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Abstract

The problem of variable-rate lossless data compression is considered, for codes with and
without prefix constraints. Sharp bounds are derived for the best achievable compression
rate of memoryless sources, when the excess-rate probability is required to be exponentially
small in the blocklength. Accurate nonasymptotic expansions with explicit constants are
obtained for the optimal rate, using tools from large deviations and Gaussian approxima-
tion. Examples are shown indicating that, in the small excess-rate-probability regime, the
approximation to the fundamental limit of the compression rate suggested by these bounds is
significantly more accurate than the approximations provided by either normal approxima-
tion or error exponents. The new bounds reinforce the crucial operational conclusion that,
in applications where the blocklength is relatively short and where stringent guarantees are
required on the rate, the best achievable rate is no longer close to the entropy. Rather, it
is an appropriate, more pragmatic rate, determined via the inverse error exponent function
and the blocklength.

Keywords — Data compression, memoryless source, error exponent, normal approximation, large

deviations, pragmatic rates

1 Introduction

1.1 Variable-rate data compression

Let X = {X,, ; n > 1} be a memoryless source consisting of independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) random variables X,,, with values in a finite alphabet A, and with common
distribution described by the probability mass function (p.m.f.) P: P(X,, = x) = P(z), = € A.

We revisit the problem of losslessly compressing the output of such a memoryless source.
The problem formulation is simple and quite elementary, though its importance can hardly be
overstated, in view of its application across the sciences and engineering.

For strings of symbols from A, we write ' for the block 2} = (x1, 22, ..., z,), and similarly,
for blocks of random variables, X7 denotes (X1, Xo,...,X,). A variable-rate code, or fized-to-
variable compressor, for strings of length n from A is an injective function f, : A™ — {0,1}*,
where {0, 1}* denotes the set of all finite-length binary strings:

{0,1}* = {@,0,1,00,01, 10, 11,000, 001, ... }.
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Writing £(s) for the length of a string s € {0,1}*, the compressor f, maps strings =7 € A" into
binary strings f,(z]) of length £(f,(z7)) bits.

We are interested in the best achievable performance among all fixed-to-variable compressors.
For a blocklength n > 1 and rate R > 0, the best achievable excess-rate probability €} (R), is:

e (R) := min[P’(E(fn(X{L)) > nR).
This minimum is achieved by an optimal compressor, f*, which is independent of the rate R [14].
Similarly, for a blocklength n > 1 and excess-rate probability ¢ > 0, the best achievable rate
R} (e), is:
Ry (e) :=inf {R>0: n}inP(f(fn(X{L)) >nR) <¢}.

Prefix-free codes. In the case of prefix-free codes, analogous fundamental limits, eh(R) and
R} (€), can be defined, by restricting the corresponding minimisations to codes that satisfy the
prefix condition. But R} (€) is very tightly coupled with R (€): As shown in [14, Theorem 1], we
always have Rf(e) = Ri(e) + <.

1.2 Background

When the excess-rate probability, €, is fixed, the problem of determining the first-order asymp-
totic behaviour of the optimal rate R’ (€) essentially goes back to Shannon. We have,

nR () = nH(P)+ o(n) bits, asn — oo, (1)

where H(P) = —)_, P(x)log P(x) as usual denotes the entropy, and, throughout, ‘log’ denotes
logy, the logarithm taken to base 2; see [14] for an extensive discussion and historical comments.
The first-order relation (1) was refined by Strassen [23| who claimed that, as n — oo,

nR}(€) = nH(P) + vno(P)Q *(e) — %logn + O(1) bits, (2)

where 02(P) = Varp(—log P(X)) is the minimal coding variance [13] or source dispersion [14],
and Q(z) = f;o \/%76_22/2 dz, x € R, denotes the standard normal tail function. Although some
issues of rigour were raised in [14] regarding Strassen’s proof, an even stronger version of (2) was
established in [14], where explicit, finite-n bounds were obtained for the O(1) term.

When the excess-rate probability is not fixed but is instead required to decay to zero ex-
ponentially fast, the best rate that can be achieved turns out to be higher than the entropy.
Specifically, for § > 0 in an appropriate range, as n — 0o,

nR%(27) = nH(P,-) + o(n) bits, (3)

for a specific «* € (0,1) depending on §, where, for each « € (0,1), P, denotes the tilted

distribution,
P(z)"

ZyeA P(y)a ’
The first-order expansion (3) is simply the “rate version” of the well-known error-exponents result

that was established in the early works [9, 12] and in the present form by Blahut [4]; see the
text 7] for a standard exposition.

