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Abstract

We study the capacity of the power-constrained additive Gaussian channel with an entropy
constraint at the input. In particular, we characterize this capacity in the low signal-to-noise
ratio regime, as a corollary of the following general result on a moment matching problem: we
show that for any continuous random variable with finite moments, the largest number of initial
moments that can be matched by a discrete random variable of sufficiently small but positive
entropy is three.

1 Introduction

Consider an additive Gaussian noise channel with an input-output relationship given by Y =
VsnrX + Z, where snr > 0 is the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the channel and Z ~ AN(0,1)
is a standard Gaussian random variable (r.v.), independent of X. We denote the mutual informa-
tion between X and Y by I(X,snr) £ I(X;Y), since we have Y = /snrX + Z throughout this
paper. The capacity of this channel with a power constraint on the input is given by

1
C(snr) = sup I(X,snr)= —log(1l+ snr),
E[X?]<1 2

where the supremum is over all distributions of X over R. The supremum is achieved by taking
X ~ N(0,1). Operationally, the capacity C(snr) is the largest communication rate at which an
arbitrarily small error probability can be ensured over an additive Gaussian channel of SNR equal
to snr.

In modern cloud-based communication networks, it is a remote agent that determines the chan-
nel input, and the communication from the agent to the transmitter is rate-limited. Consequently,
the channel input is entropy constrained. As a mathematical model of such a scenario, we propose
to study the entropy-constrained capacity of the Gaussian channel, defined as

Cu(h,snr) = sup I(X,snr), (1)
E[X?]<1,
H(X)<h

for h > 0. The operational interpretation of Cg(h,snr) is that it is the largest communication rate
at which an arbitrarily small error probability can be ensured over the Gaussian channel of SNR snr
using an input of entropy at most h. Note that the entropy constraint forces X to have a discrete
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distribution. Also note that without the power constraint E[X?] < 1, Cg(h,snr) would be equal to
h for all h > 0.

Computing the Gaussian channel capacity can be viewed as an approximation problem of ran-
dom variables in the following sense: solving supy I(X,snr) is equivalent to solving infx C'(snr) —
I(X,snr) = infx D(X + Z || X + Z), where Z ~ N(0,1), X¢ is Gaussian with the same mean
and variance as X, and Z is independent of X and X¢. Thus, the problem is to approximate the
Gaussian r.v. X by an X that minimizes the “non-Gaussianity” D(X + Z || X¢ + Z). Our main
result characterizes Cp(h,snr) in the low-SNR regime, i.e., snr — 0, for sufficiently small h. It
turns out that in this regime, the approximation problem described above essentially takes on the
following form, which can be posed independently of the above, in terms of just the moments of X
and Xg.

Consider the classical mathematical problem of approximating continuous distributions with
discrete distributions by matching as many of their initial moments as possible, called the moment
problem [Akh65; Sch17]. In particular, we are interested in identifying discrete distributions that
match as many initial moments as possible while having a sufficiently small entropy. Moments
determine the tail behaviour of distributions, but it is known that distributions that are visually
very different can have nearly identical moment generating functions, and thus, moments [McC94].
Continuous distributions can be thought of as having “infinite” entropy. Thus, a natural question to
ask is whether we can replicate similar tail behaviours as infinite entropy continuous distributions
using “low-entropy” discrete distributions. We show that discrete distributions with sufficiently
small entropy (i.e., smaller than some positive constant depending on the continuous distribution)
can match no more than three moments with any continuous distribution of finite moments.

Using this result, we show that for any h < ho(1/3) ~ 0.92 bits, as snr — 0, Cg(h,snr) is at
most a constant factor times snr* away from C(snr). In addition to this low-SNR regime, we provide
asymptotic expressions for Cg(h,snr) in the regimes where h — 0 and h — oo in Section 2. These
follow as immediate corollaries of results on the asymptotic tightness of Fj curves [CPW18|. More
details on the moment problem and the solution of its low-entropy version are in Section 3. We
conclude with some perspectives and open problems in Section 4.

