arXiv:1502.02925v1 [cs.IT] 10 Feb 2015

On the Finite Length Scaling of Ternary Polar Codes
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Abstract—The polarization process of polar codes over a

ternary alphabet is studied. Recently it has been shown thathe
scaling of the blocklength of polar codes with prime alphabesize
scales polynomially with respect to the inverse of the gap Iheeen
code rate and channel capacity. However, except for the bimg
case, the degree of the polynomial in the bound is extremelsige.
In this work, it is shown that a much lower degree polynomial
can be computed numerically for the ternary case. Similar rsults
are conjectured for the general case of prime alphabet size.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Polar codes for transmission over binary discrete memo
ryless channels (DMCs) were introduced by Arikan [1], and
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We can rewrite[(R) ag(W) = ", W (G) G, where

W(G) = W(y) 4)
y:H[v(y)]=1-G
A basic polarization transformation of a chanmiélforms two
channelsW= =W W and W+ = W ® W. Recall that
given two channelsiV, and W, WabéWa Wy is defined
by

A

Wa (1 [ u+ ')

>Q|’—‘

Wagb (Y1,92 | u)

qa—
Z (y2 | ')
W,

Hence Womp (y1,y2) = (y1) Wy (y2) and [5, Proof of

Lemma 6]

were further analyzed i [2]. These results were extended to a-!

g-ary polarization for an arbitrary primgin [3]-[5].

)= Z Ubur (Y2) Va,utu (Y1)

u’=0

VamEb,u (3/1 ;Y2

For the binary case it was shown that the blocklengtr\NhICh can be rewritten as

requwed to transmit reliably scales polynomially with pest

to the inverse of the gap between code rate and channel

capacity [6]-[8]. This result was recently extendedgtary

channels for an arbitrary prime [9] but in the new bound,

the degree of this polynomial is extremely large.

In this paper we obtain numerically a much better bound Y
for ¢ = 3. For that purpose we obtain numerically a lower

Vagb (Y1,Y2) = Vi (y2) * Va (Y1) (5)

where x denotes circular cross-correlation with perigd
Defining

(G1,G2) 21— H[v
[Va(Ul)]
Hlvy(y2)]=

b (y2) *va (y1)]  (6)

bound on the size of a basic polarization step which is hlgheWe obtain

than the one for the binary case. We conjecture similar t&sul

for any prime value of the alphabet sizg,

II. PRELIMINARIES
A. General definitions and results

We follow the notations of[[5, Lemma 5]. For theary
channell (y | z), we defineW (y) £ (1/¢) >, W (y | x)
and the vectow(y) = [vo(y), v1(y), - -.,v4-1(y)]" where

2 Wiyl
(y) = ) 1)

Note that)"?_ Ovz( ) = 1 and the symmetric capacity is

W)=Y Wy {l-Hvy]} ()

Ve e {0,1,...,q—1} : v,

where

z=0

y)log, v (y) - 3)

I (Wamp) = Z Wams (y1,92) {1 — H

Y1,Y2

<> > Wa (y1) W (y2) g

G1,G2 y1:H[va(y1)]=1-G1
y2:H[ve(y2)]=1-G2

= Z Wa (G1) Wy (G2) g (G1, G2)
G1,G2

[Vab (ylv yQ)]}

(G1,G2)

where the first equality is an application 61 (2), the inedyal

follows from (8), [6) andWags (y1,y2) = Wa (y1) Wi (2),
and [3) yields the last equality. i (G, G>) is concave inG;
and separately, not necessarily jointly,Gh

I Wamp) < g ZWa (G1) Gy, ZWa (G2) G
Gy G2
=gl (Wa),I(Wp)] (7)

and sinceW— = Ww W, I(W~) < g[I(W),I[(W)]. If
g (G1,G>) is not concave inG; and inG», we can replace it
with a concave upper-bound, arid (7) will remain true.
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Note that byKB);Uab,u (yla y2) = Ub®a,—u (y27 yl)y where
the subtraction is modulg. Combining this with [(B) yields

9(G1,G2) = g(G2,Gh).

