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Abstract

Channel simulation involves generating a sample Y from the conditional distribution PY |X , where X is a remote realization
sampled from PX . This paper introduces a novel approach to approximate Gaussian channel simulation using dithered quantization.
Our method concurrently simulates n channels, reducing the upper bound on the excess information by half compared to one-
dimensional methods. When used with higher-dimensional lattices, our approach achieves up to six times reduction on the upper
bound. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the KL divergence between the distributions of the simulated and Gaussian channels
decreases with the number of dimensions at a rate of O(n−1).

I. INTRODUCTION

Channel simulation concerns sampling from a distribution Y ∼ PY |X at the decoder, given a realization of X ∼ PX

at the encoder, while transmitting the least number of bits. It can be used in end-to-end learned lossy compression, where
channel simulation can replace the non-differentiable quantization step and remove the mismatch between the soft quantization
employed during training and hard quantization during inference [1]–[4]. It has been recently used in federated learning [5]
to increase the communication efficiency, where the clients simply enable the parameter server to sample from their updated
model distributions, rather than sending exact model updates. It also finds application in differential privacy, where the simulated
channel corresponds to the desired noise distribution [6]–[8].

Asymptotic results for channel simulation were studied in [9]. In the presence of common randomness between the encoder
and the decoder the rate reduces to mutual information I(X;Y ), which was discovered earlier in the context of quantum
information theory in [10], [11]. For the one-shot setting, it is shown in [12] that for any X,Y , channel simulation can be
performed within I(X;Y )+ log (I(X;Y ) + 1)+5 bits. This is achieved by generating a list of candidate samples from prior
PY at both the encoder and the decoder. Using PY |X the encoder communicates an index from this list, and the corresponding
sample is recovered by the decoder, which is guaranteed to follow PY |X . However, the number of samples that need to
be generated (i.e., the computational complexity) of this method is proportional to exp(D∞(PY |X ||PY )) [13]. Importance
sampling [14] is an approximate method of channel simulation in which the number of drawn samples can be exchanged for
the quality of obtained samples [4], but it results in higher coding costs. Ordered random coding [15] is a synthesis of the two
approaches; it mimics the coding cost of Poisson functional representation and computation control of importance sampling.
However, for the guarantees of importance sampling and ordered random coding to hold, the number of drawn samples needs
to be at least exp(DKL(PX|Y ||PX) + t), t > 0.

The computational complexity is a major hurdle for channel simulation in practical applications. It is shown in [2] that
there is no general channel simulation algorithm with a computational cost that is polynomial in the information content. On
the other hand, the computational complexity can be low for specific distributions. Subtractive dithered quantization [16], [17]
is a method to simulate an additive uniform noise channel Y = X + U , where U is uniformly distributed over [−1/2, 1/2).
Unlike the aforementioned approaches, it requires only a single common sample. Simulating a scalar Gaussian channel using
one-dimensional dithered quantization is considered in [2] using a randomized scale variable, which follows from the scale
mixture of uniform distributions [18]. This approach was further extended in [19] to simulate any unimodal additive noise
distribution with randomized scaling and offsets.

This work focuses on using dithered quantization in n dimensions to simulate an additive Gaussian channel. In particular,
we are interested in the simulation of Y = X + C, where C ∈ Rn is independent of X and follows a multivariate Gaussian
distribution. The scale mixture of uniform distributions can be generalized to multi-variate exponential power distributions
using a uniform distribution over a unit ball in n dimensions [20]; however, the error distribution of dithered quantization
using n-dimensional lattices is uniform not over the unit ball, but over the Voronoi cell of the lattice. A complicated vector
quantization scheme that results in an error uniformly distributed over the unit ball is proposed in [21]. In this paper, we take
an alternative approach and consider instead approximate channel simulation using dithered quantization. Our results show
that using higher-dimensional lattice quantizers leads to significantly reduced coding overhead. Additionally, as our scheme is
based on dithered quantization, it inherits its low computational complexity.

The contributions of this work are summarized as follows:
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• We introduce a novel and computationally efficient method of approximate Gaussian channel simulation based on sub-
tractive dithered quantization.

• We show that the KL divergence between the error distribution Y −X induced by the proposed method and a Gaussian
multi-variate distribution scales as O(n−1).

• We upper bound the required number of bits of the proposed method for different lattice quantizers, showing two-fold
decrease for an integer lattice and up to six-fold reduction for higher-dimensional lattices compared to layered quantization
in [19].

Notation. For a vector x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn, we have xa:b = (xa, xa+1, . . . xb)
⊤ and x:b = x1:b. The ℓ2 norm of x is

denoted ∥x∥2 =
√∑n

i=1 x
2
i , Γ (·) stands for Gamma function, ⌊·⌉ for rounding to the nearest integer, while h(X) denotes the

differential entropy of random variable (r.v.) X .