1.1 Prior work

Several works have studied the effect of practical constraints on channel capacity. For example,
Wu and Verda [WV10| considered a cardinality constraint on the (discrete) input distribution and
showed, among other things, that the cardinality-constrained capacity approaches the unconstrained
capacity C(snr) exponentially fast as the cardinality goes to infinity. Surprisingly, a peak-amplitude
constraint (instead of the power and entropy constraints) also results in the capacity-achieving
distribution being discrete, as shown by Smith [Smi71]. This spurred interest in characterizing the
cardinality of the capacity-achieving distribution and bounds on the capacity with an amplitude
constraint [SS10; DYPS19; TKB17|. More recently, there have been extensions to various moment
constraints and channels [MW21; ATS01; LM09; BZFD24|, motivated by practical setups such as
optimal communication.

While our motivation for the entropy constraint comes from cloud-based networks, it is worth
noting that entropy constraints have become increasingly popular in the machine learning commu-
nity, particularly in lossy source coding [LZCK22; ECK24|. The moment problem has also been
of interest in machine learning [LSZ15; NGV21|, which is not unexpected, given that it is an ap-
proximation problem. Thus, identifying how many moments of continuous distributions can be
matched by low-entropy distributions is a timely and interesting problem in its own right. The
appearance of the moment problem in our context of computing the Gaussian channel capacity is



also not surprising, as it is known that information measures associated with the Gaussian channel
can be approximated by polynomials of moments [GSV08; AC24|. For an overview of the moment
problem from a mathematical perspective, refer to the recent textbook by Schmiidgen [Sch17] (more
references are in Section 3).

1.2 Notation

The sequence (g, s1,. .. ) is represented by the shorthand (s,,)22,. Uppercase letters (e.g X, Y, ...)
denote random variables (r.v.’s). We use E[X] to denote the expectation of X. D(X ||Y) denotes
the KL divergence between the distributions of X and Y. The mutual information between X and Y
is denoted by I(X,snr), with X and Y being the input and output of an additive Gaussian channel
throughout the paper. The entropy of X is denoted by H(X), and the binary entropy function
by ho(x) = —zlogx — (1 — x)log(1 — x). All logarithms are taken with respect to any fixed base;
when the base is 2, the unit is bits. We write f(xz) = O(g(z)) if there exists a finite constant M
and zo > 0 such that f(x) < Mg(x) for all |z| < xg. We write f(z) = O(g(x)) if f(x) = O(g(z))
and g(x) = O(f(z)). The Hankel matrix of order n is denoted by H,(so,s1,...,S2,) and is given
by the (n + 1) x (n 4 1) matrix with (4, j)-th entry s;1; for 0 <4, j < n (defined explicitly in (3)).
A > 0 denotes that the matrix A is positive definite and A > 0 that A is positive semidefinite. We
use 1{P} to denote the indicator function of the statement P, which is 1 when P is true and 0
otherwise.

2 Asymptotic Characterizations of Cy

In this section, we describe our results characterizing C'7(h, snr) in the following asymptotic regimes:
(i) h — 0 (Section 2.2, Proposition 2),
(ii) h — oo (Section 2.2, Proposition 2), and

(iii) snr — 0 and h < ho(1/3) ~ 0.92 bits (Section 2.3, Theorem 1).

Before doing so, we first show (Section 2.1, Proposition 1) that the supremum in (1) is in fact a
maximum, i.e., for any h,snr > 0, there is an input distribution such that X satisfies E[X?] < 1
and H(X) < h and achieves I(X,snr) = C(h,snr).

2.1 Existence of capacity-achieving distribution

We use arguments similar to Abou-Faycal et al. [ATS01] and Wu and Verda [WV10] to show
the existence of a capacity-achieving distribution. In particular, we show that the set of feasible
distributions is compact (with respect to the topology of weak convergence; see, e.g., the book by
Billingsley [Bil13] for the results used in the proof) and the mutual information restricted to this
set is continuous, which implies that the supremum is achieved [Lue97].