B. Proved results about the QSC channel

A g-ary symmetric channel (QSO)V (y |x) with error

probability p is defined by
_J1=-p y==z

W(ym_{ p/la—1) y#z.

Since the constraints in this problem form a convex region,
and by Lemmd3 we minimize a concave functigf(u),
the result is obtained on the boundary of the convex region,
and g = g¢. Note that Lemmdl3 enables us to compyte
efficiently using known algorithms for concave minimizatio
over a convex region_[10]. This algorithm generates linear
programs whose solutions minimize the convex envelopeef th
original function over successively tighter polytopeslesing
the feasible region. As the polytopes become more complex
and more tight, the generated solution becomes more precise

Although the QSC channel does not maximigzé (6) for some We can now prove the following.

pair (G1,G2), we observed that foy = 3 it provides an

excellent approximation to the maximum, and we conjectur

that this holds true for any prime

Lemma 1. If W, and W, are QSC channels, thei/ g,
is a QSC channel as well. Furthermord,(W,gz,) =
9qsc [I (Wa), I (W,)] for

gosc (G1,G2) 21— hy {hql (1-G1)+h;' (1—Go)

_q_Llh; (1-G)hi'(1- Gz)} (8)

with f,(p) £ — (1 — p) log, (1 — p) — plog, (ﬁ) and ;!
is the inverse oh,, that yields values ir{O, %1}

The proof of this Lemma is a straightforward application 9

of (@) and [®).

Lemma 2. Using QSC channeld/, and 1V, yields an extreme

point in the Lagrangian related t@@) for G, G> > 0.
The proof of this Lemma is also straightforward.

IIl.  ANALYSIS AND NUMERICAL RESULTS
Observe the similar td 16) problem

g(GlaGQ) £ 1-

min H [vy (y2) * Va (y1)]

H[va(y1)]>1-Gy

Hlvy(y2)]>1-G2
First, we prove the following.
Lemma 3. Define f (u) £ ming(v)>1—¢ H (uxv). Then,
f (u) is concave.

Proof: By definition, f (uo) £ ming(v)>1-¢ H (ug * v)
and f (u1) £ ming(y)>1-¢ H (uy x v). Then

f (Oéllo + (1 — a)ul)

- H *x V + 1 — * V
> 1 (Y}i Ug x V + ] — }1 U] xV
> H *x V + 1 — H * V

= Oéf (UO) + (1 - a)f (ul)

where the first inequality follows from concavity df, and

eI_emma 4. g (G1,G>) has the following properties:

1) g(x1,m1) < g(z2,y2) for z1 <z andy; < yo.
2) g(1,G2) =Gs

3) g(Gl,Gg) S min (Gl,Gg).

4)  lim,,; 2092 — ¢

ox

Proof: Since 1y < z9 and y; < wys, the constraints
for g (z1,y1) are tighter than the constraints fgr(zs, y2).
Since it is a maximization probleml (— min), the maxi-
mum for (z1,y1) would be smaller than the maximum for
(72,92), i.€. G (w1,y1) < g(x2,92). Sinceg = g, statement
[0 follows. Statemenf]2 follows since fai; = 1, v, (y1)
is a circular permutation oi[l,O,...,O]T, so by [3) and
G, H[vams (y1.92)] = H[vy(y2)] Now, g(G1,G2) <
(G1,1) = Gy and g (G1,G2) < g(1,G2) = G2, which
yields statemenf]3. Sincd](6) is a maximization problem,
Lemmal2 vyields thay (z, G2) > ggsc (z, G2), wheregosc
is defined in[(B). By parts 1) and 2){x, G2) < g(1,G2) =
G2 = ggsc(l,G2). Also, straightforward calculations show

that lim,_,q %ﬁ’@) = 0. Combining the above yields

statemeni 4. ]

Next, we calculateg (G1,G2) for G;,G2 ~ 0 and
for G1,G2 =~ 1. To simplify the notation, we will de-

note Vg (yl) Vo = [fl}a_’(), Va,1y--- ,’Ua_’qfl]T, vy (yz) =
vV = [Ub,O, Ub,1y- - and Va@Eb (ylayQ) = vy =
[vt,Oavt,h ..