Pa(x): r e A.



1.3 Compression at pragmatic rates

The main contribution of the present work is a nonasymptotic refinement of the evaluation of
the fundamental compression limit R}, in the small excess-rate probability regime. In the same
sense in which Strassen’s expansion (2) and the finite-n bounds of [14] strengthen the classical
Shannon asymptotic relation (1), we show it is possible to derive finite-n bounds that provide
a correspondingly finer and stronger version of the first-order asymptotic expansion (3) in the
small excess-rate probability regime.

In Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 of Section 3 we provide explicit constants C' and C” such that,

1

I < *(—ndy\ _ ) -
O <k (@) = [nH(Par) = 57—

logn| < C, (4)
for all n greater than some explicit Ny. In view of this, we may call the expression,

I — o) logn bits/symbol,
the best pragmatic rate that can be achieved at blocklength n with excess-rate probability no
greater than e = 2=,

On account of the remark at the end of Section 1.1, the exact same results as in (4) hold in
the case of codes with prefix constraints — that is, for R}, in place of R} — with the same constant
C’, and with C'+ 1 in place of C.

Despite their technical nature, the approximations to R} and R} provided by all these dif-
ferent approaches are of as much practical relevance as they are of mathematical interest. In
particular, they each are useful in different regimes of the blocklength and the excess-rate prob-
ability requirements. For example, the Strassen-style approximation suggested by (2) is only
relevant for moderate values of €. If € is small, then the second term dominates and the approx-
imation is no longer valid or useful.

In that case, the operational utility of (4) can be described as follows. Given the blocklength n
and a small target excess-rate probability €, we can compute § = (1/n)log(1/¢) and solve for the
corresponding «*. Then the best achievable rate with these parameters is approximately R, (¢)
bits/symbol. As a simple, concrete example, consider the case of binary memoryless source
X = {X,} where each X,, has p.m.f. P ~ Bern(0.2). We examine the four approximations to
R} (€) suggested by the above results for various small values of €. In the ‘Shannon regime’,

Shannon: R} ~ H(P), (5)
Strassen: R ~ H(P)+ %O‘(X)QI(E) - % log n, (6)
and in the ‘error exponents regime’,
Blahut: R; ~ H(P,~) (7)
Thms. 3.1-3.2: R, ~ R, =H(Py)— I — o) log n. (8)

Table 1 shows representative results when the blocklength n = 50, which clearly demonstrate
that the pragmatic rate R, (€) provides by far the most accurate estimate of the optimal rate
R} (¢) for the problem parameters considered.



€ R} (e) | Shannon (5) | Strassen (6) | Blahut (7) | R, (€) (8)
0.00003 || 0.940 0.722 1.119 1.000 0.941
0.00010 || 0.940 0.722 1.086 0.997 0.936
0.00032 || 0.920 0.722 1.052 0.993 0.928
0.00093 || 0.900 0.722 1.017 0.987 0.917
0.00251 || 0.900 0.722 0.983 0.979 0.903
0.00626 || 0.880 0.722 0.948 0.969 0.888
0.01444 || 0.840 0.722 0.913 0.957 0.869

Table 1: Comparison between the true value of the optimal rate R} (¢) and four different approx-
imations. Clearly the approximation suggested by Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, given by the pragmatic
rate R,, gives the best results in this regime.

1.4 Prior related work

Formally, the problem of lossless data compression is very closely related to binary hypothesis
testing, especially in the case of fixed-rate compression. Indeed, there are close hypothesis-
testing parallels to all the major data-compression steps outlined in Section 1.2, beginning with
Stein’s lemma [5, 16, 6], its refinement by Strassen [23] and Polyanskiy-Poor-Verda [22], and the
error-exponent asymptotics of Hoeffding [11].

For hypothesis testing, sharper expansions in the error-exponents regime have been developed
by numerous authors, including the work reported in [8, 1, 2, 25, 19, 20]. The results in this paper
can be viewed as lossless compression analogues of the refined error-exponent bounds recently
obtained for binary hypothesis testing in |18, 17].

