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New Upper Bounds for Noisy Permutation

Channels
Lugaoze Feng, Baoji Wang, Guocheng Lv, Xvnan Li, Luhua Wang, and Ye jin

Abstract

The noisy permutation channel is a useful abstraction introduced by Makur for point-to-point communication

networks and biological storage. While the asymptotic capacity results exist for this model, the characterization of the

second-order asymptotics is not available. Therefore, we analyze the converse bounds for the noisy permutation channel

in the finite blocklength regime. To do this, we present a modified minimax meta-converse for noisy permutation

channels by symbol relaxation. To derive the second-order asymptotics of the converse bound, we propose a way

to use divergence covering in analysis. It enables the observation of the second-order asymptotics and the strong

converse via Berry-Esseen type bounds. These two conclusions hold for noisy permutation channels with strictly

positive matrices (entry-wise). In addition, we obtain computable bounds for the noisy permutation channel with the

binary symmetric channel (BSC), including the original computable converse bound based on the modified minimax

meta-converse, the asymptotic expansion derived from our subset covering technique, and the ϵ-capacity result. We

find that a smaller crossover probability provides a higher upper bound for a fixed finite blocklength, although the

ϵ-capacity is agnostic to the BSC parameter. Finally, numerical results show that the normal approximation shows

remarkable precision, and our new converse bound is stronger than previous bounds.

Index Terms

Noisy permutatioin channel, finite blocklength, divergence covering, converse bound.

I. INTRODUCTION

The noisy permutation channel, formally introduced in [1], is a point-to-point communication model in which an

input n-letter undergoes a discrete memoryless channel (DMC) and a uniform random permutation block. It captures

the out-of-order arrival of packets in the communication network. Since the uniform permutation block, the only

relevant statistic obtained at the receiver is the empirical distribution. This situation often occurs in applications

such as communication networks and biological storage systems.

Generally speaking, the noisy permutation channel is a suitable model for the multipath routed network. Consider

a point-to-point communication network, where different packets are transmitted through multiple routes, causing

different delays. The noisy permutation channel simulates the impact of paths with different delays arriving at the
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receiver. For example, data packets undergo rerouting in heavily loaded networks and mobile ad hoc networks.

The rate delay tradeoffs are analyzed in [2] and [3] but do not consider the noise. The insertions, substitutions,

deletions, and erasures of symbols are considered in recent work [4], [5], [6]. Their works focus on the perfect codes

and minimum distance codes for the permutation channel. Another major application comes from research on DNA

based storage systems with very high density [7]. In [8], the authors studied a storage system where data is encoded

by DNA molecules. The short DNA molecules are arranged unordered but not corrupted, and the receiver reads the

encoded data by shotgun sequencing. Furthermore, a study on the noisy shuffling channel is similar to the noisy

permutation channel [9]. The DNA codewords pass through DMC and are fragmented, and then the fragments are

randomly permuted. Such a model simulates that DNA molecules are corrupted by noise at synthesis, sequencing,

and during storage.

The main information-theoretic task in the channel coding theorem is to find the maximum communication rate

over n uses of a fixed noisy channel W . In previous work, several recent advances have been made to the noisy

permutation channel with DMC matrices. The original asymptotic bound is given in [1], [10], containing a lower

bound that holds in any case and an upper bound that holds for the strictly positive matrices. However, the upper

and lower bounds do not match in the case where the rank of the DMC matrix is not equal to the size of the output

alphabet. [11] improves this upper bound based on the divergence covering number and studies the capacity of

some non-strictly positive matrices such as q-ary erasure channels and Z-channels. Additionally, the capacity area

problem of permutation adder multiple-access channels is given in [12], [13].

There are still important issues that need to be resolved. A result known as the strong converse [14] in the

classical channel coding theorem shows that the asymptotic converse bound holds for every average error probability

ϵ ∈ (0, 1). However, this property has no direct equivalent in the noisy permutation channel. Furthermore, we

note that the code lengths of suitable code in such systems are in the order of thousands or hundreds [3], [8],

invalidating the asymptotic assumptions in classical information theory. The finer asymptotic characterization of

the coding theorem gives backoff from channel capacity at a fixed finite blocklength [15], [16], [17], [18], [19],

[20], [21]. The argument based on binary hypothesis testing allows us to flexibly choose an auxiliary distribution

to derive the converse bound for general channels [18], which is termed the minimax meta-converse. For example,

the DMC asymptotic upper bound and the third-order asymptotics can be recovered from the meta-converse by

Topsoe identity [22] and Berry-Esseen type bounds [21], respectively. However, since each message is mapped to

an unknown probability distribution, this technique is difficult to apply to noisy permutation channels.

To fill the mentioned gaps, our main contributions are as follows:

• First, we develop a modified minimax meta-converse for noisy permutation channels. Using the idea of symbol

relaxation [21] to restrict our computation to the likelihood ratio between the product distribution and the

Bayesian distribution, this bound applies to the average error probability.

• Second, we derive the upper bound for the second-order asymptotics for noisy permutation channels. The

key element necessary to complete this proof is our ways based on divergence covering. These ways allow

the computation to focus only on the divergence covering center of a vector from the transition probability

distribution and the divergence covering number of a simplex. Additionally, our asymptotic expansion directly

June 24, 2024 DRAFT



3

implies the strong converse result for noisy permutation channels.

• Third, for the noisy permutation channel with the binary symmetric channel (BSC), i.e., the BSC permutation

channel, we derive a computable converse bound. We construct a grid-like structure of the set of divergence

covering centers using the method in [23]. This result is obtained using our modified minimax meta-converse

on this grid. Although the computational complexity is high, it directly gives the asymptotic behavior of the

upper bound.

• Finally, we present the upper bound of the second-order asymptotics and the ϵ-capacity for the BSC permutation

channel. We estimate the variance by modifying the construction scheme of the grid to cover a subset of the

simplex. This result implies a unique property of BSC permutation channels: Although the asymptotic bound

is independent of the crossover probability, a smaller BSC crossover probability has a higher upper bound with

a fixed finite blocklength n. Furthermore, numerical evaluations show that our normal approximation is tight,

and our new converse bound is stronger than previous bounds.

This paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces the system model and preliminaries. Section III presents

our main conclusions: apply minimax converse to the noisy permutation channel and analysis of second-order

asymptotics. In section IV, we use our result to compute the converse bounds of the BSC permutation channel. In

Section V, we give the numerical evaluation of the BSC permutation channel. We conclude the work and discuss

open problems in Section VI.