II. DITHERED QUANTIZATION

Subtractive dithered quantization is a method of channel simulation, where noise C is uniform over the Voronoi cell of a
lattice. For the one-dimensional case, we have C ∼ Unif [−1/2, 1/2). We assume the encoder and decoder have access to a
source of common randomness independent of X , using which they can draw samples from a uniform r.v. U ′ ∼ Unif [−1/2, 1/2).
The encoder rounds X − U ′ to the nearest integer value and communicates it to the decoder, which in turn adds the same
realisation of U ′ to it, obtaining:

⌊X − U ′⌉+ U ′ ∼ X + U, (1)

where U ∼ Unif [−1/2, 1/2). It is shown in [16] that this process is efficient, in terms of mean squared error, as a quantization
method even for high dimensional sources.

Definition 1 (Lattice). Given basis vectors e1, e2, . . . , en, an n-dimensional lattice Λ is all their integral combinations:

Λ =

{
n∑

i=1

kiei : ki ∈ Z

}
. (2)

The quantization function of lattice Λ is defined as:

qΛ(x) ≜ argmin
e∈Λ

∥x− e∥2 , (3)

and the Voronoi cell of lattice Λ as:
CΛ ≜ {x ∈ Rn : qΛ(x) = 0} . (4)

For one-dimensional dithering, rounding ⌊·⌉ can be interpreted as quantization to the closest point in the one-dimensional
lattice Z. We can generalize this method to higher-dimensional lattices. The uniform noise U ′ is replaced by uniform samples
from the Voronoi cell CΛ, i.e., V ′ ∈ Rn, V ′ ∼ Unif [CΛ], and rounding is replaced by quantization to the closest lattice point
qΛ. For X ∈ Rn, this procedure simulates an n-dimensional channel with uniform noise over the Voronoi cell of the lattice
CΛ:

qΛ(X − V ′) + V ′ ∼ X + V, (5)

where V ∼ Unif [CΛ].
If we apply dithered quantization to M−1X , with a fixed invertible matrix M ∈ Rn×n, the decoder would obtain M−1X+V .

If M is known at the decoder, it can recover Y =M(M−1X + V ) = X +MV with quantization error MV .
A special orthogonal group SO(n) represents the set of all possible rotations in n dimensions. Let R ∈ Rn×n be a random

rotation matrix distributed according to the Haar measure over SO(n) (i.e., uniform rotation). Let R be generated with common
randomness, and be available at both the encoder and decoder. Then, the dithering procedure can be applied to R⊤X (since
R−1 = R⊤) obtaining quantization error RV . For a given realization of R, PRV |R is uniform over the Voronoi cell of the
lattice rotated by R, since det(R) = 1. This procedure can be thought of as applying dithered quantization to X using a
randomly rotated lattice, and is captured by the equation:

R(qΛ(R
⊤X − V ′) + V ′) ∼ X +RV . (6)

Unlike PRV |R, PRV is not uniform, and has a rotationally invariant density function over an n-dimensional ball. A function
f : Rn → R is rotationally invariant if all a, b ∈ Rn with ∥a∥2 = ∥b∥2 f(a) = f(b) holds. Hence, f can be equivalently
described with a function g : R → R, where f(a) = g(∥a∥2).

Proposition 2. Let V ∈ Rn be a r.v. with distribution PV , and R ∈ Rn×n be drawn from SO(n) according to the Haar
measure. Then, the probability density function of RV is rotationally invariant.



Proof. Let M ∈ Rn×n,MM⊤ = I, det(M) = 1 be a fixed rotation matrix, then MRV and RV follow the same distribution,
since R is uniformly distributed over rotation matrices, so is MR (Haar measure is invariant under left multiplication). For all
a, b ∈ Rn with ∥a∥2 = ∥b∥2 there exists a rotation matrix M such that Ma = b. Therefore,

pRV (a) = pRV (M
⊤b) = pMRV (b) = pRV (b). (7)

III. OUTLINE OF ROTATED DITHERED QUANTIZATION

The goal of this work is to simulate an n-dimensional channel with Gaussian noise. To simulate a Gaussian channel with
known covariance Σ = AAT it suffices to simulate one with identity covariance and apply it to an input sample A−1X at the
encoder. The decoder can multiply the output A−1X +G,G ∼ N (0, In) by A, to obtain X +AG,AG ∼ N (0,Σ). Thus, we
focus on simulating an n-dimensional Gaussian channel with identity covariance.

