufficient statistic” for ypeg of problems considered
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Fig. 2. Varentropy and covariance for BEC under polar tramsf

in this paper. In Sectioflll, we summarize some known inéties about correlations of monotone functions.
Section[IV¥ contains the proof of Theorddl Bection ¥ considers the behavior of varentropy under higinger
polar transforms. The paper concludes with Sedfioh VI wizereasymptotic analysis and some final remarks are

given.

Il. PARAMETRIC REPRESENTATION OF DATA ELEMENTS

Until now, the problem formulation has been given in termglafa element$X,Y") where X takes values in
X ={0,1} while Y takes values in an arbitrary (finite) alphabet The arbitrary nature oy’, which is assumed
for the sake of generality, complicates the analysis urss#éy. The information measures that we are concerned
with are determined solely by the joint probability assigmon (X, YY) and the specific details @f play no role.
Hence, it is possible and desirable to re-parametrize thbl@m so that” is replaced with an equivalent random
variable that takes values over a canonical alphabet. Sachnical representations have been given for Binary
Memoryless Symmetric (BMS) channels id [6]. Here, the clafsdata element§X,Y) is more general than BMS
channels but similar ideas apply.

We associate to eaghe ) the parameter

a(y) 2 pxpy (1)y) (11)

and define a random variablé £ a(Y'). The alphabet of possible values of theparameter is given byl 2
{a(y) : y € Y} C [0,1]. The o parameter takes the original representatjéfh Y) to a canonical representation
(X, A). The new representatiofiX, A) hides irrelevant details by using an alphabkthat is always a subset of

[0,1] and merges any two symbolsy’ € Y into a common symbol whenever(y) = a(y').
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We give some examples to illustrate the canonical repratiens. For the BSGX,Y) in Example[l, we have
a(0)=¢ a(l)=1—-¢ A={¢,1—¢} and
1(1—¢) if (z,a) €{(0,€),(1,1—¢)};
€ if (z,a) € {(1,¢),(0,1—¢)}.

In the case of the BEC in Examdlé 2, we hav@) =0, a(1) =1, a(2) = 1, A= {0, 3,1} and

pX,A(Ia a) =

(1—¢) if (z,a) € {(0,0),(1,1)};
€ if (z,a) € {(1,3),(0,3)}.
As a third example, consider thé-channel, characterized by the joint distribution
g1 —¢) if (z,y) € {(1,1)}
px,y (T, y) = | ge if (x,y)e{(1,00}

(1—q) if (z,y) € {(0,0)}.

N [=

pX,A(:Ea a) =

N[

wheree andq = px (1) are parameters in the ranffe 1]. Now, we haven(0) = § = qe/(ge+ (1 —q)), a(l) =1,
A=1{61}, and
q(1—¢) if (z,a) e {(1, 1)}
px.a(T,a) = 4 qe if (z,a)€{(1,9)};
(1-q) i (@.0)€{(0,0)}
Although the canonical forniX, A) gets rid of inessential features @K, Y), there is need for an even more
compact representation for the type of problems considerdtie sequel. This more compact representation is

obtained by associating to eaghe ) a second parameter
B(y) £ minfa(y), 1 - a(y)}
= min{px|y (0ly), px |y (1]y)}, (12)

and defining an associated random variaBlé& B(Y). The range of possible values 8fis given byB = {5(y) :
y e Y} Clo, %]. B may be thought of as the probability of MAP decision error @tiding X whenY is supplied.
We now show that the main information-theoretic measurefigfrest about a data elemefiX,Y’) can be

expressed in terms of the parametdraind B. First, the conditional entropy can be written as
H(X[Y =y) = HX[A = a(y)) = H(a(y)) = H(B(y))

whereH(p) 2 ) log(p) — (1 — p)log(1 — p), p € [0,1], is the binary entropy function. Taking expectations, we
obtain
H(X|Y)=H(X|A) = H(X|B) = EH(A) = EH(B).
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The second moment df(X|Y") can be expressed as
E[h(X|Y)? = E[Alog® A+ (1 — A)log?(1 — A)]
= E[Blog® B + (1 — B)log*(1 — B)]

Thus, the varentropy (X|Y) is fully determined byA or B. In fact, one can express the moment generating

function of L(XY) as
E2sh(X|Y) _ E[Al—s + (1 _ A)l—s]
=E[B'"™*+(1-B)"*].