Lemma 5. For sufficiently small values of/; and G2 and
q = 3, g (Gl, GQ) =In3- GlGQ.

'%Ub,q—l]
.y Utyqfl] .

Proof: Consider [(B). ForG, sufficiently small,v,;, =
1/q + €; wheree; are sufficiently small an@f;(} e = 0.
Using Taylor's approximation, ang £ ¢/(21nq), H [v}] =
1- 'yzz?’;(} €2. We shall first solve the minimization problem
in @ for a fixedv, and G2 ~ 0, sov,; = 1/q +

2

-1 -1 -1
ZZ:O €kVa, itk and H [Vt] =1 —’yzgzo ( Z:O Ekva7i+k) .
2
Hence, g (G1,G2) = vmang":ol (ZZ:%) EkUa7i+k) =
ymaxe’ Ae st €'e = Ga/y and Y} e; = 0. Here
€= [eo,...,eq 1] and A = S0 v, vl wherev,,; is
a cyclic shift by: of v,. Hence,

q—1
the added degree of freedom to the minimization yields the ¢ (G, G,) = Gy maxe” Ade sit.e’e =1, Zei =0. (9)
u =0

second inequality.



Note thatA is a circulant matrix, and fog = 3

0.9

a = { Zi:o V2, =7 0.9 o
hj = 2 S ‘
Zk:() Va,kVa,k+1 7& J 0.8}
0.7
s0 A has only two eigenvalues; = 1 and\; = 7 _, V2 - o7r
Zl o VakVakt1 < Ai. The eigenvector associated with 06} 06
is u; = ¢[1,1,1]" so the linear constraint can be expressec . ol 0s
ase’u; = 0. Following [11, page 411, Th. 7], the solution
to (@) is GoX2. The eigenvector associated wity is € = 04y 0.4
c[1,-0.5, —O.5]T, making W, a QSC channel. Substituting it 03l
into (@) yields 03

0.2

0.2

0.1f
(G17 G2 (Z V. , Z Va,iVa z+1> (10) : : : : : : : : : o1

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09

For G; ~ 0, vm_l/3+§l,210§_0andz —

anl

Z?:o Va,iVa,it1 = ZZ 007 — Zi:o 0;0i11- Fig. 1. Numerically calculated (G, G2) for ¢ = 3

Since Y2 6 = 0, 7,67 = 2(0% + 03 + 6102) and
S 0 0ibi1 = — (87 + 63 +6105). Therefore, Y7 67 —
Z?:o 8;6i1 = 1.5 Z?:o 62 = 3G1 . Combining this with [(ZD) 0.8y
yields the stated result. ] 08l

0.9
0.8

Lemma 6. For GG; and G sufficiently close td, andg = 3, 07} o7

9(G1,G2) =G1+ Gy — 1 osl 06

Proof: Consider [(b). ForGG; sufficiently close tol, we o 057 05

can assume without loss of generality that, = §;, i = 04l
1,...,q — 1, whered; are small, and,o = 1 — >.%-' 4
Similarly, for G2 sufficiently close td, we can assume without
loss of generality that, ; = el, 1=1,...,9g—1, whereg,; are 02}
small, andvbo =1- ZZ 1 €. Now, 1 — Gy = H[v,] =
> 510g5 andl — Gy = H[v)) = -2 16110gq€i. Sl
For Gl and G2 sufficiently close tol, v; ~ [1 — 6; — d2 — 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09
€1 — 2,01 + €2 + €102, 05 + €1 + e201]7. Hence, H [v] = &
—(01+€e2+€102) logs(01+€2+€102) — (d2+€1+€201) logs (02 +