For fixed-rate data compression, Csiszar and Longo [8] obtained an asymptotic expansion for
the excess-rate probability, when the target rate is fixed. Our Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 can be viewed
as finite-n improvements of the “rate version” of these expansions, in the variable-rate case. Also,
in a related but different direction, the best achievable rate in the “moderate deviations” regime
was examined in [3].

Finally, we mention that extensive discussions of different aspects of the fundamental limits
of lossless data compression can be found in Csiszar and Korner’s classic text, [7], Han’s book
on information spectrum methods [10], and Tan’s monograph [24].

2 Preliminaries and auxiliary results

Throughout, X = {X,,} denotes a memoryless source with distribution P that has full support
on a finite alphabet A. For a € (0, 1), the tilted distribution P, is given by,
P (0%
Paa) = 20 s e, 9)
Zao

where the normalising constant Z, = ), . 4 P(x)®. The standard normal cumulative distribution
function is denoted by ®, and the relative entropy between two p.m.f.s P,(Q on the same finite
alphabet A is D(P||Q) = >, c4 P(x)log[P(x)/Q(x)]. All logarithms are taken to base 2.

2.1 Normal approximation, compression and hypothesis testing

Here we collect some classical normal approximation inequalities, a simple one-shot converse
bound for data compression and some useful nonasymptotic results for binary hypothesis testing,
all of which will be employed in the proofs of our main results in Section 3.



First, we recall the classical Berry-Esséen bound [15, 21| for sums of i.i.d. random variables.

Theorem 2.1 (Berry-Esséen bound) Let Z1,Zs, ..., Z, be i.i.d. random variables with mean
w=KE(Zy), variance 0® = Var(Z1) and p = E(|Z1 — p|?) < co. Then:

P(?(%i&—u) §x> — ®(x)

The following is a simple corollary of Theorem 2.1, cf. [22, 18, 17].

reR, n>1.

p
< —_
= 203\/n’

Lemma 2.2 Let Z1,Zs,...,7Z, be as in Theorem 2.1. Then,

n
1 P 1
E exp(— Z‘>H noz> S(——l-—)—e o o rzeR, n>1.
{ ; i) Ziza) V2r | o2)oyn

The following one-shot converse bound for data compression was established in [14].

Theorem 2.3 (One-shot converse) Let f* be the optimal compressor for a finite-valued ran-
dom variable X. Then, for any k >0 and 7 > 0,

PU(f*(X)) >k —1]>P[~logP(X) > k+71]—27".

The next two results were originally developed in the context of binary hypothesis testing.
Lemma 2.4 [8] can be viewed as a “change of measure” result for hypothesis testing, and Theo-
rem 2.5 [18, 17, 22] is a strong, finite-n converse bound for hypothesis testing.

Lemma 2.4 (Change of measure) Let P,Q be two p.m.f.s with full support on A, and let S,
be an arbitrary subset of A™, for somen > 1. If,

Pn n Pn n

(21) > max (y1)

QM(x}) ~ wpesh Q" (yY)

for all 7 & Sy,

then,

P"(S,) = min P"(S).
SCA™:Q™(S°)<Q™(S¢)

Theorem 2.5 (Hypothesis testing converse) Let P # Q be p.m.f.s with full support on A,
and forn > 1, € € (0,1), let,

i(e) = i P™(S).
A = senBilisne )
Then, for any A > 0 such that € + % <1,

B+ A
NG

where o = Varg(log —ggg ), p=Eqg|log —ggg —Eg(log —g&(g ) and B = 525

1
log el (€) > —nD(Q||P) — oy/n® ! (e + ) ~5 logn + log A,



2.2 Moments and derivatives identities

We close with some simple technical lemmas, stated without proof. Let X ~ P where P has full
support on A, and recall the definition of P, in (9). The proofs of Lemmas 2.6-2.9 follow by
direct computation; see for example, [8] and [18, 17].

Lemma 2.6 Define the tilted second and third moments as:

U%,a = Varp, (loge PO‘((;()) ),
e = . 5~ (e 55

Ug,a = Varp, (loge P(X))7
ps.a = Ep,|log, P(X) — Ep, (log, P(X))|’.

Then, for all a € (0,1): O'%a =(1- oz)Qaaa and pro = (1 — a)?p3.qa.