Fora € [0, 1], let g4(s) 2 gl + (1 —a)t=5. For eacha € [0, 1], go(s) is an analytical function of < 1; hence,
derivativeSg,(I") (0) = d"gq(s)/ds™|s=o Of all ordersn > 1 exist. Furthermoregfl”)(o) is a continuous function
of a € [0,1] for any fixedn; so, the maximum obé”)(o) overa € [0,1] exists and is finite. Hence, the entropy

random variablé:(X|Y") has finite moments of all orders> 1. In particular, the second moment is bounded by
E[h(X|Y)?] < [max [« log?(z) + (1 — x)log?(1 — z)]
< 2 =8¢~ 2 2 ~ 2. .
< 20?3%(1[,% log*(z)] = 8e™“log*(e) &~ 2.2434

SinceV (X|Y) < E[h(X|Y)?], the varentropy is also bounded universallysay 2 log®(e). This is a loose bound
but it will be sufficient for our purposes, in particular, atertain point in Sectiof VI.

It may appear thaB is superfluous since anything that can be expressed in tefmsan also be expressed
in terms of A. The real reason for introducing will become clear later in the paper when certain correfatio
inequalities are considered. We will in fact prefer to u3erather thanA since B is more compact and certain
functions that are monotone B need not be so iMl. For example?{(B) is an increasing function over the range
B c [0, 3] of B, but#(A) need not be monotone over the range- [0, 1] of A.

As a convention, in the following analysis, we will retainettgiven data elementX,Y) as the original
representation of the problem, but carry out most calcutatiusing the parametds. We will classify a data
element(X,Y) in terms of the characteristics of the rangei®fas follows. A data elemertX,Y") will be called
pureif |B| = 1, mixedotherwise. A purgX,Y’) will be calledextremeif B = {0} or B = {1}. (This definition is
consistent with the earlier definition of the term “extremeé&n extreme(X,Y") will be called purely deterministic
if B={0} andpurely randonif B = {1}. In channel coding terms, a put&’,Y’) is the equivalent of a BSC. An
example of a mixedX,Y") is a BEC with an erasure probabilityc (0,1). Such a BEC ha# = {0,1} and is a
mixture of (1 — ¢)-part purely deterministic channel amgpart purely random channel. In general, a data element

(X,Y) with B = {0, 3} will be called anerasuredata element.

Ill. COVARIANCE DECOMPOSITION AND AN INEQUALITY

In this part, we give a formula for covariance decompositimd a correlation inequality which will be useful

for the proof of Theorerfiflin the next section. We will use the following notational gentions. Let(S, T) be a
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joint ensemble consisting of two random vect8rand T. We will write Egjr and Covg|t to denote expectation
and covariance operators with respect to the conditiorgtlidiution of S given T; Er and Covy will denote
expectation and covariance with respect to the margindiildigion of T; and,[E and Cov will denote expectation

and covariance with respect to the full ensemble.

The first result we wish to recall is the following formula fdecomposing a covariance.

Lemma 1. Let S, T be jointly distributed random vectors, with dimensionsand n, respectively. Letf,g :
R™*" — R be functions such thatov[f(S, T), (S, T)| exists,i.e, Ef(S,T)g(S, T), Ef(S,T), andEg(S, T)
all exist. Then,
COV[f(S, T)ag(sa T)] =Er COVS|T[f(Sa T)v g(Sa T)]
+ Covr[Egir f(S, T), Eg|Tg(S, T)]. (13)
Although this is an elementary result, we give a proof hereidor illustrating the notation. Our proof follows
(7.
Proof: We will omit the arguments of the functions for brevity.
Cov(f,g9) =Estfg—Estf EsTg
=ErEstf9 — Er|Egtf - Esjry]
+ Ex [Esirf - Esirg] — ExEsjtf - ExEsjTg
= Ex Covg|r(f,g) + Covr(Eg|t f, Es|T9)-

]
We now give a correlation inequality. The subject of cortielainequalities is a rich one, with inequalities of
various forms and varieties. Here, we select an inequalitytd Esary, Proschan, and Walklp [7] which is directly
applicable to the specific problems considered in this papee interested reader is referred to [8, Ch. 5] for a

comprehensive survey of early results on the subject, arfé,t€h. 6] for more recent results. Our presentation

below follows [7].
A function f : R® — R is called increasingif, for all x,y € R", f(x) < f(y) wheneverz; < y,; for all

it =1,...,n. A collection of random variable¥ = (13, Ts,...,T,) is called associatedf

Cov[f(T),9(T)] = 0 (14)

for all increasing functiong, g : R* — R for which Ef(T), Eg(T), andEf(T)g(T) exist.
In [7] various sufficient conditions are given for a set ofdam variables to be associated. For our purposes the

following characterization is all that is needed.
Lemma 2 (Theorem 2.1 in[[[7]) Independent random variables are associated.