A. Notation

Let [n] = {1, ..., n}, N = {1, 2, ...}, and Z+ = {0, 1, ...}. Denote by 1{·} the indicator function. Random variables

(e.g., X) and their realizations (e.g., x) are denoted by upper and lower case letters, respectively. Finite sets (e.g., X )

are denoted by calligraphic letters. We write X ∼ PX to indicate that the random variable X follows the distribution

PX . Let bin(n, p) denote a binomial distribution with n trials and probability p. Denote by Xn = (X1, ..., Xn)

and xn = (x1, ..., xn) the random vector and its realization in the n-th Cartesian product Xn, respectively. Given

a finite set X , the cardinality of X is denoted by |X |. Given a matrix A, We use notation rank(A) to represent

the rank of matrix A. The probability and expectation are denoted by P[·], E[·], where the underlying probability

measures will be clear from context. The cumulative distribution function of the standard normal distribution is

defined as

Φ(x) =

∫ x

−∞

1√
2π

e−
t2

2 dt, (1)

and Φ−1(·) is its inverse function.

A simplex on RK is a set of points

∆K−1
△
=

{
(s1, s2, ..., sK) ∈ Rk, sk ≥ 0,

K∑
k=1

sk = 1

}
. (2)
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We emphasize its subsets ”n-types” as

Pn =

{
P ∈ ∆K : P =

(a1
n
, ...,

aK
n

)
where a1, ..., aK ∈ Z+

}
. (3)

For a sequence xn = {x1, ..., xn} ∈ Xn, we denote by P̂xn ∈ Pn the empirical distribution of sequence xn, i.e.,

P̂xn(x) = 1
n

∑n
i=1 1{xi = x}.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PRELIMINARIES

A. Noisy Permutation Channels

In the noisy permutation channel, the sequence Xn goes through the discrete memoryless channel W to produce

Y n. Then, the codeword Y n passes through a uniformly random permutation part to generate sequence Y n
Perm. The

sequence Y n and Y n
Perm take value in Y . We chain all objects together into the following Markov chain:

Xn → Y n → Y n
Perm. (4)

According to [1, Lemma 2], sending codeword through a random permutation part and then passing through

DMC is equivalent to passing through DMC and then applying random permutation. Therefore, in this paper, we

describe the Markov chain of the noisy permutation channel as

Zn → Xn → Y n, (5)

where Zn is the original codeword, and Xn is a random permutation of Zn. For sequences Zn and Xn, we have

Zi, Xi ∈ X . We use PXn|Zn to indicate the random permutation part. To describe this random permutation part,

first denote a bijection function as λ : {1, ..., n} 7→ {1, ..., n}, drawn randomly and uniformly from the symmetric

group Sn over {1, ..., n}. Then we have Xλ(i) = Zi for all i ∈ {1, ..., n}. Xn passes through the probability kernel

W of DMC and becomes the sequence Y n, where each Yi ∈ Y .

In addition, the DMC can be described as a |X |× |Y| matrix W , where W (y|x) denotes the probability that the

output y ∈ Y occurs given input x ∈ X . We refer to W as strictly positive if all the transition probabilities in W

are greater than 0.

B. Preliminaries

In the binary hypothesis testing problem, we have two distributions P and Q on a space X . Consider a random

variable V which can select one of two distributions P and Q through a random transformation PV |X : X 7→ 0, 1.

Let V = 1 denote that the test chooses P , then we have

α = P [V = 1] =
∑
x∈X

PV |X(1|x)P (x), (6)

and the type-II error probability of the test is defined by1

β = Q[V = 1] =
∑
x∈X

PV |X(1|x)Q(x). (7)

1Since the context is well defined, we use probability measures P [·] and Q[·] to represent α and β respectively.
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For a given α ∈ (0, 1), the optimal performance of β is

βα(P,Q) = min
∑
x∈X

PV |X(1|x)Q(x), (8)

where the minimum is over all probability distributions PV |X satisfying

PV |X :
∑
x∈X

PV |X(1|x)P (x) ≥ α. (9)

The achievability of (8) is guaranteed by the Neyman-Pearson lemma. βα(P,Q) has the following converse bound

[24]:

α− γβ ≤ P

[
log

dP

dQ
> log γ

]
, (10)

where γ > 0 is arbitrary.

Next, we consider using an ε-net (see [25] and [26]) to cover a probability simplex under Kullback-Leibler (KL)

divergence as distance. For distributions P and Q on a discrete alphabet X , KL divergence is defined as

D(P∥Q) =
∑
x∈X

P (x) log
P (x)

Q(x)
. (11)

We can upper bounds KL divergence with χ2 divergence [27], i.e.,

D(P∥Q) ≤
∑
x∈X

(P (x)−Q(x))2

Q(x)
= Dχ2(P∥Q). (12)

Let r be the covering radius. The worst-case divergence covering means that for any P , there exists a center Q

such that D(P∥Q) ≤ r. Let r > 0, the divergence covering number is defined as

|Nr,K | = inf{m : ∃{Q1, ..., Qm}

s.t. max
P∈∆K−1

min
Qi

D(P∥Qi) ≤ r}, (13)

where Nr,K = {Q1, ..., Qm} is the set of divergence covering centers. According to [23], we can construct the set

of covering centers based on (99). Then, there exists a constant τ such that for r0 = r/τ and Nr,K = Λ(r0), the

divergence covering number of the simplex ∆K−1 satisfies

|Nr,K | ≤ cK−1

(
K − 1

r

)K−1
2

, (14)

where c ≤ 7.

C. Codes for Noisy Permutation Channels

Refers to [24], the considered code C consists of a message set M, an encoder function fn : M 7→ Xn, and a

decoder function gn : Yn 7→ M∪{e}. We write X = [|X |] for the finite input alphabet and Y = [|Y|] for the finite

output alphabet. Denote by |M| the cardinality of a code C. The average error probability of a code is defined as

Pe : = P[M ̸= M̂ ]

= 1− 1

|M|
∑

m∈M
PXn|Zn(xn|fn(m))W (g−1

n (m)|xn) (15)
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Encoder DMC Random
Permutation

Decoder𝑀 𝑋! 𝑌! 𝑍! %𝑀

Fig. 1. Illustration of a communication system with a random permutation followed by a DMC

where M is the message random variable drawn uniformly from the message set M and M̂ is the estimate of the

received sequence. We illustrate this system in Figure 1.