Lemma 2.7 For all o € (0,1) we have the following expressions for the derivatives of D(P,||P)
and 03 :

D(P,||P
DL _ (0 1)63 (10ge),
a )
2D(P,||P 3o
%ﬁ”) = (log€)a3, + (log e)(ar — 1)%’
do? 3
Die g, | (tog. PCY) - Er, og, PX))

Lemma 2.8 D(P,||P) is a continuous, strictly decreasing function of a, for € (0,1).

Lemma 2.9 For all a € (0,1) we have the following expressions for the derivatives of H(P,):

dH(P.)

e —(log e)aaia,
d*H (Py) , | doi,
T——(loge)[gaa‘i‘a da ]

3 Main results

We will now proceed with the main results of this paper, namely the development of non-
asymptotic achievability and converse bounds on the optimal compression rate, R (27"9), when
the excess-rate probability decays exponentially fast.

3.1 Achievability

Theorem 3.1 (Achievability) Consider a memoryless source X with p.m.f. P with full sup-
port on A. Let § € (0,D(U||P)), where U is the uniform distribution over A. Then, for any
n>1,

1 logn ¢

2(1—a*) n y (10)

R (27") < H(Por) —



where Py is defined in (9), o is the unique o € (0,1) for which § = D(Py»

| 1 ( 1 n pl) n a 1 1 < 1 n p2>
c=log| —|—=+— og| —(—=—+ =) |,
& 01 \\/ 27 O’% 1—a* & 02 \\/ 271 0%

where 03 = Varp_, (log, Pax (X)), p1 = Ep_.|log, Pax(X) — Ep_, (log, Par (X))?, 03 = O'%a* and
p2 = p2,a+, With a%a and py o defined as in Lemma 2.0.

P), and,

Remark. As noted in the introduction, the exact bound (10) remains valid in the case of codes
with prefix constraints — i.e., for R}, in place of R} — with ¢+ 1 in place of c.

PrRoOOF. The proof is based on an explicit construction of a compressor C,,. To that end, let
0 < B, <1 be a constant that will be chosen later, and define the set,

E, = {z7 € A" : log P"(27) > log B }. (11)
Write Mx (8,) = |Ey| for the cardinality of E,,, and suppose that,
PY(ES) <27, (12)

To obtain the desired compressor on A", first we order the strings 7 € E,, in order of decreasing
probability P™(z), breaking ties arbitrarily, and define C,, via:

n |log k| if 27 is the k' element of E,,
U(Cn(a7)) = { ;

[log |A|™] if 2 & E,.

Note that the longest codeword Cy,(«}') among all strings in E,, has length |log Mx(5,)]|. There-
fore, for any fixed £ € (0, 1),

PU(Cn(XT)) > |log Mx (8a)] + €] < PM(E;) <27
Hence, by definition, nR*(27"9) < log Mx (B,) + &, and since ¢ € (0,1) was arbitrary,

< IOg MX (/Bn) )
n

Ri(2)
The remainder of the proof is devoted to showing that there is an appropriate 3, such

that (12) holds, and evaluating the rate (1/n)log Mx(3,) for this choice.
Let o € (0,1) arbitrary. We begin by observing that we can express,

MX(ﬂn): Z Pa:gg
zNeR, ¢

1

= Y Pr(a})exp(—log, Py («})Ig, (27)
P EAn

= Epy [exp (- Z log, Pa(X) )1{ Z log, P(X;) > log, i}
=1 =1



We can now apply the version of the Berry-Esséen bound in Lemma 2.2, with Z; = log, P, (X;)
and ¢ = alog, B, — nlog, Z,, to obtain that:

Mx(Bn) =Epn [eXP ( - anloge ) { Z log, Po(Xi) > alog, 8, — nlog, Z, H
=1

1 1 P1a) 1
(\/27;+ P >ﬁexp(—(a10geﬁn—n10ge Za))

B Ola Ul,a
1 ( 1 Pl.a ng
= + = > , 13
Ol,a \V 2T U%,a Be/n (13)

where O'%a = Varp, (log, Po(X)) and p1.o = Ep,|log, Po(X) — Ep, (log, Pa(X))[3.
In order to select appropriate values for 3, and «, we examine P"(E¢):

PME;) = Y P'(af)leg(af)

xPeAn

= Y Prahes <loge ﬁ:gg)moge PP(af) < log, n)

xPEeAn

= Z P (x} exp< Zloge Pl ) {Zloge (x; <logeﬁn}

P EAn

Rearranging, we can further express,

P"(E;) = Z P2 (x7}) exp( Z:loge Pl )

xPeAn

H{nloge Zo + Z log, P1=%(z;) < nlog, Zo + (1 — a)log, ﬁn}
i=1

:ZP"ml exp( ZogeP )
P EAn
{5

> —nlog, Zo — (1 — «) logeﬁn},

P, (X;)
X;)