For the proof, we refer td [7]. A concise proof of Lemina 2 casoadbe found in[[1I0, Sect. 9.7].
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In the univariate casell = T1), Lemmd2 is equivalent to the well-known Chebyshev coti@tainequality [11,
p. 43]. In that case, it is known that equality holds[inl(14) dospecific pair of increasing functiorfsg : R — R
iff either f(71) or g(T1) is constant. (Here and elsewhere, when we say that a randdableais “constant”, we
mean “constant almost surely”.)

Unfortunately, in the multivariate case, characterizimgessary and sufficient conditions for equality[inl (14) is
not so simple. To see some of the difficulties, consider tharlzdte casél’ = (71, 7>) with independenf; and
T5. As a first example, lef (T) = Ty andg(T) = T». Then,Cov[f(T), g(T)] = 0. Thus, the covariance may be
zero although neithef(T) nor g(T) is constant. As a second example, tgk&') = 73 andg(T) = T} + Tx.
Then,Cov[f(T), g(T)] = Var(T1), which may be strictly positive. This second example shdvas the covariance
may be strictly positive even when one of the functiofisr{ this case) is conditionally constant given one of the
variables 7).

Instead of trying to identify the necessary and sufficiemtditions for equality in[(I4) in general, we will take a
pragmatic approach and consider only the particular caseterfest in the rest of the paper. The following lemma

addresses this case.

Lemma 3. Let T = (71,7%) be any pair of independent random variables. lfey : R? — R be any pair of
increasing functions such th@tf(T), E¢g(T), andEf(T)g(T) exist. ThenCov|[f(T), g(T)] = 0 iff the following
two conditions are simultaneously satisfied:

1) f(T) is independent of; or ¢(T) is independent of 5.

2) Er, f(T) or Er,g(T) is constant.

Alternatively,Cov[f(T), g(T] = 0 iff the above conditions are true witf in the role of 77 and vice versa.

Proof: Use the conditional covariance formula}13) to write

Cov[f(T),g(T)] = Er, Cova,[f(T), g(T)]
+ COVTI [ET2 f(T)v ET2g(T)]' (15)

Note that here we used the independenc@’oand 75 to write E7, and Covr, instead ofEr, 7, and Covyy,r,,
respectively. The covariances on the right side[of (15) drscalar type and Chebyshev’s correlation inequality
applies to each, together with the necessary and sufficterdittons for the covariance to be zero. To be more spe-
cific, note thatf (¢1,t2) andg(t1, t2) are increasing i, conditional on a fixed;; henceCovr, [f (t1,T2), g(t1, T2)]

is non-negative for anyl; = t;. Note also thatEr, f(t1,7>) and Er,g(t1,72) are increasing int;; hence
Covr, [Er, f(T),Eq,g(T)] is also non-negative. The conditions stated in the lemmasamply Chebyshev’s

necessary and sufficient conditions for each covarianee ter the right side of[(15) to be zero. ]

IV. PROOF oOFTHEOREM[I

In this section we give a proof of Theordfl This will also be a proof of Theoref 1 since the two results ar

equivalent. We begin the section by recalling the set-uprentation. Then, we split the covarian€ev (hout 1, hout2)
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into two parts using the covariance decomposition formwlaich is followed by the proof that each term in the

decomposition is non-negative. The section concludes sathe complementary remarks.

A. Notation

Throughout this section, we use the problem formulation motdtion of Sectiof I-B. In particular, we will have
a joint ensemble consisting of two independent data elesiiéfit, Y1) and (X2, Y2). We will denote the probability
measure over this ensemble Byand expectations bi. Partial and conditional expectations and covariancels wil
be denoted a&y, Ex|y, Covy, Covx|y, etc., WithX = (X, Xo) andY = (Y1, Y3).