€1+ €201). Now, our main observation is that fer b, c small, ~ Fig- 2. Numerically Calculate(f”(%fz’) forqg=3
—(a+b+c) log(a+b+c) ~ —aloga—blog b—clog c. Applying

this observation and-edjlog(ed) << —eloge — dlogd for _ Po(a,C) N
smalle ands yields H [v,] ~ 2—G1 — G5 so thatg(G1, G2) ~ for eachGs € (0, 1) there existst™ s.t. % is positive

0.4
0.3r
0.3

0.2
0.1r

0.1

Gy + Gy —1. m for z < z* and negative for > z*.
Note that the same proof applies for a general Therefore, the convex hull of (G, G5) for a givenGy, is
We calculated the actual value qf numerically. We Gy G g (G3,Gs) G1 <G}
calculatedg (0.01n,0.01m) for ¢ = 3, n = 1,2,...,99 and mé?gfil] ?9( )= { (Gth) G > G

m = 1,2,...,99. In Figure[1 we plot the contour of this

function. This figure shows that(G1, Gz) = g (Go,G1) @S whereG} = argmax, ¢ (o ;) 2292, Finding G} is equivalent

noted above, and, as proved in Lemiay41, G2) = Gs. to solving 39 . G2) _ gla, G2) ot azgg;é@) <0, ie. finding a
99(Gh,

Plotting the numeric Gle) in Figure[2 shows that tangent toy (:v Gg) at:vst M < 0, that passes through
g (G1,G2) is increasing inG; (and by symmetry, inG2),  (0,0).
as proved in Lemmal4. Next, using the calculated pomtsL 5 (z_’G2)
we estimateZ4#:52)  This estimated second derivative is ~eMMa 7- If PropgrtyEl holds, the problem - === =
shown in Flgur&ﬁ suggestmg the following conjecturedsin ¢ (,G2) s.t. M < 0 has a single solution.
the bottom line represent&-2¢1C%2) — (1 so below it

8%9(G1.Ga) 8%9(G1.Ga) oG} The proof of this Lemma follows from analysis of -
98#1«{32 > 0 and %Tlf’z < 0 above that line): % — g(z,Go).
Property 1. ¢ (G1,G>) is concave inG; (and by symmetry, However, we want an upper bound @nG;,G2) that

in G2), except for small values @¥; and Gs. In other words, would be concave inz; and G,. Similarly to the case of
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Fig. 3.  Numerically calculated”g%# forg=3 Fig. 5. Numerically calculated; (I(W)) — ¢; (I(W)) for ¢ =3
1
——— 0 025
— —
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Fig. 4. Numerically calculateeag%éiﬂ forqg=3 Fig. 6. The lower bound o (W) — I (W), which is also a lower bound
! onI (W) —1(W~), for different values of, and for the QSC channel
fixed G,
_ —1 a_p—1
(G ) — G1Gy (11) Eljgsc(x) —.’L‘—l—hq {hq (1—1‘) {2— q—lhq (1 —I)}}—l
9" (G1,G2) = vrelon ] Ty 9 (z1,22) which is marked as¢ = 3 QSCB". From Lemmdl5¢;(z) ~
z2€(G2,1] z—In3-2? for x — 0, solim,_,o Lf) =1, as seen in Figure

Clearly, g* (G1,Gs) > g(G1,Gs) and Figurelh shows that B Lemmalb yields,(x) ~ 1 -z for z — 1, as can be seen
g* (G1,G>) is concave irG; and inGs (the lines at the bottom 1N Figure[®. Note that foy; = 2, we would obtain the same

of the figure stand for the area wh 2‘1(8%2;%) —0. a(x) = € (z) = e1gsc(x) as in [].