The probability density function of a zero-mean Gaussian distributed G with an identity covariance matrix, i.e., G ∼ N (0, In),
is rotationally invariant, and can be fully described by the distrobution P∥G∥2

of the ℓ2-norm of G. Using dithered quantization
we can achieve uniform error distribution V over the Voronoi cell of a lattice. Combining dithered quantization with random
rotation R the probability density function of error distribution becomes RV , which is also rotationally invariant. Subsequently,
the task simplifies to ‘matching’ the distributions of ∥G∥2 and ∥RV ∥2. This will be achieved by scaling and perturbing the
reconstruction.

For a rotationally invariant random variable X , it is enough to characterize the distribution of ∥X∥22 as we can obtain that
of ∥X∥2 through a deterministic transformation p∥X∥2

(t) = 2t p∥X∥2
2
(t2). For G ∼ N (0, In), where Gi ∼ N (0, 1), we have

∥G∥22 =

n∑
i=1

G2
i

approx.∼ N (µ = n, σ2 = 2n), (8)

follows a chi-squared distribution ∥G∥22 ∼ χ2
n. By the central limit theorem, ∥G∥22 converges to a Gaussian distribution as n

increases.

A. Integer lattice

One of the simplest lattices is an integer lattice Zn, the Voronoi cell of which is a unit n-dimensional cube. Dithered
quantization with such a lattice is equivalent to performing one-dimensional dithering for each dimension. Denoting the error
of quantization with this lattice by U , where Ui ∼ Unif [−1/2, 1/2), we have

||U ||22 =

n∑
i=1

U2
i

approx.∼ N
( n
12
,
n

180

)
. (9)

B. Distribution matching with perturbation

To match the distribution of the rotated dithered quantization to a Gaussian, we can scale the lattice by s ∈ R and add
an independent noise term Z ∈ Rn, where PZi = PZj ,∀i,j , at the decoder. The resulting reconstruction follows Y =
X + R(sU + Z) while the quantization error is R(sU + Z). By Proposition 2, R(sU + Z) is rotationally invariant, which
implies ∥(R(sU + Z))∥22 = ∥(sU + Z)∥22. Therefore, to simplify the analysis and notation, we focus on ∥(sU + Z)∥22:

||(sU + Z)||22 =

n∑
i=1

(sU + Z)2i
approx.∼ N

(
µ̄, σ̄2

)
, (10)

where µ̄ = nE
[
(sU + Z)21

]
and σ̄2 = nVar

[
(sU + Z)21

]
.

To match it with a Gaussian error distribution we consider the second and fourth moments of the marginals:

E
[
(sU + Z)2i

]
= E

[
s2U2

i

]
+ 2E [sUiZi] +E

[
Z2
i

]
=
s2

12
+E

[
Z2
i

]
, (11)

E
[
(sU + Z)4i

]
= E

[
s4U4

i

]
+ 4E

[
s3U3

i Zi

]
+ 6E

[
s2U2

i Z
2
i

]
+ 4E

[
sUiZ

3
i

]
+E

[
Z4
i

]
=
s4

80
+ 6s2 E

[
U2
i Z

2
i

]
+E

[
Z4
i

]
(12)

=
s4

80
+
s2 E

[
Z2
i

]
2

+E
[
Z4
i

]
, (13)

Var
[
(sU + Z)2i

]
=

s4

180
+
s2 E

[
Z2
i

]
3

−E
[
Z2
i

]2
+E

[
Z4
i

]
, (14)
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Fig. 1. Parameters λ(k) and 2
√
3− s(k) in Equations (18) and (19) with logarithmic scale.

since Ui is symmetric around the origin, the expectation of its odd powers vanish, and in (12), we have E
[
(ZiUi)

2
]
=

E
[
Z2
i

]
E
[
U2
i

]
by the independence of Z and U . Matching the moments of ∥G∥22 in (8) to those of

∥∥(sU + Z)2i
∥∥2
2

identified
above, we get 

n = n
(

s2

12 +E
[
Z2
i

])
,

2n = n

(
s4

180 +
s2 E[Z2

i ]
3 −

(
E
[
Z2
i

])2
+E

[
Z4
i

]) (15)

which results in{
E
[
Z2
i

]
= 1− s2

12 ,

E
[
Z4
i

]
= 7s4

240 − s2

2 + 3.
(16)

The scale parameter s determines the size of the quantization bins; the larger the bins are, the fewer bits need to be communicated
on average. However, Equation (16) places an upper bound of s ≤ 2

√
3 on the scale parameter since the second moment of

any distribution is non-negative.
A distribution that achieves this upper bound is the Weibull distribution. Let Zi ∼ Weibull(λ, k), λ > 0, k > 0,P {Zi ≤ t} =