We define the basic non-asymptotic limit of a channel as M∗(n, ϵ) = max{M : ∃ C such that Pe ≤ ϵ}. The

rate2 for the encoder-decoder pair (fn, gn) is

R(n, ϵ)
△
=

logM∗(n, ϵ)

log n
. (16)

The ϵ-capacity for noisy permutation channels with W is defined as

Cϵ
△
= lim inf

n→∞

logM∗(n, ϵ)

log n
, (17)

where log(·) is the binary logarithm (with base 2) throughout this paper. Similar to the classical definition, the

strong converse means for every ϵ ∈ (0, 1), we have

Cϵ ≤ lim inf
n→∞

logM∗(n, ϵ)

log n
. (18)

The weak converse means this bound holds only for ϵ → 0+.

Then, we introduce some useful definitions based on divergence covering. Note that in noisy permutation channels,

the codeword is generated by different distributions3. Denote by Θ ⊂ ∆|X−1| the set of input distributions. The

distribution of Θ is PΘ(π).

Let Wx = W (·|x) ∈ ∆ℓ be the distribution on Y if the input is fixed to x ∈ X , where ℓ = |Y| − 1 is the

dimension of ∆ℓ. Similarly, denote by πW : y →
∑

x∈X π(x)W (y|x) the marginal distribution if π ∈ Θ is fixed.

For a given x, consider Q∗
x to be the divergence covering center of Wx, and we define the conditional divergence

D(W∥Q∗
X |π) =

∑
z∈X π(x)D(Wx∥Q∗

x). The variance of log-likelihood ratio between Wx and Q∗
x is defined as

V (Wx∥Q∗
x) = EWx

[(
log

Wx

Q∗
x

−D(Wx∥Q∗
x)

)2
]
. (19)

Moreover, we define the conditional divergence variance is V (W∥Q∗
X |π) =

∑
x∈X π(x)V (Wx∥Q∗

x). Let V (π,W ) =

V (W∥Q∗
X |π), the maximum and minimum variance of the noisy permutation channel based on the divergence

covering center is defined as

Vmax = max
π∈Θ

V (π,W ), (20)

Vmin = min
π∈Θ

V (π,W ), (21)

2The results in [1] show that if the capacity is defined in the classical form logM∗(n, ϵ)/n, the noisy permutation channel will have capacity

0. In the following section, we will see that logn can be used to describe the first-order term of noisy permutation channels.
3As shown in [1], The messages are mapped to different distributions, and the decoder estimates the message using the empirical distribution.
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where Θ ⊂ ∆|X−1| is the set of the input probability distributions. The ϵ-dispersion4 of the noisy permutation

channel is

Vϵ =

Vmin if ϵ < 1/2

Vmax if ϵ ≥ 1/2

. (22)

Similarly, we define the third absolute moment of log-likelihood ratio

T (Wx∥Qx) = EWx

[∣∣∣∣log Wx

Qx
−D(Wx∥Q∗

x)

∣∣∣∣3
]
. (23)

Consider xi ∈ X , i ∈ {1, ..., n} and a sequence distribution Q∗
xi

∈ Nr. Let Q∗
xi

be the divergence covering center

of Wxi . Let Wxn =
∏n

i=1 W (·|xi). By the memoryless property of DMC, we have

Wn(yn|xn) =

n∏
i=1

W (yi|xi). (24)

III. CONVERSE BOUNDS FOR NOISY PERMUTATION CHANNELS

In this section, we develop a upper bound for second-order asymptotics for the noisy permutation channel with

strictly positive matrices. The proof consists of three parts, each detailed in one of the following sections. In

Subsection III-A, we derive a modified minimax meta-converse for noisy permutation channels that involves a

Bayes mixture density based on divergence covering. In Subsection III-B, we prove some useful properties that we

need later. Finally, we give our main result in Subsection III-C.

A. A Modified Minimax Meta-Converse

In this subsection, we present a modified minimax meta-converse [18, Theorem 27] with an arbitrary set of input

distributions, and this bound applies to the average error probability.

First, we introduce a Bayes mixture density. Let ∆∗
ℓ be the convex hull of {πW : π ∈ Θ}. For convenience of

expression, denote by Nr the set of divergence covering centers of simplex ∆∗
ℓ . Consider constructing the subset

of Nr in the following way:

1) Pick Qx such that N1 = {Qx : Qx ∈ Nr, x ∈ [|X |]}.

2) Pick Qx such that N2 = {Qx : Qx ∈ Nr \ N1, x ∈ [|X |]}.

· · ·

3) Pick Qx such that NE−1 = {Qx : Qx ∈ Nr \ ∪E−2
e=1 Ne, x ∈ [|X |]}.

4) Pick elements from ∪E−1
k=1 Nk and add them to Nr \ ∪E−1

e=1 Ne, such that the resulting set satisfies |N ∗
r | = |X |.

Let NE = {Qx : Qx ∈ N ∗
r , x ∈ [|X |]}.

We can at most get E =
⌈
|Nr|/|X |

⌉
such subsets. Let O = ∪E

e=1Ne, we get a Bayes mixture density

Q̂Y n(yn) =
1

E

∑
Ne∈O

∏
Qx∈Ne

nP̂xn (x)∏
i=1

Qx(yi), (25)

Then, we give our new converse bound as follows:

4Here, we set Vϵ = Vmax for ϵ = 1/2. Since Φ−1(1/2) = 0, the definition of V1/2 is immaterial as far the approximation.
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Proposition 1. For the noisy permutation channel with strictly positive matrices, let W is any channel from X to

Y and Nr is any set of divergence covering centers, we have

logM∗(n, ϵ) ≤ sup
π∈Θ

sup
xn∈Xn

− log βα(Wxn , QY n), (26)

where we set QY n = Q̂Y n .

Proposition 1 is proved in Appendix A. We deal with distributions that are n-fold products of a fixed distribution

since the permutation block acts on the entire input sequence. Additionally, we refer to the idea of symbol relaxation

[21] to make our result apply to the average error formulation. We can apply the result of the divergence covering

number to Proposition 1 since it holds for any set of divergence covering centers.