> —nlog, Z, (1—a)logeﬁn}}.

so that,

PM(ES) = Epg{ exp < P
S

Applying Lemma 2.2 again, with Z; = log,[P.(X;)/P(X;)] and x = —nlog, Z, — (1 — ) log, Bn,
yields,

P"(E;) < 1 <\/1_ '02’0{)% exp <n log, Zo + (1 — @) log, ﬁn)

02«

021’[1(\/1_ '020‘)”5;&. (14)



Now, setting,

1 1
10g5n:—1_a<—n6+10g< 1 < 1 +P2,a>ﬁ>>’
02,00 \ V21 Ug’a \/ﬁ

immediately yields (12). Note that, 3, > 0 by (14), while (11) and (12) imply 3, < 1.
As a result, the upper bound for Mx (5,) in (13) becomes:

1 1 o) 27
log Mx (8p) < log (01 < n p1 ) )

/271' Ula IBQ\/—
1 1 Pl,a 1
=lo < + —= > +nlogZ, — =logn
g( L g ) ez L1og
. and Qo 1 1
l—-a 1—« 8 1 < +p2a>ﬁ
92,0 \/7 0204 \/ﬁ
n 1
= O+logZ,) — ————1
[ (ad +log Za) 30 —a) 8"

1 1 Pl.a @ 1 1 02,0
+1o (=+52))+ o (=+2%2)) a5
s (Ul,a V2T 0'%704 ) l-a s <U2,a V2 0'%704 ( )
We finally need to select a. Since D(P,||P) is continuous and strictly decreasing in «

(Lemma 2.8), and since § € (D(Py||P)), D(Fy||P)) = (0, D(U||P)), there exists a unique o €
(0,1) for which 6 = D(P,+||P). For this value of «,

Po () Z o
a*0+1og Zor = « Py —|— P, (z)log —————
PR oY P
) oL (x)*
=Y Pue(x)log o + Z P
x€A Pa* (:C)
=Y Por(2)1og (P (2) )
€A ( >
= (1 —a")H(Pa~).
Substituting this in (15) yields (10), as required. O

3.2 Converse

Theorem 3.2 (Converse) Consider a memoryless source X with p.m.f. P with full support on
A. Let 6 € (0,D(U||P)), where U is the uniform distribution over A. Then for any n > Ny,

Ry(27) > H(Por) = 57— —— — —, (16)
where P, is as defined in (9), o* is the unique o € (0,1) for which § = D(P,+||P), and,

2 4(1 2 9201
NO:maX{44(p3 >, ( +q+r) ( +q+r)7N17N2}7

33 p? " op(l—a¥)
loge
2

73> — (1 —a*)ps| +

1+g+7r loge
q +g

C:
1—oa* 2

(55 + /) + 1,




where 03 and p3 o are as defined in Lemma 2.6, and the remaining constants are given by:

2 2 ;2 52 2 .
03 =034+, 03~ = inf o3 s 03 = Sup 03,, P3= Sup p3a,
a€(0,1) a€(0,1) ae(0,1)

loge
p=(loge)(l —a*)o3, q= g (62 + p3), r=19(loge)(1 — a*)( s + 1)\/0’% + ps,
Ny :min{n >8 : logn gp\/ﬁ}, Ny = min{n >3 : logn <p(l-a* n}
Remark. Again, in view of the remark at the end of Section 1.1, the bound (16) remains valid

for prefix free codes exactly as stated.

Proor. Taking k = nR, for some R > 0, letting 7 = nd, and replacing X with X{* (and f*
with f) in the one-shot converse in Theorem 2.3, yields:

1
Pl(f7(X1) = n(R——)] > Pl=log P"(X}) = n(R+8)] —27.
Therefore, if we can find a rate R for which,
Pllog P*(X{') < —n(R+6)] > 2x 27",

this would imply that P[¢(f(X})) > n(R — 1/n)] > 27" which would in turn give,

1
R:(27™) >R — ~. (17)
Writing,
Sp={a] € A" : log P"(2]) < —n(R+0)},
our objective then is to find an appropriate rate R for which,
P™(Sy,) >2x 27, (18)