. P - " Given some functiorfy(z), defined ovef0, 1] s.t. fo(z) >
Proposition 1. There exists SLIW™)+¢€ [I(W)] < .
TPy S Py o g ) S+ IS g for 2 ¢ (0,1), and fy(0) = fo(1) = 0, we definei(z) for

k=1,2,... recursively as follows,

Proof: Setef(x) = = — ¢g*(z,z), whereg*(x,z) was

defined in [T). Recalling that (W~) < g*[I(W), [(W)] fe@) 2 sup fim1(@+e) + fum1(z —€)
and I (W~) + I (W) =2I(W) yields the stated result. m i(z)<e<en(x) 2

The minimal polarization step size i (x) rather than ]
a(z) = x — gz, ). However, ¢, (z) — € (z) is very small, ~Wheree(z) =z —g(z,z) ande,(z) = min(z, 1 — z).
as seen in Figurgl 5, so we can usér), which is easier to ) (@) )
calculate. In Figurdlé we plot;(z) for different values of Define Li(x) = 75y and Ly = sup.¢(o,1) Lr(2). With
q, and see that foy = 3, ¢/(x) is close, but not equal to the definition offy(z), /L < L; still holds as in[[8]. Simi-
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——— k=100
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Fig. 7. A plot of | log Ly (z) for k = 1 and k = 100, ¢ = 3 and

fo(z) = (0.262% + 1) 29-8(1 —2)°5. The functionsLy, (z) were calculated

numerically.

larly to [8, Equation (11)] we have, for an integex k < n,

L
k/Lk

Similarly to [8] we defineJ, = min(l,,1 — I,). Using
fo(z) = (0.262% + 1) 2°8(1 — )¢ similarly to [8, Lemma
3], we obtainP (J, > 0) < 4+ -27%1817" As can be seen
in Figure[T, numerical calculations yielfl, = 279161 and,
"W/Lo = 27%187. A plot of +log, L, as a function
of k for ¢ = 3 and fo(z) = (0.262% + 1) 2%8(1 — 2)06
shows a convex decreasing function, similar [to [8, Fig. 3],
suggesting that it is reasonable to expect that for thisquaar
fo(z), using k 100 is already a good choice fof(112)

st < () (VR) puov . a2

(i.e., we cannot improve much by using an higher value of

k). Similarly to [§, Lemma 4] we have the following. If
Plwe: I(w) € (5,1 —9) Vn>mg] > 1 — € for some
integermg, 0 < e < 1 andd < 1/3. Then

PlweQ : I(w)>1—-06 Vn>mg)>I(W)—c¢
PlweQ : In(w)<dVn>mg)>1—-1I(W)—c¢.

IV. FUTURE RESEARCH

In this paper we showed numerically that for the case where
g = 3 we can obtain an improved lower bound 6(7") —
I(W~) compared to the binaryg(= 2 case). Consequently
we can predict a much better scaling law of the blocklength
with respect tol (W) — R compared to the results in][9]. It is
interesting to continue this study for other values of prigme
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The proof is essentially the same as the proof_of [8, Lemma

4], with I, replacing1l — Z,. Finally, we can obtain a

result similar to[[8, Theorem 1]. We use essentially the same

proof but with the following modification. First we obtain a
result similar to [[8, Equation (25)] using the same approach
PweQ: I(w)>1-0Vn>mg) > IW) - (&) -

20
—pmq . . . - .
2_— . Then we combine it with[[1, Equation (2)] to obtain,

PweQ : Zn(w) < ¢ Vn2mo) = I(W)—(EF)- %:’;Z
and proceed with the derivation inl[8, Theorem 1]. Since
p=0.1817, 1+ 1/p = 6.504, we claim the following result

Proposition 2. Suppose that we wish to use a polar code
with rate R and blocklengthV to transmit over a binary-input
channel,W, with block error probability at mosP?. Then it

is sufficient to setV = W (or larger) whereg is

a constant that depends only d@tf.