B. Asymptotics and Bounds Based on Divergence Covering

To derive the asymptotic expansion of Proposition 1, we will be concerned with the asymptotic behavior of the

β function and bounds of Vn and Tn.

The following Lemma will be particularly useful.

Lemma 1. In the notation of Proposition 1, we have

P
[
log

Wxn

QY n

≥ log γ

]
≤ P

[
n∑

i=1

log
Wxi

Q∗
xi

≥ log γ − logE

]
, (27)

where P means under any probability Pn.

Lemma 1 is proved in Appendix B. It allows us to only deal with the covering center of Wx and the divergence

covering number of the ℓ-dimensional simplex.

Then, we define

Dn =
1

n

n∑
i=1

D(Wxi
∥Q∗

xi
), Vn =

1

n

n∑
i=1

V (Wxi
∥Q∗

xi
), (28)

Tn =
1

n

n∑
i=1

T (Wxi
∥Q∗

xi
). (29)

Using Lemma 1, we have the following asymptotic expansions.

Lemma 2. In the notation of Proposition 1, if Vn > 0, for any ∆ > 0, we have

log βα(Wxn , QY n)

≥ − logE − nDn + log
∆√
n

+
√
nVnΦ

−1

(
α− 6Tn√

nV 3
n

− ∆√
n

)
. (30)
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In any case, we have

log βα(Wxn , QY n) ≥ − logE − nDn

−
√

2nVn

1− ϵ
+ log

α

2
. (31)

Lemma 2 is provided in Appendix C. It can be construed as a variant of [18, Lemma 58], except we focus on

the asymptotic behavior between Wx and its divergence covering center.

Then, we present the following lemma to illustrate some properties of Vn and Tn.

Lemma 3. For any y ∈ Y , we have

Vn ≤ C1

n
, Tn ≤ C2

n3/2
, (32)

where C1 and C2 are constant.

Lemma 3 is proved in Appendix D. It illustrates that the variance of the log-likelihood ratio between Wx and

Qx vanishes at a rate of O(1/n), and the third absolute moment vanishes at a rate of O(1/n3/2).

C. Main Results

Now, through the above auxiliary conclusions, we can derive the main result of this section, which is the upper

bound for the second-order asymptotics for the noisy permutation channel in the finite blocklength regime. Please

refer to Appendix E for the proof.

Theorem 1. For the noisy permutation channel with strictly positive matrices, the average error probability of code

C satisfies:

logM∗(n, ϵ) ≤ ℓ

2
log n+

√
nVϵΦ

−1(ϵ)

+O(log log n). (33)

Remark 1. In the proof of Theorem 1, we find that for any G1 > 0, there exists an N0 sufficiently large, such

that O(log log n) = G1 log log n + O(1) holds for n ≥ N0. Since the constant G1 cannot be determined, we use

O(log log n) to represent the third-order and O(1) terms.

Using Theorem 1, we can obtain the strong converse directly.

Corollary 1. For the noisy permutation channel with strictly positive matrices, the ϵ-capacity must satisfy

Cϵ ≤
ℓ

2
. (34)

Proof. Using Lemma 3, we can find a constant F0 such that Vmin ≤ F0/n and a constant F1 such that Vmax ≤ F1/n.

Then we have
√
nVmin ≤ F0 and

√
nVmax ≤ F1. Substitute these into Theorem 1, we get the following result,

which implies the strong converse:

logM∗(n, ϵ) ≤ |Y − 1|
2

log n+ o(log n). (35)
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Remark 2. Corollary 1 is stronger than the converse bound in [1]. If rank(W ) = |Y|, it is also stronger than

the converse bound in [11]. As we will see in Corollary 2 in Section IV, extending this bound to ϵ-capacity is

straightforward with restriction rank(W ) = |Y|.

IV. EXPLICIT BOUNDS FOR BSC PERMUTATION CHANNELS

To complement our main result in Section III, we compute the explicit bound of the BSC permutation channel

using the results in Section III. We refer to the scheme in [23] to construct a grid-like structure and analyze the

bounds based on this structure.

In 2-dimensional case, we set Nr =
⋃|Nr|

µ=1(qµ, 1 − qµ). The following result can be obtained by Proposition 1.

We refer to the idea in [18, Theorem 35] to complete the proof. It can be considered as a direct application of

Neyman-Pearson Lemma.

Theorem 2. For the BSC permutation channel with crossover probability δ, we have

logM∗(n, ϵ) ≤ − log βn
α. (36)

βn
α is defined as

βn
α =λ

(
n

T

)
Qn,T +

T−1∑
t=0

(
n

t

)
Qn,t, (37)

Qn,t =
1

|Nr| − 2K

|Nr|−K∑
µ=K

qtµ(1− qµ)
n−t, (38)

where λ ∈ (0, 1), integer K such that qK < δ and the integer T is defined by

α = λ

(
n

T

)
δT (1− δ)n−T +

T−1∑
t=0

(
n

t

)
δT (1− δ)n−T . (39)

Proof. Without loss of generality, let δ < 1/2. We construct the set of covering centers based on (98), where

we set r0 = 1
τn . There exists a τ such that the covering radius is less than 1/n. For any Ne ∈ O, let Q0 =

(qµ, 1− qµ), Q1 = (1− qµ, qµ). For any π ∈ Θ, the output distribution is within (δ, 1− δ). We only need to take

qµ ≥ δ, i.e.,

QY n(|yn| = t) =
1

|Nr| − 2K

|Nr|−K∑
µ=K

qtµ(1− qµ)
n−t, (40)

where K such that qK < δ, |yn| is the Hamming weight of the binary sequence yn. For convenience of expression,

let Qn,t = QY n .

The transition probabilities of BSC is

Wn(yn|xn) = δy
n−xn

(1− δ)n−|yn−xn|. (41)

Now, fix crossover probability, we find the Hamming weight |Y n −Xn| is a sufficient statistic between Wn and

QY n . The optimal performance of type II error probability can be obtained as

βn
α = λ

(
n

T

)
Qn,T +

T−1∑
t=0

(
n

t

)
Qn,t, (42)
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where the λ is uniquely determined by the condition

α = λ

(
n

T

)
δT (1− δ)n−T +

T−1∑
t=0

(
n

t

)
δT (1− δ)n−T . (43)

Then, by Proposition 1, we have

logM∗(n, ϵ) ≤ − log βn
α. (44)

□

Next, we use Theorem 1 to compute the second-order asymptotics of the BSC permutation channel. Since the

variance is defined based on the set of divergence covering centers, obtaining the explicit bound requires the

grid constructed by (98). We get the second result by using our subset covering technique to construct the set of

divergence covering centers for the subset of the simplex.