A number of other random variables will appear throughoet $bction; all such variables will be defined as
functions of the primary variablesX;, Y1) and (X», Y2). In particular, we will havd/; = X7 ® Xo, Uy = Xo, as
defined in[(1), and the canonical paramet&gsé a(Y;) and B; 2 B(Y;), i = 1,2. Due to the independence &}
andY>, A; and A, will be independent; likewiseB; and B> will be independent. For shorthand, we will write
U = (U1,Usz), A = (A1, As), B = (B, Bs). Note that, due to the 1-1 nature of the correspondence batle
andX, expectation and covariance operators suciigs, and Covyy will be equivalent toEx |y and Covx|y,
respectively, and we will prefer the latter notation in whithe primary random variables appear explicitly.

For 0 < p <1, we will write p to denotel — p. For0 < p,q < 1, we define theconvolutionoperation by
A —_
D*q=pq+pq.
B. Covariance decomposition step
As the first step of the proof of Theordmd], ve use the covariance decomposition form[ild (13) to write

COV(hOUL17 hout,2) =Ey COVX|Y (hOUI,la hout,2)
+ Covy (Ex|y hout 1, Ex |y hout2)- (16)

For brevity, we will use the notation

A
COVl =Evy COV(hout,la hout,2)
A
Covy = Covy (Ex|yhout1, Ex|yhout2)

to denote the two terms on the right hand sidd_of (16). Ourfasb@heoren{lwill consist of proving the following

two statements.
Proposition 1. We haveCov; > 0, with equality iff either(Xy, Y1) or (X2, Y>3) is an erasure data element.

Proposition 2. We haveCov, > 0, with equality iff either (i) one of the data elemer{t&;,Y;) or (X2,Y3) is

extreme, or (ii) both data elements are pure.

These propositions will be proved in the following two sutigans. Here, we will momentarily assume that they

are correct and complete the proof of Theoidin 1
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Proof of Theorerifl The covariance inequality (L0) is an immediate consequeh@®8) and Propositioris 1
and[2. We haveCov(hout1, hourz) = 0 iff both Cov1 and Cov 2 are zero. However, the necessary and sufficient
conditions of Propositiorid 1 afdl 2 can be satisfied simuttasig iff one of the data elementX;, Y1) and(Xs, Y2)

is an extreme data element. This completes the proof. ]

C. Proof of Propositiori]1

For p,q € [0, 1], define

1>

f(p,q)

(0 4)(p +7)log (p*ﬁ)

p*q

D)

We will give soon a formula folCov; in terms of this function. First, a number of propertiesf@p, g) will be

listed. The following symmetry properties are immediate:
fw.q) = f@,9) = f(.9) = f(P,7), (18)
fp.q) = f(a,p). (19)

Lemma 4. We havef(p,q) > 0 for all p,q € [0, 1] with equality iffp € {0, 1,1} or ¢ € {0, 4,1}

Proof: We use[(IB) to write
f(p.q) = f(r,s) (20)

wherer 2 min{p,p} ands 2 min{q,q}. Thus, instead of proving(p, ¢) > 0, it suffices to provef(r,s) > 0 for
0 <r,s < 3. In fact, using[(ID), it suffices to provg(r,s) > 0 for 0 <r < s < . Assumingd <r < s < 1, it

is straightforward to show that
rs < rs_ < l (21)

T*S r*xs

r+xs>rxs and

Thus, if we write out the expression fgi(r, s), as in [17) with(r, s) in place of(p, ¢), we can see easily that each
of the four factors on the right hand side of that expressienren-negative. More specifically, the logarithmic
term is non-negative due to the first inequality in](21) anel binacketed term is non-negative due to the second
inequality in [21). This completes the proof thélp, q) > 0 for all p,q € [0, 1].

Next, we identify the necessary and sufficient conditions f@, q) to be zero ove < p,q < 1. Clearly,
f(p,q) = 0 iff one of the four factors on the right hand side bfl(17) eguzdro. By straightforward algebra, one
can verify the following statements. The first facior ¢ equals zero iff(p, ¢) € {(0,1),(1,0)}. The second factor
p=q equals zero iff(p, q) € {(0,0), (1,1)}. The log term equals zero iff = 1 or ¢ = 5. Finally the difference of
the entropy terms equals zerojiff /p+q = pg/p+q or pg/p*q = 1 — pg/p*q which in turn is true iffp € {0, %, 1}
or q € {0, %, 1}. Taking the logical combination of these conditions we dode thatf(p,q) = 0 iff p € {0, %, 1}

org € {0, 3,1} |
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Lemma 5. We have
Covi =Ef(A) =Ef(B). (22)