Much of the remainder of the proof will be devoted to establishing (18).
First we will use Lemma 2.4 to express P"(S,,) in terms of Py (Sy,) for some o, € (0,1) that
will be chosen later. Indeed, since,

Sp = {x? e A" ilog P=on(2;) < —(1 — a)n(R + 5)}

i=1
o oe £ET)
=<z} € A" : log W <—1—=ap)n(R+9)+nlogZ,, ¢, (19)
Ty
we have that,
Pn n Pn n
(x1) > max Pat) for all 27 & Sp,

P2 (x}) ~ apeS, PR (2)
so we can apply Lemma 2.4 to obtain that,

P"™(S P™(S). 20
(5n) = g pnepp BB _pn 5y TS (20)

The next step will be an application of the Berry-Esséen bound to obtain an upper bound
on Py (Sy). From (19) we get,

_pr <;10ge Pg?ﬂ(;c;) - (1 —ap)n(R+0) —nlog Z,, ) (21)

loge

10



Choosing R as,

1 P, (X)
R= [E <1 on ) log Z, ] _5, 99
1 _ an Pan Og P(X) + Og On ( )
we have,
(1 B an)n(R+5) — nlog Zoz a (X)
loge T Pan | T08e P(X)
and the Berry-Esséen in Theorem 2.1 applied to (21) yields,
P (X) P2,
P ( 1 Ep,, (1 )] <@+ R
(Z Oge P < n Pan Oge P(X) > — ( ) + QUg,an\/ﬁ
Using Lemma 2.6, the bound becomes,
1 P2,an 1 1 N
g¢ 1 (1—ap)3 _ - P3,an 3 23
P < ot o i =3V 503 vn =2 2y (23)
(1—ap)3 o

where 03, and p3 ., are as in Lemma 2.6, o3? == infoec(0,1) 0?2,704 and g3 := SUPqe(0,1) P30
Using this bound, from (20) we get,

P"(S,) > min P"(S).
ScAm Py, (S)<i+5 % -

Then us1ng the hypothesis testing converse in Theorem 2.5, with P, in the place of Q, € =

3 Ly 5 3\/_, and A = 1, yields,
1 P3 P2,0, 1
log P"(Sn) = ~nD(Pa, | P) = 020, (log )V~ (5 + e R v f) - 5logn,
(24)
1
> —nD(Py, | P) ~ 03,0, (log €)y/n®" ( + Af;?’f + f) — 5 logn, (25)
as long as 3 —|— \/— QOZQQan \/— <1, ie., forn > 4(20 R p2 L2on 1 1)2 Note that 2?33 > 2’);%

2,an
by (23), which Justlﬁes (25) and also means that (24) still holds when n > 4(0_%33 +1)2.

Recall that the existence of a unique o* as in the statement of the theorem is already estab-
lished in Theorem 3.1. In order to bound log P"(S,) below further, we will use simple Taylor
expansions to get bounds on D(P,, ||P), 024, and the ®~! term in (25). First we expand
D(P,,||P) around o*. Using the expressions for the derivatives of D(P,||P) in Lemma 2.7,
gives,

D(P.,,||P) = D(Pur||P) + (an — a")(a” — 1)o3(log e)

8 0 ") <o§,u+<u—1> .| (108 <X>—Epu<1ogeP<X>>)3}), (26)

for some u € [a*, ay,], assuming o* < «,, and where 03 = 03 o+. Letting 6§ = SUPqe(0,1) o2 . we

3,
have O'g,u < 53, and we observe that |u — 1| < 1 and that,

loge P(X) - EPU (loge P(X))

3 A~
‘ < ps3.

£p, [ (108, P(X) - Ep, (105, P(X))) ]| < E,

11



Therefore,

loge

D(Pa,|P) < D(Pur||P) + (an — a)(a” — 1)o3(log e) + 5

(o — a*)2(62 + p3). (27)

Next, since 024, = (1 — ap)03,q,, by Lemma 2.6, we can expand o3 4, instead of og,, around
a*, yielding,

2 2 x 3 2 . 4
03, = 03 + (an — a")Ep, | (10g. P(X) — Ep, (log, P(X)))'| < o} + s,

for some w € [o*, o], assuming a,, — a* < 1. Hence,

02,0, = (1 —ay)o3q, < (1— a*)w/ag + p3. (28)