1− e−( t
λ )k for t > 0, and 0 otherwise. The moments of Weibull distribution are E [Zn

i ] = λnΓ(1 + n
k ). Then, we have{

E
[
Z2
i

]
= λ2Γ(1 + 2

k ) = 1− s2

12 ,

E
[
Z4
i

]
= λ4Γ(1 + 4

k ) =
7s4

240 − s2

2 + 3.
(17)

The non-negative solutions for these equations are

s(k) = 2
√
3

√√√√√
30γ2

√
−3γ22 + γ4 + 15γ22 − 5γ4

21γ22 − 5γ4
, (18)

λ(k) =

√
−
√
30
√
−3γ22 + γ4 + 6γ2

21γ22 − 5γ4
, (19)

where γ2 ≜ Γ
(
1 + 2

k

)
and γ4 ≜ Γ

(
1 + 4

k

)
. Equations (18) and (19) are plotted in Figure 1, we observe that, for small values

of k, s(k) is close to the upper bound 2
√
3, which maximizes the size of the quantization bins, minimizing the rate, for which

the parameter λ approaches zero.

IV. KL-DIVERGENCE ANALYSIS

In the previous section, we have chosen the scale parameter and the the noise variable such that the moments of the
transformed dithered quantization noise variable match those of the desired Gaussian noise. In this section we compute the
KL-divergence between the two, and show it diminishes as O(n−1).



Theorem 3 (Theorem 2 in [22]). Let Xi ∈ R, Yi ∈ R be scalar r.v.s with support(Xi) ⊆ support(Yi), with the same means,
bounded fourth moments and bounded, continuously differentiable probability density functions pX , pY . Let the distribution
of the sum of n independent variables Xi and Yi be denoted by P∑

n X and P∑
n Y respectively, and P ∗

X = N (0,VarX),
P ∗
Y = N (0,VarY ), then:

DKL(P∑
n X ||P∑

n Y ) = DKL(P
∗
X ||P ∗

Y ) +O(n−1). (20)

Proposition 4. For Ui ∼ Unif [−1/2, 1/2) , Gi ∼ N (0, I), and Z ∼ Weibull(λ, k) with λ(k), s(k) defined according to equations
(18), (19), we have:

DKL(P∥sU+Z∥2
2
||P∥G∥2

2
) = O(n−1). (21)

Proof. (Outline; details provided in the Appendix.) Through the construction, s and Z were chosen such that (sU + Z)2i and
G2

i have equal mean and variance. Thus, P ∗
(sU+Z)2 = P ∗

G2 , and so DKL(P
∗
(sU+Z)2 ||P

∗
G2) = 0. Let n ≡ 0 mod 5 then summed

groups of r.v.s
∑5

j=1(sU + Z)25k+j and
∑5

j=1G
2
5k+j for group index k ∈ {0, . . . , n5 } fulfill the assumptions of Theorem 3.

This follows, G2
i being a Chi-squared r.v., density of which becomes continuously differentiable when summing more than 5

variables. Applying the theorem yields

DKL(P∥sU+Z∥2
2
||P∥G∥2

2
) = DKL(P∑

n(sU+Z)2i
||P∑

n G2
i
)

= O

(
5

n

)
= O(n−1).

As the densities of the r.v.s R(sU+Z), ∥sU + Z∥2 , ∥sU + Z∥22 and G, ∥G∥2 , ∥G∥
2
2 respectively, differ only by an invertible

transformation, their pairwise KL-divergences are the same:

DKL(PR(sU+Z)||PG) = O(n−1) (22)

DKL(P∥sU+Z∥2
||P∥G∥2

) = O(n−1) (23)

DKL(P∥sU+Z∥2
2
||P∥G∥2

2
) = O(n−1). (24)

By the data processing inequality, the KL-divergence between one-dimensional marginal is also bounded by:

DKL(P(R(sU+Z))i ||PGi
) ≤ DKL(PR(sU+Z)||PG) = O(n−1). (25)

V. OTHER LATTICES

While we have focused on the integer lattice so far, other lattices can also be used with analogous analysis. Let Λ be
an m-dimensional lattice. Given dimension n divisible by m, n

m copies of Λ can be used for dithered quantization, with
quantization error V ∈ Rn, where V(k−1)m+1:km ∼ Unif [CΛ] , k ∈ {1, . . . , n

m} is uniformly distributed over the Voronoi cell
of Λ. Combined with random rotation R, RV is a rotationally invariant distribution as before. We have:

∥V ∥22 =

n/m∑
k=1

∥∥V(k−1)m+1:km

∥∥2
2
, (26)

which is a sum of n
m independent identically distributed r.v.s, and as such, is approximately normal. The mean and variance

of ∥V:m∥22 can be obtain from moments of V , where, for index vector a ∈ Nn the moments are of the form E [va1
1 va2

2 . . . van
n ]:

E
[
∥V:m∥22

]
= E

[
m∑
i=1

v2i

]
=

m∑
i=1

E
[
v2i
]

(27)

E
[
∥V:m∥42

]
= E

( m∑
i=1

v2i

)2
 =

m∑
i=1

E
[
v4i
]
+ 2

∑
i<j

E
[
v2i v

2
j

]
.