APPENDIX: SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL
A. Proof of Lemmall

Assume thatWW, and W, are QSC channels with error
probabilities p, and py,, respectively. Then, for ally

0,1,...,¢—1, v, (y) andv, (y) are circular shifts o, and
vy, respectively, where

Vo 2 [1=pa;pa/(@—1)pa/(@= 1), pa/ (g — 1)]"

Vo 2 (L =py,pe/(g—1),m/(a= 1), .o/ (g = D]

Since for the QSC case, al(y) vectors are shifts of some,
if W is a QSC channelf(WW) =1 — H (v). This means

I(Wa) =1=hq(pa) (13)
IT(Wo) =1 = hg(po) - (14)

Using [B), we see thatv,ms (y1,y2) are circular shifts
of Vamy 2 [1—pe,pe/(q—1),p/(q—1),....pe/(a—1)]",

where
Pt = Pa + Db — qPaPs/(q — 1) (15)

S0 W,mp is a QSC channel with error probability;,, and
I (Wagmp) = 1 — hy (pr). Combined with [(IB){(14) and{1L5),

this means that for the QSC cadg, (7) becomes an equality if

g(-,-) is defined as in[{8).

B. Proof of Lemma&]2

Assumev, (Y1) = [Va,0, Va1, - - - ,va)q_l]T andvy (y2) =
[Vb,0, b1y - s vbyq,l]T. Using [B) yields voms (y1,92) =
[Vt,0,Ve,1, - .., 0,9-1] Where

q—1
Ut,i :Zvaﬂjvbﬂj,i fori:(),l,...,q— 1. (16)
j=0

The Lagrangian related to solving the minimization[ih (6) is
L =H [vagy (y1,92)] = M {H [va (y1)] =1+ G1}

— X {H vy (y2)] — 1+ G2} — A3 (i Va,i — 1)
— A\ (qz Vp,i — 1)

=0
qg—1
— E Vt i logq Vi + A1
1=0

q—1

1+ Z Va,i logq Va,i — G1
i=0

q—1

1+ ZUb,i log, vp; — G2
i=0

q—1 q—1
— )\3 [Z Va,i — 11 — )\4 [Z Vb,i — 11
=0 =0

and we want to achiev®L/0dv,,; = OL/0v,,; = 0 for i =
0,1,...,q—1. By CIE) 81;“/81;(” = Vp i and combining

it with (I7) andzl o Vb,; = 1 yields

+ Ao

17)

oL 1 = 1
o = g~ 2o thaogy v (g s g )
- =0
“X3=0  Vje{01,....q—1}. (18)

If W, and W, are QSC channels),; = p,/(¢ — 1) and
vy =pu/(q—1) fori # 0, va0 =1 —p, anduvyg =1 — py.

y @8), vi; = pi/(q—1) for i # 0 andv,o = 1 — p;, where
p; is defined in[(Ib). Foy # 0, (I8) yields

1 Db Do Dt
- — — I 1-— —(1-— 1
lnq q_l qu[ pt] < q_1> quq_l

Da 1
YR B! — ] —=X3=0
+ 1<quq—1+lnq> 3

and forj = 0, (I8) yields

IR

g —py)log, (1 —pt) —

pplog _bt
qq_l

1
+ A\ [logq(l—pa)—i—m} —A3=0.
Now, if p, # % i.e. G > 0, we have two independent

equations, so we have a single possible valueXfoand As.
Combining these equations yields

Al:(l_&)
q—1
Pa

-log, Pt /logq
(¢—1)(1—pt) (¢—1)(1—pa)
2rlog, (1—p) + (1 - 221 ) log,

log, qul —log, (1 - pa)
-log, (1 = pa)
10gq p [ =) log, (1 —pe) + pylog, 25
log, qu —log, (1 - pa)
/\1 -1
Ing

Similarly, by (I8), vt/ s, j = v, j+: @and combining it with

(1)) andZ;?;Ol va = 1 yields
oL 1 = 1
=—7= aj+il it A2l j + =
Don) g ;v g+ 108, Ve i + A2 (ogq Up,j + q>

—M=0 Vje{0,1,....,¢q—1} . (19)

If W, andW, are QSC channels fgr # 0, (I9) yields

1

Pa 10g 43
-1 Tqg—1

Db 1
— =X =0
—1+lnq> 4

p
11ogq(1—p,g)— (1—q

a
Ing q-—

+ A2 (logq
q

and forj = 0, (I9) yields

Sy

g — pallog, [1 — pi]

— palog bt
a qq—l

1
+—}—)\4:O.
Ing

+ A [1ogq (1—pp)

Now, if p, # 2 1, i.e. Go > 0, we have two independent
equations, so we have a single possible valueMoand A4.