While we will not make use of this existence result in the remainder of this paper, it is interesting
to note that for any finite h, the capacity is indeed achieved by some discrete distribution. This
result also allows us to assume without loss of generality that the discrete r.v. X is zero mean and
of unit variance, which may simplify further analysis.

Proposition 1. For any h,snr > 0, the entropy-constrained capacity defined in (1) is given by

Cg(h,snr) = max I(X,snr),
E[X?]<I,
H(X)<h
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and a mazimizing choice of X is zero mean, has unit variance, and has entropy h.

Proof. Let P denote the Polish space of the set of all distributions on R associated with the Lévy
metric, inducing the topology of weak convergence. Let Py, be the set of distributions on R satisfying
the constraints E[X?] < 1 and H(X) < h. Let (P,)%, be a sequence of distributions in P,
converging weakly to P € P. Let X,, be distributed as P,, i.e., each X,, satisfies E[X?] < 1 and
H(X,) < h and X as P, ie., X, converges to X in distribution. Fatou’s lemma implies that
E[X?] < liminf, ,, E[X2] < 1, and the lower-semicontinuity of entropy implies that H(X) <
liminf, o H(X,) < h. Hence, we have that P, is a closed subset of P. Further, P}, is tight, i.e.,
for every € > 0 there exists a compact subset K. of R such that for all P € P, X distributed as
P satisfies Pr{X ¢ K.} < e. Indeed, choosing K. = [—1/1/¢,1//€], we have that Pr{X ¢ K.} =
Pr{|X| > 1/e} < % < €, by Markov’s inequality. Thus, by Prokhorov’s theorem, P, is
weakly compact. Since E[X?] < 1 for all distributions in Py, we also have that I(X,snr) is weakly
continuous on P, [WV12]|. Hence, the function achieves its maximum (which may not be unique).

That the entropy of a maximizing X is equal to h follows by observing that the optimization
problem involves maximizing a concave function over the complement of an open, convex set, hence
any maximizer has to lie on the boundary. We also have that the second moment must be 1 for the
same reason. To show that a maximizer must be of zero mean, suppose otherwise. Observe that
AMX — E[X]) with A = 1/4/E[X?] — E[X]? > 1 has a higher mutual information, mean zero and
unit variance. U

2.2 Entropy asymptotics via F; curves

The results for the asymptotic regimes of h — 0 and A — oo follow immediately from previously
known results on F; curves, studied by Calmon et al. [CPW18|. These are defined as

Fr(hysnr) = sup I(W;Y), (2)
E[X?]<1,
I(W;X)<h

with the supremum over all joint probability distributions over W and X, and Y = /snrX + Z.
The Fj curves are a generalization of the classical data processing inequality, which says that for
W —o— X —o— Y forming a Markov chain, I(W; X) > I(W;Y). This implies that Fy(h,snr) < h,
but the F7 curve gives us a finer characterization of this decrease in mutual information.

There is a clear connection between Fy and Cp, as setting W = X in (2) recovers (1). This
immediately implies that Fj is an upper bound to Cp, which is statement (i) of Proposition 2.
Note that we always have Cp(h,snr) < h; statement (ii) shows that this is tight as h — 0, i.e.,
limy,_sg W = 1 and the difference h — Cgr(h,snr) goes to 0 as approximately hn Similarly, we
always have Cy(h,snr) < C(snr) = £log(1+snr); statement (iii) shows that this is tight as h — oo,

ie., limy oo % =1 and C(snr) — Cg(h,snr) goes to 0 doubly exponentially in h.

Proposition 2. The following statements are true for Cy and Fr (as defined in (1) and (2) re-
spectively), for all snr > 0:

(i) Cr(hysnr) < Fr(h,snr) for all h > 0.