Theorem 3. For the BSC permutation channel, if ϵ ∈ (0, 1/2), the average error probability of a code C satisfies:

logM∗(n, ϵ) ≤ 1

2
log n+

√
nVmin(δ)Φ

−1(ϵ)

+O(log log n), (45)

and if ϵ ∈ [1/2, 1),

logM∗(n, ϵ) ≤ 1

2
log n+

√
nVmax(δ)Φ

−1(ϵ)

+O(log log n). (46)

where τ = 2/δ, the definition of Vmin(δ) and Vmax(δ) see (115) and (116).

Theorem 3 is proved in Appendix F. In addition, we have the following corollary to illustrate the ϵ-capacity of

BSC permutation channel.

Corollary 2. For the BSC permutation channel, the ϵ-capacity satisfies

Cϵ =
1

2
. (47)

Proof. The achievability part has been proved in [1]. Using Corollary 1, we get Cϵ ≤ 1/2. We combine the

achievability and converse parts to obtain (47). □

Remark 3. Theorem 3 and Corollary 2 imply that, although the asymptotic capacity of the BSC permutation channel

is unrelated to the crossover probability, a smaller crossover probability has a higher upper bound at a fixed finite

blocklength n.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we perform numerical evaluations of the BSC permutation channel. The ϵ-capacity of the BSC

permutation channel is illustrated in Corollary 2, i.e., Cϵ = 1/2.

First, according to Theorem 2, we have the following upper bound:

R(n, ϵ) ≤ − log βn
α

log n
. (48)
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Fig. 2. Comparison of the converse bound and its approximation for the BSC permutation channel with crossover probability δ = 0.11 and

average error probability ϵ = 10−3.

Then, we omit the third-order term. According to Theorem 3, we obtain the following normal approximation:

R(n, ϵ) ⪅
1

2
+

√
nV (δ)Φ−1(ϵ)

log n
, (49)

where

V (δ) =

Vmin if ϵ < 1/2

Vmax if ϵ > 1/2

. (50)

The definition of Vmin(δ) and Vmax(δ) see (115) and (116).

As we mentioned in Remark 1, for any G1 > 0, we have O(log log n) = G1 log log n+O(1) for n sufficiently

large. Let G1 = 1
16 , we have

R(n, ϵ) ⪅
1

2
+

√
nV (δ)Φ−1(ϵ)

log n
+

log log n.

16 log n
. (51)

A. Precision of the Normal Approximation

We compare the bounds (48), (49), and (51) with different crossover probability δ and average error probability

ϵ in Fig. 2, Fig. 3, Fig. 4, and Fig. 5. We note that (49) and (51) indicate the asymptotic behavior of (48).

Furthermore, (51) shows remarkable precision by taking a suitable constant G1. Therefore, we can replace the

complex computations of Theorem 2 by Theorem 3.

Remark 4. The computation results of Theorem 2 show fluctuations because the explicitly constructed grid-like

structure is suboptimal. Studying the optimal form of the set of divergence covering centers can improve this result.

However, this result still shows the asymptotic behavior of the BSC permutation channel very well.

B. Properties of the Normal Approximation

Next, In Fig. 6, let ϵ = 10−3, we compared the normal approximation (49) of the BSC permutation channel with

different crossover probabilities. We make two conclusions from the plot:
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Fig. 3. Comparison of the converse bound and its approximation for the BSC permutation channel with crossover probability δ = 0.11 and

average error probability ϵ = 10−4.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of the converse bound and its approximation for the BSC permutation channel with crossover probability δ = 0.22 and

average error probability ϵ = 10−3.

1) As we discussed in Remark 3, when the blocklength n is fixed and finite, a smaller crossover probability has

a higher upper bound.

2) The change of slope of the (49) is similar to the classical BSC. However, it should be noted that the rate of

noisy permutation channel is defined as logM∗(n, ϵ)/ log n, which is different from the classical definition.

C. Comparison with Previous Converse Bounds

In this subsection, we compare our new bound with the previous bound. We consider the BSC permutation

channel, according to [1, Theorem 2], we have the following upper bound hold for every n:

R(n, ϵ) ≤ 1 + I(Xn; P̂Y n)

(1− ϵ) log n
, (52)
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Fig. 5. Comparison of the converse bound and its approximation for the BSC permutation channel with crossover probability δ = 0.22 and

average error probability ϵ = 10−4.
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Fig. 6. Comparison of normal approximation of converse bound for the BSC permutation channel with average error probability ϵ = 10−3:

different crossover probability.

where

I(Xn; P̂Y n) ≤ log(n+ 1)− 2c(δ)

n− 2

− 1

2
log

(
2πeδ(1− δ)

n− 2

2

)
. (53)

To determine c(p), let X̂ ∼ bin(n, δ), then we have

c(δ) = n ·
∣∣∣∣H(X̂)− 1

2
log(2πenδ(1− δ))

∣∣∣∣ . (54)

We consider the following setting: δ = 0.11 and ϵ = 10−3. The bound (48) and bound (52) are compared in Fig.

7. We see that bound (52) converges to the ϵ-capacity above 1/2, and our new bound gives better results than (52)

for every n.
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Fig. 7. Comparison of new and previous converse bound for the BSC permutation channel with crossover probability δ = 0.11 and average

error probability ϵ = 10−3.

VI. CONCLUSION

In summary, we generalize the minimax meta-converse to derive the converse bound for the noisy permutation

channel. The key to the proof is that we adopt the ideas of symbol relaxation. Based on the divergence covering,

we observe the second-order asymptotics and the strong converse. Additionally, we also determine the explicit

converse bound, normal approximation of converse bound, and the ϵ-capacity of the BSC permutation channel.

We find a unique property of the BSC permutation channel: at fixed finite blocklength n, a smaller BSC crossover

probability has a higher upper bound. Numerical evaluations indicate that the approximation can replace the complex

computations of the converse bound, and our new bound is stronger than converse bound in [1].