Combining these equations yields

A2:<1_ ) Py

Pt
o8 T (T / % T )
)—|—( qpal)logqﬁ
—log, (1 —ps)

qDa
q—1

Pa

> log,, (1-
logq
-log, (1 — pb)
log, qp—_bl {[1 — Pa 1qu [1 — pt] + pa log,
_ logq Iqu [1— py]

4

Dt
q—1

Ao —1
Ing

Since we have found, ..., \; that solve [(IB) and(19) for

the case ofi¥, and W, being QSC channels, we proved that Fig. 8.
the QSC case yields a critical point in the Lagrangian rdlate

to (@) for any value of;.

C. Properties ofggsc used in the proof of Lemnid 4

By @),

gQsc (1, GQ) =1- hq hq_l (O) + hq_l (1 - GQ)
q ,_ _
_q_—lhql (0) ' (1 - GQ)]
=1—hglh;' (1-Gs)] =Ga

Straightforward calculations show that

Dgosc (Gr,G) 108, [(a=1) (2 = 1] 1= 7470

T T e
(20)

wherey = h;'(1-Gi), v = h;'(1-G,) and z =

y(l—v)+v (1 — - ). These functions are plotted in Figure

B. By (20),lim,_;, %ﬁ”%) = 0 (since in this casg = 0
andz = v).

D. A proof that(z + y) In(z +y) ~ zlnz + ylny for small
positivez, y

We are going to prove that

zlnzx +ylny In2
T @tyn(+y) T In(z+y)
SO
zlnzx +ylny

1 _— =
2,930 (x 4+ y)In(z +y)

First, since—z In z is concave,

—zrlnz —ylny x4y r+y
_— =< - In
2 2 2

Z—(:C;y)ln(x—i-y)-i-(i

y)ln?

0.9

—G
—G
—G

=0.05
=0.25 [
=05
=0.75| |

0.8

0.7

— G

NN N

99qsc(G1,G2) _
— e forq=3

so, dividing both sides by-0.5(z + y) In(x + y) yields

zlnzx +ylny In2
(z+y)n(z+y) = In(@+y)
For the other direction we must prove that

—zlnz—ylny > —(z+y)In(z +y) .
It is equivalent to
z[In(z +y) —Inz] > y[lny — In(z + y)]

Sinceln is an increasing function, the left hand side of the
inequality above is positive, and the right hand side is tiega
so it is a true statement.

Note that forq variables (instead df) the first half of the
proof is similar, usingg instead of2, and the second half is
modified usingg — 1 induction steps, one for each sum.

E. Proof of Lemmal7
Define f(z) = = - % — g(z,G2). We wish to
prove thatf(z) = 0 has exactly one solution that satisfies
2
% < 0. First, f'(z) =z - % Since there exists
o+ st L@Go) g positive for < * and negative for > z*

(See PropertEIl)f( ) is increasing forr < z* and decreasing
for > a*. Combining this withf (0) = 0 yields thatf(x) > 0
for 0 < = < z*. Lemmal4 shows thaim,_,; M =0
andg (1,G2) = Ga, solim, 1 f(z) = —Gs. Slncef( ) >

0, lim, 1 f(x) < 0, and f(z) is decreasing for* < z <1,
f(z) = 0 has exactly one solution far* < z < 1. The
only other solution tof(x) = 0 is = 0, and in this point

8% g(x,G2)
—5z— > 0.
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