For a class of lattices called root lattices, these moments can be exactly computed [23], based on dividing the Voronoi lattice
into identical simplices called fundamental simplices [24]. Table I shows E

[
∥V:m∥22

]
and Var

[
∥V:m∥22

]
computed for different

root lattices. For the second moment of the 24-dimensional leech lattice, we use the numerical result calculated in [25]. We
can follow the same idea of random rotation R, scaling s and addition of noise Z to achieve desired Gaussian channel
∥R(sV + Z)∥22

approx.∼ N (n, 2n). We do not calculate what is an appropriate noise Z for higher dimensional lattices but it can
be done either analytically or through numerical methods. The KL-analysis directly applies to this case as well.



TABLE I
PROPERTIES OF DIFFERENT LATTICES. A1 =

√
2Z IS A SCALED VERSION OF INTEGER LATTICE, A2 IS THE HEXAGONAL LATTICE, AND Λ24 IS THE

LEECH LATTICE.

Name
Dim.
m

Vol.
CΛ

E ∥V:m∥22 Var ∥V:m∥22

Excess
info.
(Prop. 6)
bits/dim.

A1 1
√
2 1/6 1/45 0.25461

A2 2
√
3 5/36 43/3240 0.22686

A3 3 2 1/8 29/2880 0.21376

A4 4
√
5 7/60 77/9000 0.20709

D4 4 2 13/120 167/25200 0.19387

D5 5 2 1/10 11/2016 0.18613

D6 6 2 2/21 533/105840 0.18427

D7 7 2 31/336 79/16128 0.18518

D8 8 2 13/144 139/28512 0.18735

E6 6
√
3 5/56 2497/635040 0.17230

E7 7
√
2 163/2016 1727/580608 0.16139

E8 8 1 929/12960 457579/230947200 0.14597

Λ24 24 1
0.065771

±0.000074

0.08389

±0.00081

VI. EXCESS INFORMATION ANALYSIS

Next, we would like to characterize the rate of communication required for the proposed channel simulation approach and
compare it with the alternative layered quantization scheme. Given that I(X;Y ) is a lower bound, we compare the excess
information each scheme needs to transmit beyond this lower bound.

Proposition 5. The excess information of layered quantization in [2] that employs scale mixture of uniform distributions is
bounded above by 0.521 bits.

Proof. Let X be a scalar r.v., U ′, U ∼ Unif [−1/2, 1/2), and S = 2σ
√
Γ where Γ ∼ Gamma(3/2, 1/2). Further, let K =

⌊X/S − U ′⌉. Then

Y = KS + U ′ ∼ X + SU ∼ X +N (0, σ2). (28)

We have

H(K | U ′, S) = I(X;Y | S) (29)
= h(Y | S)− h(Y | X,S) (30)
≤ h(Y )− h(Y | X,S) (31)
= I(X;Y ) + h(Y | X)−E [logS] (32)

= I(X;Y ) +
1

2
log π +

1− ψ( 32 )

2 ln 2
− 1 (33)

≤ I(X;Y ) + 0.521, (34)

where (29) follows Theorem 1 in [17], and (33) follows from the fact that SU ′ ∼ N (0, σ2) as shown in [26]; and ψ(·) is the
digamma function.

This result is surprising considering that much more involved schemes such as adaptive greedy rejection sampling [27]
result in an excess information of nearly 2 bits for Gaussian sources. Li and El Gamal [12] provide a lower bound on the
excess information for discrete channels. In Figure 2, we numerically evaluate the lower bound for a Gaussian source and a
finely discretized one-dimensional Gaussian channel, and various choices of σ. We find that when I(X;Y ) > 1, the empirical
excess information lower bound is close to 0.5 bits. That is, the layered quantization is close to optimal for a one-dimensional
Gaussian source.
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Fig. 2. The dashed line indicates the 0.521 excess information in the coding cost of the layered quantization scheme. The orange line corresponds to a
numerical estimate of a lower bound on the excess information for a Gaussian source X ∼ N (0, 1), a channel Y ∼ N (X,σ2), and various choices of σ
which translate to different values of I(X;Y ) on the x-axis.