Finally, we propose some future research directions. Firstly, [23] shows that the upper bound can be strengthened

to a tighter form so that even in the case of rank(W ) ̸= |Y|, the upper bound matches the lower bound. Finding

the upper bound at finite blocklengths satisfies this form is desirable. Secondly, a promising direction is to develop

the achievability bound and its approximation for the noisy permutation channel. Lastly, future work may adapt our

result to the noisy permutation channel with general DMC matrices, where the transition probability in W can be

equal to 0 instead of greater than 0.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

To prove the Proposition 1, we first need the following Lemma5.

Lemma 4. Fixed π ∈ Θ, generate codeword Zn i.i.d.∼ π. After Zn undergoes random independent permutation, we

have Xn i.i.d.∼ π.

5This property was proposed by Makur [1].
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Q

[
log

PΘ,Zn,XnWn

PΘ,Zn,XnQY n

≥ log γ

]
(59)

=
∑
π∈Θ

PΘ(π)
∑

xn∈Xn

n∏
i=1

π(xi)
∑

xn∈Xn

PXn|Zn(xn|zn)
∑

yn∈Yn

QY n(yn) · 1
{
log

Wn(yn|xn)

QY n(yn)
≥ log γ

}
(60)

=
∑
π∈Θ

PΘ(π)
∑

xn∈Xn

n∏
i=1

π(xi)
∑

yn∈Yn

QY n(yn) · 1
{
log

Wn(yn|xn)

QY n(yn)
≥ log γ

}
(61)

≥ inf
π∈Θ

∑
xn∈Xn

n∏
i=1

π(xi)
∑

yn∈Yn

QY n(yn) · 1
{
log

Wn(yn|xn)

QY n(yn)
≥ log γ

}
(62)

≥ inf
π∈Θ

inf
xn∈Xn

∑
yn∈Yn

QY n(yn) · 1
{
log

Wn(yn|xn)

QY n(yn)
≥ log γ

}
(63)

= inf
π∈Θ

inf
xn∈Xn

Q

[
log

Wxn

QY n

≥ log γ

]
(64)

= inf
π∈Θ

inf
xn∈Xn

Q

[
log

∏n
i=1 Wxi

QY n

≥ log γ

]
(65)

Proof of Proposition 1. We assume that W is strictly positive, i.e., for any x ∈ X , we have Wx > 0. In the noisy

permutation channel, since the random permutation, the order of symbols of codewords conveys no information,

and the type Pn is the only statistical information. Therefore, we need to analyze codewords generated by different

probability distributions. Consider a Markov chain M → Θ → Zn → Xn → Y n → M̂ , where Θ ⊂ ∆|X−1|

is the set of the input probability distribution. Randomly and independently generate codeword Zn according to

π, i.e., Zn i.i.d.∼ π. Then, sent codewords to the noisy permutation channel. We use the joint probability density

PM,Θ,Zn,Xn,Y n,M̂ to describe this Markov chain.

Define random variable V = 1{M = M̂} and random test PV |Θ,Zn,Xn,Y n , according to meta-converse in [18,

Theorem 26 ], we have

EPΘ,Zn,Xn×Wn [V = 1] ≥ 1− ϵ, (55)

EPΘ,Zn,Xn×QY n [V = 1] =
1

|M|
. (56)

Through the definition of β function, we readily see that

1

|M|
≥ βα(PΘ,Zn,XnWn, PΘ,Zn,XnQY n). (57)

Notice that

βα(PΘ,Zn,XnWn, PΘ,Zn,XnQY n)

= Q

[
log

PΘ,Zn,XnWn

PΘ,Zn,XnQY n

≥ log γ

]
, (58)

we can find at least one π ∈ Θ, xn ∈ Xn that satisfies (59)-(65), where (61) follows from the lemma 4, and the

last equation comes from the stationary memoryless property of DMC (24).
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Now, let QY n = Q̂Y n , i.e.,

QY n(yn) =
1

E

∑
Ne∈O

∏
Qx∈Ne

nP̂xn (x)∏
i=1

Qx(yi). (66)

Notice that

βα(Wxn , QY n) = Q

[
log

∏n
i=1 Wxi

QY n

≥ log γ

]
, (67)

substitute these into (57) we get

logM∗(n, ϵ) ≤ sup
π∈Θ

sup
xn∈Xn

− log βα(Wxn , QY n). (68)

This concludes the proof. □

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 1

Proof. Since elements of Ne are selected from Nr, we obtain that for any x ∈ X , there exists a set Ne such that

Q∗
x ∈ Ne as the divergence covering center of Wx. Then we have

log

∏n
i=1 W (yi|xi)

QY n(yn)

= logE + log

 ∏n
i=1 W (yi|xi)∑

Ne∈O
∏

Qx∈Ne

∏nP̂xn (x)
i=1 Qx(yi)


≤ logE + log

 ∏n
i=1 W (yi|xi)∏

Qx∈Ne

∏nP̂xn (x)
i=1 Q∗

x(yi)


= logE + log

 ∏x∈X
∏nP̂xn (x)

i=1 W (yi|x)∏
Qx∈Ne

∏nP̂xn (x)
i=1 Q∗

x(yi)

 (69)

= logE +

n∑
i=1

log
W (yi|xi)

Q∗
xi
(yi)

, (70)

where (69) follows from that there are nP̂xn(x) occurrences of Wx. (70) follows from that xi ∈ X . We get

log
∏n

i=1 W (yi|xi)

QY n (yn) ≥ log γ implies

logE +

n∑
i=1

log
W (yi|xi)

Q∗
xi
(yi)

≥ log γ. (71)

Then we have

P
[
log

Wxn

QY n

≥ log γ

]
=

∑
yn∈Yn

Pn(yn) · 1
{
log

∏n
i=1 W (yi|xi)

QY n

≥ log γ

}

≤
∑

yn∈Yn

Pn(yn) · 1

{
logE +

n∑
i=1

log
W (yi|xi)

Q∗
xi
(yi)

≥ log γ

}

= P

[
n∑

i=1

log
Wxi

Q∗
xi

≥ log γ − logE

]
. (72)

This completes the proof.
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APPENDIX C

PROOF OF LEMMA 2

Proof. By (10) we get the converse of the β function

βα(Wxn , QY n)

≥ 1

γ

(
α− P

[
log

Wxn

QY n

≥ log γ

])
. (73)

Apply lemma 1, we have

P

[
log

Wxn

QY n

≥ log γ

]
≤ P

[
n∑

i=1

log
Wxi

Q∗
xi

+ logE ≥ log γ

]
. (74)

Substituting this into (73), we get

βα(Wxn , QY n) ≥

1

γ

(
α− P

[
n∑

i=1

log
Wxi

Q∗
xi

≥ log γ − logE

])
. (75)

We observe that
∑n

i=1 log
Wxi

Q∗
xi

is the sum of independent random variables.