Proof: Fix a sampley = (y1,y2). Note that
Covx|y (hout1, hout2) = Covx|y (R(Uily), h(U2|U,y))
=Ex |y { [h(U1ly) — Exyh(U1ly)] h(U2|U1,y)}

= Z plu, ualy) [n(u1]y) — Exjy h(Ur]y)] h(uzlui,y)

Ul,u2

=Y plwly)[h(w]y) = Exyh(UL[y)] H(Uz|us,y),

where H (Us|uy,y) = Y, p(ualu1,y)h(uz|uy,y). The term[h(u,|y) — Eh(U]y)] simplifies to

e og L= Pluly)
(1 = p(u1ly)) log arly)

Substituting this in the preceding equation and writing gt sum oveil/; explicitly, we obtain

pu, 1y (0ly)

Covx|y (hout1; Pout2) = Py, v (01y)pu, [y (1]y) log o e (1y)

x [H(Uz|Uy = 1,y) — H(U|Uy = 0,y)].

Expressing each factor on the right side of the above equatiderms ofa; = a(y;), i = 1,2, we obtain that it
equalsf (a1, az). Taking expectations, we obtaltov; = Ef(A). The alternative formul&ov,; = Ef(B) follows
from the fact thatf(B) = f(A) due to the symmetrie§ (1.8). [ |
We now complete the proof of Propositibh 1.
Proof of Propositior{1L: We haveCov; > 0 since f(a1,a2) > 0 for all a;,as € [0,1] by Lemmal%. By the
same lemma, strict positivityi f (A) > 0, is possible iff the events; ¢ {0,3,1} and 4> ¢ {0, 1,1} can occur
simultaneously with non-zero probabilityg.,

P(As ¢ {0,5:1)) P(42 ¢ {0,5,13) >0, (29

since A; and A, are independent. Condition (23) is in turn equivalent toimgyv
P(B: ¢ {0, %}) P(B; ¢ {0, %}) >0, (24)
which is to say that eithefX;, Y1) or (X»,Y3) is an erasure data element. [ ]

D. Proof of Propositiol R

The main tool in this part will be Lemmld 2. We define two funnschat will play the role off and g in that
lemma. Letg; (p, q) 2 H(p * q) and g2(p, q) = H(p) + H(q) — H(p = q) for p,q € [0,1]. Soon, we will express
Covy in terms of these functions.

The following symmetry properties are immediate (fet 1, 2):

June 9, 2019 DRAFT



14

9i(p, q) = 9i(q, p)- (26)

Lemma 6. We have, for =1, 2,
Ex|yhouti = gi(A) = g:(B). (27)

Proof: Fix Y =y and leta; = a(y;), i = 1,2. By direct calculation, we obtain

Ex|yhou1 = H(Uily) = H(ai * az) = g1(a1, a2),

Ex|yhou2 = H(U2|U,y) = H(Uy, Usly) — H(Uly)
= H(X1, Xoly) — H(Uily)
= H(X1|y1) + H(X2|y2) — H(Uily)
=H(a1) + H(az) — H(ar * a2) = g2(a1, az).

We thus obtain the first formula if_(R7), which involvés The second formula in terms @ follows from the
symmetry properties (25). [ |

As a corollary to Lemmal6, we obtain
Covy = Cov(g1(A), g2(A)], (28)
Covy = Cov([g1(B), g2(B)]. (29)

In order to prove tha€ov, > 0, we will apply LemmdDR to[(29). First, we need to establish fiilowing fact.
Lemma 7. gi1,92 : [0, 3] = RT are increasing in the sense defined in Secfioh IIl.

Proof: First considery; . We wish to prove thaf; (b1, b2) is increasing as a function of () € [0, %] for fixed
by € [0,4] and (i) b2 € [0, 3] for fixed by € [0, £]. In fact sinceg; (b1,b2) = g1(b2,b1) it suffices to prove only
one of these statements. Accordingly, fix € [0, 3] and considew; (b1, b2) as a function ofy; € [0, 3]. Recall
that g;(b1,b2) = H(by * b2). Recall also the well-known facts that the functigf{p) overp € [0,1] is a strictly
concave non-negative function, symmetric aropng % attaining its minimum value of 0 at € {0,1}, and its
maximum value ofl atp = 3. It is readily verified that, for any fixetl, € [0, ], asb; ranges from 0 ta,, by * b
decreases from, to 3, henceH (by « by) increases front (b;) to #(3) = 1, with strict monotonicity ifb; # 1.