Proposition 6. Let X be a scalar r.v., and V ′, V ∼ Unif [CΛ], where CΛ is the Voronoi cell of lattice Λ used for quantization.
Let K denote the index of the quantized lattice bin:

K = qΛ(R
⊤S−1X − V ′), and (35)

Y = R(S(K + V ′) + Z) = X +R(SV + Z). (36)

Then, the excess information for the rotated dithered quantization scheme is bounded by

H(K|V ′, R, S, Z) ≤ I(X;Y ) + h(G)− h(V )− nE [logS] , (37)

where G ∼ N (0,Var(SV + Z)).

Proof. Follows similarly to the proof of Prop. 5.

H(K|V ′, R, S, Z) ≤ I(X;Y ) + h(Y |X)− h(SV |S) (38)
≤ I(X;Y ) + h(G)− h(V )− nE [logS] . (39)

The values of the upper bound from Proposition 6 are presented in Table I, where the scale S is taken to be deterministic

and follow P

{
S =

(
E ∥V:m∥22

)−1/2
}

= 1. With the same integer lattice as in the layered quantization, we can see that

the bound on the excess information reduces to 0.255 bits per dimension, less than half that of layered quantization. This is
because it uses a randomized scale S, and as such the convex function −E [logS] term is necessarily greater than that of a
fixed P {S = s} = 1, given we know the upper bound for E [S].

We can also observe that the lower bound on the excess information further diminishes when higher dimensional lattices
are employed. It reduces all the way down to 0.084 bits per dimension for the Leech lattice, which is a more than six-fold
reduction, showing the benefits of quantization with higher-dimensional lattices.

VII. CONCLUSION

We proposed rotated dithered quantization as an efficient approach to approximate simulation of multi-variate Gaussian
channels from both computation and communication efficiency, leveraging n-dimensional dithered quantization. Left for further
research is the characterisation of noise required for rotated dithering with higher-dimensional lattices, as well as the potential
benefits of integrating randomized scaling into the method.
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APPENDIX

In this appendix, we provide more details of the proof of Proposition 4, which shows the ℓ2 norm of a n-dimensional
Gaussian noise G and rotated dithered quantization noise (sU + Z) converge in KL-divergence on the order of:

DKL(P∥sU+Z∥2
2
||P∥G∥2

2
) = O(n−1). (40)

It follows the application of Theorem 3 which requires the densities of the random variables to be bounded, and continuously
differentiable. The theorem, can not be applied directly to G2

i and R(sU + Z)2i since their densities are unbounded. Instead,
we apply the theorem to sums of 5 random variables where we interpret the sum of n random variables as a sum of n/5
random variables:

∥G∥22 =

n∑
i=1

G2
i =

n/5∑
i=1

5∑
j=1

G2
5(i−1)+j (41)

∥R(sU + Z)∥22 = ∥sU + Z∥22 =

n∑
i=1

(sU + Z)2i =

n/5∑
i=1

5∑
j=1

(sU + Z)5(i−1)+j2 . (42)

Proposition 7. Let Gi ∼ N (0, 1) for i ∈ {1, . . . , 5} be independently distributed, then the probability density function of∑5
i=1G

2
i is bounded and continuously differentiable.

Proof. The random variable
∑5

i=1G
2
i is chi-squared distributed with density function:

p∑5
i=1 G2

i
(x) =

{
0 if x < 0,
25/2

Γ(5/2)x
3/2e−x/2 if x ≥ 0,

(43)

which is a bounded and continuously differentiable.

To motivate better, the choice of considering the random variables in the groups of 5, we show the properties of sums of
Gi in table II. We can see that the more terms we sum, the more ’regular’ the probability density function. For N terms
the density is proportional to xN/2−1 for x > 0 and 0 otherwise, which becomes continuous only when the exponent of the
polynomial is positive i.e., N ≥ 3. Similarly, the derivative of the density is proportional to xN/2−3 which is continuous for
N ≥ 5.

Proposition 8. Let s > 0, Ui ∼ Unif [−1/2, 1/2) and Zi be Weibull distributed with parameters λ > 0, k > 0 for i ∈ {1, . . . , 5}
be independently distributed. The probability density function of

∑5
i=1(sU + Z)2i is bounded, continuously differentiable.

The density of the sum of independent random variables is the convolution of their respective densities, thus first we introduce
a few of their properties.

Definition 9. For functions g, h : R → R, let their convolution be:

(g ∗ h)(x) =
∫ ∞

−∞
g(t)h(x− t)dt. (44)

Let Lp, p > 0 denote a space of measurable functions such that g ∈ Lp ⇒
(∫

|g|pdµ
)1/p

<∞.