In the case of Vn > 0, Berry-Esseen bound [28, Chapter XVI.5] shows

P

[
n∑

i=1

log
Wxi

Q∗
xi

− nDn ≥ λ
√
nVn

]
≤ 6Tn√

nV 3
n

+Φ(−λ).

For large n, let ∆ > 0 such that

Φ(−λ) = α− 6Tn√
nV 3

n

− ∆√
n

(76)

is positive, let

log γ = logE + nDn

−
√
nVnΦ

−1

(
α− 6Tn√

nV 3
n

− ∆√
n

)
. (77)

By Berry-Esseen bounds we have

P

[
n∑

i=1

log
Wxi

Q∗
xi

≥ log γ − logE

]
≤ α− ∆√

n
. (78)

Substituting this into (75), we get

log βα(Wxn , QY n)

≥ − logE − nDn + log
∆√
n

+
√
nVnΦ

−1

(
α− 6Tn√

nV 3
n

− ∆√
n

)
. (79)

In any case, we let

log γ = logE + nDn +

√
2nVn

α
, (80)
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by Chebyshev inequality, we have

P

[
n∑

i=1

log
Wxi

Q∗
xi

≥ log γ − logE

]
≤ α

2
. (81)

Again by (75) we get

log βα(Wxn , QY n) ≥ − logE − nDn

−
√

2nVn

1− ϵ
+ log

α

2
. (82)

APPENDIX D

PROOF OF LEMMA 3

Proof. We use (97)-(99) to construct a grid-like structure. Then, there exists a constant τ such that for r0 = 1
nτ , the

Λℓ

(
1
nτ

)
is the set of covering centers of ∆ℓ, and the covering radius is 1/n. Let Nr = Λℓ

(
1
nτ

)
, we first consider

the 2-dimensional case. Let W (y|x) = δ ≤ 1/2 and r0(i− 1)2 ≤ δ ≤ r0i
2.

Case(a). W (y|x) ≥ Q∗
x(y): Let Q∗

x(y) = r0(i− 1)2, note that
√
δτn ≤ i ≤

√
δτn+ 1, we have∣∣∣∣log W (y|x)

Q∗
x(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ (W (y|x)
Q∗

x(y)
− 1

)
log e

≤ r0i
2 − r0(i− 1)2

r0(i− 1)2
log e

≤ 2− 1/
√
δτn√

δτ
√
n− 2 + 1/

√
δτn

log e. (83)

Then, for n sufficiently large, we can find a constant Fy only depend on y ∈ Y such that∣∣∣∣log W (y|x)
Q∗

x(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Fy√
n

(84)

Case(b). Q∗
x(y) ≥ W (y|x): Let Q∗

x(y) = r0i
2, note that W (y|x) ≥ r0(i− 1)2, we can apply the same argument

in Case(a) to show ∣∣∣∣log W (y|x)
Q∗

x(y)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ( Q∗
x(y)

W (y|x)
− 1

)
log e

≤ r0i
2 − r0(i− 1)2

r0(i− 1)2
log e

≤ Fy√
n

(85)

If δ > 1/2, by symmetric we can get the same result in Case(a) and Case(b).

In |Y|-dimensional case, let C(y) denote a constant only depend on y ∈ {1, ..., |Y|}. Then we have C(y)
n i2 ≤

δ ≤ C(y)
n (i + 1)2 because each k-th dimension is constructed by Λ2

(
1

nC0(y)

)
, where C0(y) is a constant only

depend on y. Following the same argument in the 2-dimensional case, we get the conclusion.

Note that D(Wx∥Q∗
x)

2 ≤ 1
n2 , we get

Vn ≤ C1

n
, (86)

June 24, 2024 DRAFT



20

where C1 is a constant. Then, using the inequality |a− b|3 ≤ 4(|a|3 − |b|3) to obtain

Tn ≤ C2

n3/2
, (87)

where C2 is a constant. This completes the proof.

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Proof. Let the covering radius r = 1/n, apply (14), we obtain

log |Nr| ≤
ℓ

2
log n+ logC1, (88)

where logC1 = ℓ
2 (log ℓ+ 2 log(

√
2τ + 1)) and ℓ = |Y| − 1. Note that E ≤ |Nr|/|X |+ 1, for any n ≥ 1, we can

find a constant C2 satisfies

logE ≤ ℓ

2
log n+ logC1 + logC2 − log |X | (89)

Case(a). ϵ ∈ (0, 1/2]. Note that we have

Vn =
1

n

n∑
i=1

EWxi

[(
log

Wxi

Q∗
xi

−D(Wxi∥Q∗
xi
)

)2
]

= EP̂xnW

[(
log

W

Q∗
X

−D(W∥Q∗
X)

)2
]

= V (P̂xn ,W ). (90)

Apply Lemma 3 we obtain that for any π ∈ Θ, there exists a constant F0 only depends on π and P̂xn such that

|V (P̂xn ,W )− V (π,W )| ≤ F1

n
. (91)

Then, apply Proposition 1 and Lemma 2 to get

logM ≤ logE + nDn − log
∆√
n
+O(1)

−
√
nV (π,W )Φ−1

(
α− Tn√

nV 3
n

− ∆√
n

)
. (92)

Let

∆ = 2−G1 log logn ×
√
n, (93)

where G1 is a constant. Then, we notice that log ∆√
n
= −G1 log logn and ∆√

n
= 2−G1 log logn. For any F2 ∈ (0, 1),

we can find n ≥ N0 such that ∆√
n
≤ F2. Again by Lemma 3, for any F3 ∈ (0, 1), we can find n ≥ N1 such that

6Tn/
√
nV 3

n ≤ F3. Note that
√
nV (π,W ) is a finite constant for any n, setting n ≥ max{N0, N1} and applying

Taylor’s formula we have √
nV (π,W ) Φ−1

(
α− 6Tn√

nV 3
n

− ∆√
n

)

≥
√

nV (π,W )Φ−1(α)− F4 (94)