And for the third term, we expand ®~! around 1/2 to obtain that,

O R O R %>ﬁ

1(ﬁ3 1

< —

=n

o5’ ><z>(<1>1(% +3
19

ﬁ

SQ;(£;+J>23 Q;<a

=+ 7))
) (29)

for some z € (1,1 + p}i/— T) where (29) holds as long as:

(£ +1)2
> -
(®(2) - 1/2)?
Finally, substituting the bounds (27), (28) and (29) into (25), gives,

n244< +1>
0-3

. . nloge w2/~ R
) = nlay — %) (loge) (" = 1)of — =2 <an—a (63 + bs)

— (1 —a*)y/o? + p3 x (loge)y/n x %(03 ) —logn

1
> —nd + pn(ay, — a*) — qnlay, — o) —r — 3 log n, (30)

log P"*(Sy) > —nD(Py,-

where 6§, p, ¢ and r are as in the statement of the theorem.
Now we are in a position to choose «,,. Letting,
. llogn 14qg+rl

_ il Z 31
Ol a+2pn+ » n’ ()

simple algebra shows that we have,
* *\ 2 1
pn(a, —a*) — gn(a, — a*) —r—ilognzl,

as long as n is large enough so that,




in which case (30) becomes log P"(S,,) > —nd + 1, which is exactly our desired bound (18). To

ensure its validity, we must also ensure that the earlier conditions we applied — namely, that

ap > o, that a,, —a* < 1 and that «,, € (0,1) — are also satisfied. The inequalities «,, > 0 and

ay, > o follow from (31), a,, — a® < 1 follows from (31) and (32), and finally, if we further take
n large enough that

logn 214q+r)

p(l—a*)

then «a;, < 1 easily follows from (31). To summarize, taking n > Ny as in the statement of the
theorem ensures the validity of our key bound (18).

The final step of the proof consists of showing that, with R chosen as in (22) and with «,, as
n (31), the rate R can be bounded below so that, in combination with (17), we will obtain the
desired bound (16) in the statement of the theorem.

To that end, starting from the definition of R in (22), we can re-write,

<p(l—a*) and n>

R=Ep,, (log P(g()i)) + _1 . [anEPan <10g Pa?g??) +log Zan] s
= D(PomHP) + o [anD(PanHP) + (1 — an)H(Pan) _ anD(Pan”P)] _s
= D(Pa,[|P) + H(Fa,) = 6. (33)

To bound this below, we will expand D(P,, ||P) and H(P,, ) around a*. For D(P,, ||P), con-
tinuing from the Taylor expansion in (26) we have,

log e

D(Pa, IP) 2 8~ (an — a*)(1 = a*)o}(loge) = —o(an — a)%|ds® = (1= a")is|  (34)
> 5~ (0~ a")(1 — a*)o3(loge) — 25|53 — (1 a%) (3)

s logn 1+qg+r loge

~ 2 *\ o~
— (1=
on o on 03 ( a®)p3

; (36)

for some u € [a*, o], where (34) holds because O'g,u > 32,1 —u < 1—a* and by the definition
of p3; (35) follows from the definition of «,; and (36) follows by substituting the expression of
oy, in (31). Similarly expanding H(P,, ) around o* and using the expressions for the derivatives
of H(P,) in Lemma 2.9,

H(P,,) = H(Py) — (o, — @*)a*o3 loge

_ 1°§ € (an — a¥)? <0§,U +oEp, [( log, P(X) — Ep, (log, P(X))) 3}) (37)
> H(Py) — (a, — *)a*o2loge — loge(an —a")2(62 +1 x p3) (38)
> H(Por) ~ (0 — 0*)a" o} oge — 2 (53 + i) (39)
= H(For) = 2(1 (i*oz*) loin B a*(i _—}— Z:_ r) n lc;ie (55 + ). (40)

where (37) holds for some v € [a*, a,]; (38) holds since 0'32’7u < 3%, v < 1 and by the definition
of p3; (39) follows from the definition of «,; and (40) follows by substituting the expression of
ap in (31).

13



Substituting the bounds (36) and (40) into (33), gives,
1 logn
2(1—a*) n

1+qg+7r loge|. R loge,_ R 1
—{ 1 —or + 5 732 — (1 —a*)ps| + 5 (0§+p3) X —,

R> H(Py) —

and combining this with (17) yields (16) and completes the proof. O
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