Theorem 10. [Young’s convolution inequality] Let g ∈ Lp, h ∈ Lq and 1
p + 1

q = 1
r + 1 then g ∗ p ∈ Lr.

Corollary 11. Let g ∈ L1, h ∈ L1 then g ∗ h ∈ L1.

Corollary 12. Let g ∈ L1, h ∈ L∞ then g ∗ h ∈ L∞.

TABLE II
PROBABILITY DENSITY FUNCTIONS OF SUMS OF SQUARED NORMAL RANDOM VARIABLES AND THEIR PROPERTIES. Ci DENOTE DIFFERENT CONSTANTS.

N
density of

∑N
i=1 G

2
i

for x > 0
bound. cont.

cont.
diff.

comment

1 C1e−x/2x−1/2 - - - limx→0+ p → ∞
2 C2e−x/2 + - - jump discontinuity at x = 0

3 C3e−x/2x1/2 + + - limx→0+
dp
dx

→ ∞
4 C4e−x/2x + + - jump discontinuity of derivative at x = 0

5 C5e−x/2x3/2 + + +



Theorem 13. Let g ∈ L1, h ∈ L∞ then g ∗ h is uniformly continuous.

Proof. (Proposition 8) Unlike for the sums of squared Gaussian random variables G2
i , we can not explicitly compute the

density of (sU + Z)2i . Thus, showing that the sums of 5 such independent random variables require more careful analysis.
We will proceed by first calculating the density f = p(sU+Z)2 explicitly. We will show that the density of

∑3
i=1(sU +Z)2i is

continuous, and finally we show density of
∑5

i=1(sU + Z)2i is continuously differentiable. The density of (sU + Z)i is:

p(sU+Z)i(x) =

∫
R
pZi

(t)psUi
(x− t)dt =

1

s

∫ x+ s
2

x− s
2

pZi
(t)dt =

1

s

(
P
{
Zi ≤ x+

s

2

}
−P

{
Zi ≤ x− s

2

})
(45)

=


0 if x ≤ − s

2 ,
1
s

[
1− exp

(
−(

x+ s
2

λ )k
)]

if − s
2 < x ≤ s

2 ,

1
s

[
exp

(
−(

x− s
2

λ )k
)
− exp

(
−(

x+ s
2

λ )k
)]

if s
2 < x.

which follows from the cumulative density function of Weibull distribution P {Z ≤ x} = 1 − exp
(
−(xλ )

k
)
. The density of

(sU + Z)2i , denoted f for convenience, is:

f = p(sU+Z)2i
(x) =


0 if x ≤ 0,
1

s
√
x

[
2− exp

(
−(

√
x+ s

2

λ )k
)
− exp

(
−(

−
√
x+ s

2

λ )k
)]

if 0 < x ≤ s2

4 ,

1
s
√
x

[
exp

(
−(

√
x− s

2

λ )k
)
− exp

(
−(

√
x+ s

2

λ )k
)]

if s2

4 < x.

(46)

We denote the density of sum of N variables, which is the N -fold convolution of the density function f , as:

p∑N
i=1(sU+Z)2i

(x) = f ∗ f ∗ . . . ∗ f︸ ︷︷ ︸
N -times

= f∗N . (47)

First, let us note that for all N ∈ N, f∗N ∈ L1 which is obvious considering they are density functions (also follows Corollary
11). To show f∗2 is bounded, note that

f ≤ 2u(x)

s
√
x
, where u(x) =

{
0 if x ≤ 0,

1 if 0 < x.
(48)

Then, since both functions are positive

f∗2 ≤
(
2u(x)

s
√
x

)∗2

=
4πu(x)

s2
≤ 4π

s2
<∞, (49)

combined with f∗2 ≥ 0, it implies f∗2 ∈ L∞. Thus, since f ∈ L1, f∗2 ∈ L∞:

f∗2 ∗ f = f∗3 ∈ L∞ and f∗3 is continuous, (50)

by Corollary 12 and Theorem 13. Applying this reasoning inductively, for all N ≥ 3, f∗N is bounded (in L∞) and continuous
- in particular, so is f∗5.

In general, the derivative of the convolution is the convolution of the derivative D(g ∗ h) = (Dg) ∗ h. The problem of
applying this to f directly is that Df /∈ L1, since it has a singularity of the order x−3/2 at the origin. Thus, we will proceed by
separating f into a normalized part f̄ , and the singularity. We shall then show that Df̄ ∈ L1 and we will explicitly calculate
the contribution of the singularity.