June 24, 2024 DRAFT



21

Λ (r0) =

{
r0i

2 : i ∈ Z, r0i2 <
1

2

}
∪
{
1− r0i

2 : i ∈ Z, 1− r0i
2 <

1

2

}
∪
{
1

2

}
(97)

Λ2 (r0) = {(q, 1− q) : q ∈ Λ (r0)} (98)

Λk(r0) =
⋃

q∈Λ(r/k)

{
((1− q)q∗1 , ..., (1− q)q∗k−1, q) : (q

∗
1 , ..., q

∗
k−1) ∈ Λk−1

(
k − 1

k
r0

)}
(99)

for some finite constant F4 and all n ≥ max{N0, N1}. Substituting these into (92), and note that Φ−1(α) =

−Φ−1(ϵ) we have

logM ≤ ℓ

2
log n+

√
nVminΦ

−1(ϵ)

+O(log log n). (95)

Case(b). ϵ ∈ (1/2, 1). Following the same argument in Case(a) but maximizing V (π,W ) because Φ(ϵ) ≥ 0,

then we get

logM ≤ ℓ

2
log n+

√
nVmaxΦ

−1(ϵ)

+O(log log n). (96)

This completes the proof.

APPENDIX F

PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Proof. We use (97) and (98) to construct a set of points Λ2(r0). Theorem 2 yields that we only need to focus on

the point within (δ, 1− δ). To do this we define

∆∗
1 = {(p, 1− p) ∈ R2, δ < p ≤ 1/2}. (100)

Then we need to cover the ∆∗
1. Without loss of generality, let δ < 1/2, we can set r0(i − 1)2 < δ ≤ r0i

2 < 1/2

for small r0. Let Q1 = (r0i
2, 1− r0i

2), Q2 = (r0(i− 1)2, 1− r0(i− 1)2), from (12) we obtain that

D(Wx∥Q1) ≤
(δ − r0i

2)2

r0i2(1− r0i2)
(101)

and

D(Wx∥Q2) ≤
(δ − r0(i− 1)2)2

r0(i− 1)2(1− r0(i− 1)2)
. (102)

Case(a). When δ ≥ r0(i−
√
2/2)2, let Q1 be the covering center of Wx and apply (101) to obtain

D(Wx∥Q1) ≤
(r0(i−

√
2/2)2 − r0i

2)2

r0i2(1− r0i2)

≤ r0
δ

× (−
√
2i+ 0.5)2

1/r0 − i2
, (103)
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where the second inequality follows from the fact that r0i2 > δ. For i <
√
1/r0, we can find a c > 0 such that

D(Wx∥Q1) ≤
r0c

δ
. (104)

Case(b). When δ < r0(i−
√
2/2)2, let Q2 be the covering center of Wx and apply (102) to obtain

D(Wx∥Q2) ≤
(r0(i−

√
2/2)2 − r0(i− 1)2)2

r0(i− 1)2(1− r0(i− 1)2)

=
r20((2−

√
2)i− 1/2)2

r0(i− 1)2(1− r0(i− 1)2)

≤ r0 ×
r20((2−

√
2)i− 1/2)2

r0(i− 1)2/2
, (105)

where the last inequality follows from the fact that 1− r0(i− 1)2 > 1/2. For i ≥ 2, we have

D(Wx∥Q2) ≤ r0. (106)

Let τ = c/δ and r0 = 1
τn , where we set c > 1/2. Note that we can find i such that

λ2 =
1

τn
(i− 1)2 ≤ δ ≤ 1

τn
i2 = λ1. (107)

Therefore we have
√
δτn ≤ i ≤

√
δτn+ 1. (108)

Note that for n sufficiently large, we have i ≥ 2 and i ≤
√
τnδ + 1 ≤

√
1/r0. According to (104) and (106) we

get

min
Q∈Λ2(r0)

D(Wx∥Q) ≤ 1

n
. (109)

For the point P = (p, 1− p), where p > δ, by the same argument we get

min
Q∈Λ2(r0)

D(P∥Q) ≤ 1

n
. (110)

That is, all points of ∆∗
1 are covered by covering centers and the covering radius is 1/n.

Then we need to upper bound c, for r0 = 1
τn and i ≤

√
τnδ + 1, we have

c =
(−

√
2i+ 0.5)2

cn
δ − i2

≤ (−
√
2cn+ 0.5)2

cn(1− δ)/δ − 2
√
cn− 1

. (111)

Because δ < 1/2, we have (1− δ)/δ > 1. Then, for n sufficiently large, we have

(−
√
2cn+ 0.5)2

cn(1− δ)/δ − 2
√
cn− 1

≤ 2. (112)

Thus, we set c = 2.

Now, we compute the variance. Note that for any δ > r0(i−
√
2/2)2, Q1 = (λ1, 1−λ1) is always the divergence

covering center of Wx. Thus we can let

λ1 − δ =
1

2
× 1

τn

[
i2 − (i− 1)2

]
. (113)
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Vmin(δ) = δ log2
δ

δ +
√

δ
τn − 1

2τn

+ (1− δ) log2
1− δ

1− δ −
√

δ
τn + 1

2τn

−

δ log
δ

δ +
√

δ
τn + 1

2τn

+ (1− δ) log
1− δ

1− δ −
√

δ
τn − 1

2τn

2

(115)

Vmax(δ) = δ log2
δ

δ +
√

δ
τn + 1

2τn

+ (1− δ) log2
1− δ

1− δ −
√

δ
τn − 1

2τn

−

δ log
δ

δ +
√

δ
τn − 1

2τn

+ (1− δ) log
1− δ

1− δ −
√

δ
τn + 1

2τn

2

(116)

Substituting this into (108) we get

δ +

√
δ

τn
− 1

2τn
≤ λ1 ≤ δ +

√
δ

τn
+

1

2τn
. (114)

Then the lower bound and upper bound of the variance can be computed as (115) and (116).

Since Theorem 1 holds for the set of covering centers which constructed in any way, for ϵ ∈ (0, 1/2) we have

logM ≤ 1

2
log n+

√
nVmin(δ)Φ

−1(ϵ)

+O(log log n), (117)

and for ϵ ∈ [1/2, 1) we have

logM ≤ 1

2
log n+

√
nVmax(δ)Φ

−1(ϵ)

+O(log log n). (118)

This completes the proof of (45) and (46).
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