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Abstract

We provide a simple proof of a curious inequality for the binary

entropy function, an inequality that has been used in two different con-

texts. In the 1980’s, Boppana used this entropy inequality to prove

lower bounds on Boolean formulas. More recently, the inequality was

used to achieve major progress on Frankl’s union-closed sets conjec-

ture. Our proof of the entropy inequality uses basic differential calcu-

lus.

1 Introduction

In this note, we provide a simple proof of a curious inequality for the
binary entropy function, an inequality that has been used in two different
contexts.

Let h be the binary entropy function, defined on the interval [0, 1] as
follows:

h(x) =

{

−x log x− (1− x) log(1− x) if 0 < x < 1;

0 if x = 0 or x = 1.

Here log means natural logarithm (base e).
The following lemma is the inequality that we will prove.
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Lemma. If 0 ≤ x ≤ 1, then

h(x2) ≥ φxh(x),

where φ is the golden ratio,
√
5+1

2
.

The history of this entropy inequality is interesting. Boppana [2, 3] first
used this inequality to prove lower bounds on Boolean formulas. More pre-
cisely, he proved a two-variable inequality on the binary entropy function,
which as a special case yields the one-variable inequality above. His proof of
the two-variable inequality was computer assisted. In unpublished work [4],
he gave a simple proof of the one-variable inequality. This simple proof is
the one we will record in this note.

More than 30 years later, the same inequality was used to make ma-
jor progress on Frankl’s union-closed sets conjecture. Gilmer [8] used the
information-theoretic concept of entropy to achieve a breakthrough on the
union-closed conjecture. Immediately after, the entropy inequality above was
used to improve Gilmer’s bound by Alweiss, Huang, and Sellke [1], Chase and
Lovett [6], Pebody [9], and Sawin [10]. Regarding the entropy inequality it-
self, Alweiss, Huang, and Sellke [1] gave a proof using computer assistance.
Chase and Lovett [6] cited the proof of [1]. Pebody [9] wrote “to be proven”.
Sawin [10] gave a symbolic proof, noting that it is “somewhat complicated,
though it would not be surprising if a simple symbolic proof exists”. Our
proof confirms that a simple symbolic proof exists.

Further progress on the union-closed conjecture was given by Cambie [5],
Ellis [7], and Yu [11].

2 Proof of the entropy inequality

In this section, we provide a proof of the entropy inequality using basic
differential calculus.

Lemma. If 0 ≤ x ≤ 1, then

h(x2) ≥ φxh(x),

where φ is the golden ratio,
√
5+1

2
.
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Proof. Let R be the set of real numbers. It will be convenient to extend h

to all of R as follows:

h(x) =

{

−x log|x| − (1− x) log|1− x| if x 6= 0 and x 6= 1;

0 if x = 0 or x = 1.

Let f be the function on R defined by

f(x) = h(x2)− φxh(x).

To prove the lemma, we will show that f is nonnegative on [0, 1].
The first derivative f ′ is defined on Rr {−1, 1}, the second derivative f ′′

is defined on R r {−1, 0, 1}, and the third derivative f ′′′ is defined on R r

{−1, 0, 1}. Taking derivatives three times, we see that if x ∈ Rr {−1, 0, 1},
then

f ′′′(x) =
p(x)

x(1− x2)2
,

where p is the cubic polynomial defined by

p(x) = −φx3 − 4x2 + 3φx+ 2φ− 4.

Because the leading coefficient of p is negative and p(0) is negative, p has
at least one negative root. Thus p has at most two nonnegative roots. Hence
the third derivative f ′′′ has at most two roots in (0, 1).

By Rolle’s theorem, applied three times, it follows that f itself has at
most five roots in [0, 1], counting multiplicity. The function f has a double
root at 0, a double root at φ−1, and a single root at 1. Thus we have found
all five roots of f in [0, 1].

Because f has a double root at φ−1, it is either all nonnegative or all
nonpositive on [0, 1]. For x a tiny positive number, f(x) is positive. Hence
f is nonnegative on [0, 1].
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