It follows (by the symmetry mentioned above) thatis increasing orf0, %]2, as claimed.

Next, considely,. Due to the symmetrys (b1, b2) = g2(ba, b1), we need only show that; (b1, b2) is increasing
in by € [0, 1] for fixed by € [0, 1]. Recall thatgs(by, bs) = H(b1) + H(b2) — H(by * b2). Exclude the constant term
H(b2) and focus on the behavior @{b;) = H(by * ba) — H(b1) overb; € [0, 3]. Observe thaf (b;) is the mutual
information between the input and output terminals of a BSth wrossover probability; and a Bernoulli, input.
The mutual information between the input and output of ardiecmemoryless channel is a convex function of the

set of channel transition probabilities for any fixed inpubkpability assignment [12, p. 90]. Sé(b,) is convex in
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by € [0, 3]. SinceI(0) = H(bo) andI(3) = 0, it follows from the convexity property that(b,) is decreasing in
by € [0, 1], and strictly decreasing #, # 0. Thus, g2(b1,b2) is increasing inb; € [0, 3] for fixed by € [0, 1]. It
follows (by the symmetry property) that is increasing or0, %]2. [ ]

We now complete the proof of Propositibh 2.

Proof of Propositior R: The inequalityCov, > 0 follows as a corollary to Lemmdd 2 afdl 7 . The only
remaining issue is to identify the conditions fGbv, to be zero.

It is easily seen that the conditions stated in Proposl[licare? sufficient forCovs to be zero: (i) If both data
elements are pure, then bathor g, are constant, witly, (B) = H (b1 *b2) andga(B) = H(b1)+H (ba) —H (b1 *b2)
whereb; andb, are the only possible values &f; and B,, respectively. (ii) If one of the data elements is purely
random, theny; (B) = 1. (iii) If one of the data elements is purely deterministicent go(B) = 0. In all three
casesCov|gi, g2] = 0 since eitherg; or g2 is constant.

To prove that the conditions of the proposition are also sems forCov, to be zero, we will use Lemnid 3.
Assume, by contraposition, that (i) at least one of the twia @éementg X, Y1) and (X», Y2) is mixed, and (ii)
neither data element is extreme. We may assume, withoutabgenerality, that(X;,Y7) is mixed, since both
g1 and g, are invariant under exchange @B,, B2) with (Bs, B1). Let by, b} € By be any two distinct elements;
let b2 € B be such thab, ¢ {O,%}. Then, we havey; (b1,b2) # g1(b},b2) and ga(b1,b2) # g2(b), b2) since
both g2(b1,b2) and g2(b1, b2) are strictly increasing i, for fixed by € (0, %), as proved in Lemm@l 7. Thus, by

Lemma[3B,Covs is strictly greater than zero. This completes the proof thatstated conditions are necessam.

E. Complementary remarks

Interpretation ofCov; and Covy: What do the individual covariance terfi®v; andCovy, measure? To address
this question, let us call each possible value of theparameter for a given data elemgt¥,Y) a “mode.” For
example, a BSC has only one mode. A BEC has two mofles:0 and B = % which are both extreme.

The formulaCovy, = Ef(B;, B2) of Lemmal® can be interpreted as saying that; is a weighted measure
of crosscoupling between individual pairs of modes, one mode frauohedata element. When one of the data
elements is an erasure eleme@ityv; equals zero since an erasure data element has extreme muyeanal an
extreme mode is incapable of cross-coupling with any modiefother data element.

To give an interpretation tGovq, we expandCove = Cov]g: (B), g2(B)] by the conditional covariance formula to
write it as the sum oEp, Covp,|p, (91, 92) andCovpg, (Eg, B, 91, Ep, |5, g2). The first termEg, Covp, g, (91, 92)
can be interpreted as a measure of average coupling amongsBedf the second data elemefiX,, Y5) when
the modeB; of the first data elemeritX;, Y1) is fixed. The second ter@iovp, (Ep, 5,91, Ep,|5,92) iS @ measure
of coupling among mode8; of (X1,Y7) when the modeB; of (X»,Y>) is randomized. ThusCov, as a whole
can be interpreted roughly as a measurénafa-coupling among modes of individual data elements entettireg
polar transform. If both data elements have a single mo#le diBSC), therCov, equals zero since the there can
be no intra-coupling. If one of the data elements is an extreme, therCov, is again zero since conditional on