Let g(x) =
√
xf(x), C = limx→0+ g(t) = 2s−1

[
1− exp

(
−(s/2λ)k

)]
and f̄ = f − u(t)C√

x
. We can express f̄ around x > 0

as:

f̄ = f − C√
x
=
g(x)√
x

− C√
x

(51)

=
limt→0+ g(t) + x limt→0+ Dg(t) +

x2

2 limt→0+ D
2g(t) +O(x3)

√
x

− C√
x

(52)

= x
1/2( lim

t→0+
Dg(t)) +

x
3/2

2
( lim
t→0+

D2g(t)) +O
(
x

5/2
)
. (53)

All the limt→0+ D
Ng(t) terms are just the N -th derivatives of s−1

[
exp

(
−(

√
x− s

2

λ )k
)
− exp

(
−(

√
x+ s

2

λ )k
)]

and are readily

computable. The derivative Df̄, x > 0 around 0 is proportional to x
− 1/2 which is locally integrable. The derivative Df has



another discontinuity if Weibull parameter k < 1 around x = s2

4 of the form h(x)
(
x− s2

4

)−1+k

, where h(x) is a continuous,

bounded function around s2

4 . Since k > 0, the exponent −1 + k > −1, and thus, the singularity is integrable. Therefore, Df
is locally integrable around s2

4 and so is Df̄ . The right tail x > s2

4 + 1 of Df can be computed explicitly from f (Equation
46) and its absolute value is bounded by an integrable function proportional to u(x)ex

−k/2

. The derivative of the term Cu(x)√
x

is

Cu(x)x
− 3/2 which is integrable on (a,∞) for a > 0. Thus, f̄ = f − Cu(x)√

x
has an integrable right tail. Therefore, Df̄ ∈ L1

since: ∫ ∞

−∞
|Df̄(x)|dx =

∫ 0

−∞
|Df̄(x)|dx+

∫ s2

4 +1

0

|Df̄(x)|dx+

∫ ∞

s2

4 +1

|Df̄(x)|dx <∞, (54)

where integrability of the first integral follows f̄ = 0 for x < 0, the middle one from integrability around x = 0, x = s2

4 and
boundedness otherwise, while the last integral follows integrability of the right tail.

Now, we can show f∗5 is continuously differentiable:

Df∗5 = D(f∗3 ∗ f∗2) (55)

= D

(
f∗3 ∗

(
f̄ +

Cu(x)√
x

)∗2
)

(56)

= D

(
f∗3 ∗

(
f̄ ∗ f̄ + 2f̄ ∗ Cu(x)√

x
+
Cu(x)√

x
∗ Cu(x)√

x

))
(57)

= D

(
f∗3 ∗ f̄ ∗

(
f̄ + 2

Cu(x)√
x

))
+D

(
f∗3 ∗ Cu(x)√

x
∗ Cu(x)√

x

)
(58)

= f∗3 ∗
(
Df̄
)
∗
(
f̄ + 2

Cu(x)√
x

)
+D

(
f∗3 ∗ Cπu(x)

)
(59)

= f∗3 ∗
(
Df̄
)
∗
(
f +

Cu(x)√
x

)
+ f∗3 ∗ Cπδ (60)

= f∗3 ∗
(
Df̄
)
∗
(
f +

Cu(x)√
x

)
+ Cπf∗3, (61)

where the derivative of unit step function u(x) is the delta distribution δ. Then,

f∗3 ∈ L1, Df̄ ∈ L1 ⇒ f∗3 ∗Df̄ ∈ L1, (62)

f∗3 ∈ L∞, Df̄ ∈ L1 ⇒ f∗3 ∗Df̄ ∈ L∞. (63)

We can split the term:

d = f +
Cu(x)√

x
= f +

C (u(x)− u(x− 1))√
x

+
Cu(x− 1)√

x
= dL + dR (64)

where

f +
C (u(x)− u(x− 1))√

x
= dL ∈ L1, (65)

Cu(x− 1)√
x

= dR ∈ L∞. (66)

(67)

Then,

f∗3 ∗
(
Df̄
)
∈ L∞, dL ∈ L1 =⇒ f∗3 ∗

(
Df̄
)
∗ dL ∈ L∞ and continuous, (68)

f∗3 ∗
(
Df̄
)
∈ L1, dR ∈ L∞ =⇒ f∗3 ∗

(
Df̄
)
∗ dR ∈ L∞ and continuous, (69)

(70)

=⇒ f∗3 ∗
(
Df̄
)
∗ d ∈ L∞ and continuous, (71)

=⇒ f∗3 ∗
(
Df̄
)
∗ d+ Cπf∗3 = D(f∗5) ∈ L∞ and continuous. (72)
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