an extreme mode at one data element, the modes of the otlzeeleéatent do not couple with each other.
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Table[IV-E summarizes the extreme casesCof; and Covs, using a channel coding terminology. The first
two columns “Ch. 1” and “Ch. 2" refer to the type of channelresponding to the data elemer{t&;,Y;) and
(X2, Ys), respectively. The first three rows of the table are obtafne@th Lemma8 below; the fourth row follows
from Lemma[b. The parametérin the table is defined a2 EH(B) where B is the parameter relating to the
channel labeled as “any”.

TABLE |
EXTREMES OF COVARIANCES

Ch. 1 Ch. 2 Covi Cova
BEC(e1) | BEC(e2) 0 €1€1€2€2
BEC(e1) any 0 €1€100

any BEC(e2) 0 )
BSC1) | BSCk2) | f(e1,€2) 0

Lemma 8. Let (X1,Y7) be an erasure data element with probability of erasOre< ¢ < 1. Let (X2, Ys) be

arbitrary. Then,
Cov(g1,g2) = €(1 —€)d(1 —9)

wheres 2 EH(B2).

Proof: For (X1,Y1) an erasure data element,

H(Bs2), Bi=0;
91(B1, B2) =
17 Bl - %a
0, B; =0;
g2(B1, B2) =
H(By), Bi=3.
The claim is obtained by simply computing the covariancehefseé two random variables. ]

Generalizations:There are several directions in which one may try to germrdlie preceding results. First, one
may try to lift the restriction that the alphabéfs and)); are finite. Second, one may consider a non-binary alphabet
for the variablesX; and X,. Third, one may consider the case whépé,, Y7) and (X5, Y2) are not independent.
The first generalization can be accomplished without angré&d difficulty since the);, and ), are replaced in
effect by the alphabet8; and B2, which in turn are subsets of a compact inter&al%]. Density functions over
[0, %] can be approximated arbitrary accurately by discreteibigions for purposes of computing the covariances.

The second and third questions require further researchk.wor
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V. VARENTROPY UNDER HIGHER ORDER TRANSFORMS

For anyn > 1, there is a polar transform of ordéf = 2™. A polar transform of ordeN is a mappingyy that
takes inN data elements and puts ot data elements. The input data elements will be assumed tbthe form
(X;,Y;) where X; takes values in¥ = {0,1} andY; takes values in some finite alphaldt : = 1,..., N. We
will assume that the input data elements are independemtdiutecessarily identically distributed. The output data
elements will be of the fornfU;; U=, Y), i =1,..., N, whereY = (Yi,...,Yy) andU" ! = (Uy,...,U;_1).

The binary data vectoWJ = (U;,...,Uy) at the output is related to the binary data ve&Xoe (X1, ..., Xn)
at the input by the linear transformation
A 1 0
RS

U=XGy, GyZ=F®' F

where the ®n” in the exponent denotes theh Kronecker power.
Consider the transform-domain entropy random variables

h(Ui|Uiila Y) = - 1ng(Ui|Uiila Y)

and their averages
H(U, /U Y) = EA(U; UL Y).

As in the case ofV = 2 considered earlier, one has the conservation laws:

N N
Y UUTLY) = > h(X|Y)) (30)
=1 =1
and
N N
Y HUUTLY) =) H(X|Y) (31)
=1 =1

In [2], the conservation law (31) was used with i.i.d. dataneénts(X;,Y;) ~ (X,Y) to set up a martingale and
prove that the entropy termd (U;|U*~1,Y) polarize to 0 or 1. More precisely, it was shown that, for any 0,
asN — oo,

%]{i:6<H(Ui|Ui‘1,Y)<1—6}\—>0. (32)

Here, we focus on the law{B0) and generalize the varentrepylts of the preceding sections. We will use the

notation introduced in Sectidih | and writé(U;|U*~!,Y) to denote the varentropy @f; given (U*~1)Y).

Theorem 2. The varentropy decreases under the polar transform in tmses¢hat
N N
Y VUUTLY) <> V(XGY). (33)
=1 =1
Before proving this theorem, we will bring out the recursivature of the polar transform by giving a more
abstract formulation. To begin, let us recall that a polans$form of order two is essentially a mapping of the form
(Bin,1, Bin2) = (Bout1, Bout2), Where B, 1 and Bin o are theg-parameters of the input data elemeqi;, Y1)

and (X2,Y3), and Boy1 and Boyi2 are thes-parameters of the output data elemeflts,Y) and (Us; U1, Y).
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Alternatively, polar transform may be viewed as an operatio the space of cumulative distribution functions

(CDFs) of g-parameters and represented in the form

(Fout1, Four2) = ¥2(Fin 1, Fin,2)

where Fi, ; and Fyt; are the CDFs ofBi ; and Boy;, respectively. LetF denote the class of CDFs belonging
to random variables that take values in the intef0ak]; this is the class of all possible CDFs f@rparameters.
Each data element may be thought of abstractly as a poineisghceF and the polar transform of order two can
be regarded as an operatoy : 72 — F2 mapping one pair of points fronf to another pair of points itF. We
will define higher order polar transforms following this wigoint.

Foreach = 1,..., N, let Bjp ; denote the3-parameter corresponding to the input data elen&ntY;) and Fi ;
the CDF of Bjn ;. Likewise, for eachi = 1,..., N, let By,; denote thes-parameter for the output data element
(U;; U=1Y) and Four; the CDF of Boyti. Let Fin = (Fin1, ..., Finn) andFou = (Fout, - - -, Fourn). We will

represent a polar transform of ord&r abstractly as

Fout = wN (Fin)-

The recursive formula defining a polar transform of ordétin terms of a polar transforms of ordéf/2 is

Fou = (Fguta Fgut)a F(/)ut = 1/JN/2 (Fi/n)a F(/)/ut = 1/JN/2 (Fl/r/‘l)

2l

i
in,N/2 E

where Fj = (Fj in,N/2

|nlv"'7

). Fi = (R

s ) are obtained fronF, through a series of size-2

transforms

(EGZ’F‘I;]/'L) o (Fin s, Inz+N/2) i=1,...,N/2.

The proof that the above recursive definition of a polar timms is equivalent to the algebraic definition given
earlier is straightforward and will be omitted. We are nowdy to prove the theorem.

Proof: The claim [[3B) is true foiV = 2 by TheoreniL. We will use induction to prove the claim fgr> 4.
Assume the claim is true for transforms of ord€éy2 or smaller. We will show that the claim is true for ord¥r
We will write V(F') to denote the varentropy (X |Y") of a data elementX,Y’) whosej3-parameter has CDF'.

By the induction hypothesis, we have (using the notatiorothiced above)

N/2 N/2

Z V OuLz < Z V In z
and

N/2 N/2

Z V Fé(m Z Vv F;g z
i=1
Using the induction hypothesis again,
V(Eq ) + V() < V(Fni) +V(Fnisn/2)

forall i =1,...,N/2. Thus,

N N
Z FOULZ S Z In z
i=1 i=1
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which is the desired inequality. ]

VI. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR

The next logical step in the development is to consider tlyenpsotic behavior of varentropy as the transform
size grows. The following result addresses this questiorttie important special case where the data elements at
the transform input are i.i.d.

Theorem 3. Let (X;,Y;), ¢ > 1, be a sequence of independent copies of a given data eldiet). Then,

1 & .

¥ > V(UUTY) -0, asN — oo (34)

=1
Proof: Let S, 2 - Zf; V(U;|ULY) for n > 1, and S, 2 V(X]Y). The sequencéS,} is non-negative,

and monotone decreasing by Theoreln 2. Sg,converges to a limiz > 0. To prove thatc = 0, we invoke
the polarization resul{_(32), which states that in the lialitchannels at the transform output, with the possible
exception of an asymptotically vanishing fraction, becaxrgeme. Since varentropy is bounded by a constant from
above, the asymptotically vanishing fraction of varenyrégrms that do not converge to zero have no effect on
average varentropy. Hence has to be zero. [ |

It would be desirable to give a proof of Theoréin 3 in a more-setftained manner, without appeal to previous
polarization theorems. Such a proof could in fact be anrzdterand valuable tool for proving polarization theorems.
We propose this as a topic for future study.

One of the implications of the convergence of average vespwytto zero is that the entropy random variables
“concentrate” around their means along almost all trajgéesaf the polar transform. This concentration phenomenon
provides a theoretical basis for understanding why polaoders that operate with quantized versions of the entropy

random variables do not show a significant performance degjcn.
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