(ii)) As h — 0, Cg(h,snr) = h — esnr o +0(log ).

(iii) As h — oo, e=1Eme™ < O(snr) — Cyr(h, snr) < ca(snr)e=EME" | for some positive functions
C1,C2,C3.



Proof. (i) follows immediately by observing that setting W = X in the definition of F (2) yields
exactly Cy. (ii) and (iii) follow from the diagonal [CPW18, Remark 2| and horizontal [CPW18,
Remark 5] bounds on Fr respectively, which are attained by choosing W = X in (2). O

2.3 Low-SNR asymptotics

Our main result characterizing Cp is in the low-SNR regime, as stated in Theorem 1 below. As
snr — 0, we show that for any h < ha(1/3) ~ 0.92 bits, Cp(h,snr) is at most a constant times snr?
worse than C/(snr).

Theorem 1. As snr — 0, for any h < ha(1/3), we have C(snr) — Cg(h,snr) = O(snr?).

Proof. The main ingredient of the proof is Theorem 2 (Section 3), which implies that for any
h < he(1/3), among all discrete distributions with entropy at most h, the largest & such that the
k-th moment of the discrete distribution is equal to the k-th moment of the Gaussian distribution,
is three.

Let us consider distributions that have a sufficiently large number of finite moments (say 2n,
which is at least 10). By the I-MMSE relationship [GSV04], note that I(X,snr) is n-times dif-
ferentiable in snr if E[X?"] < oo [GSV08]. Hence, we can write a Taylor expansion of I(X,snr)
about snr = 0 up to the n-th order (n > 5), with the coefficients of snr* being a polynomial of
the first & moments of X [WV10]. Consider the difference C(snr) — I(X,snr), which is equal to
I(X¢g,snr) — I(X,snr), as the capacity of the Gaussian channel (with only a power constraint) is
achieved by X ~ N(0,1). By Theorem 2, the first non-zero term in the Taylor expansion of
C(snr) — I(X,snr) is ©(snr?) for any X with finite E[X"] up to n > 10. Hence, the minimum
of C(snr) — I(X,snr) over all distributions satisfying E[X?] < 1 and H(X) < h, which is exactly
C(snr) — Cg(h,snr) is O(snrt). O

Thus, the key to Theorem 1 is the low-entropy moment problem, which we state and solve in
the next section.

3 The Moment Problem

We now describe the classical moment problem in measure theory. Though the problem is usually
stated in terms of general measures, we restrict ourselves to probability measures and continue
to use the language of random variables for consistency, since they are entirely equivalent: p is a
probability measure on R (which we equip with the Borel o-algebra B(R) throughout) if and only
if there is a r.v. X such that Pr{X € A} = p(A) for all A € B(R).

One version of the classical moment problem [Sch17] is the following:

Given a sequence (sp,)22, does there exist a r.v. X on R such that E[X"] = s, for all
n > 07

Hamburger |[Ham20| characterized the sequences (s,)s2, with a positive answer to this question.
The result is stated in terms of the Hankel matrix of order n associated with (s,)7%, given by

S0 S1 Sn
S1 S92 cee Spl

Hn(SO,Sl,...,SQn) = . . . . . (3)
Sn Sn+l Son



Fact 1 ([Sch17; Ham20]). Given an infinite sequence (s,)32, there exists a r.v. X on R such that
E[X™] = s, for n > 0, if and only if so = 1 and the Hankel matrices Hy(sq, ..., Son) are positive
semidefinite for all n > 1. Further, X has an infinite support if and only if Hy(so,...,S2,) is

positive definite for all n.

Similar solutions can be obtained when the r.v.’s are restricted to be on various closed subsets
of R, such as the non-negative real axis [0,00) [Sti94| and compact intervals [a,b] [Hau2l]. An
interesting variant of the problem is to require only a finite number of initial moments to be matched,
leading to the truncated moment problem. Surprisingly, if this can be done by any r.v., it can be
done by a discrete r.v. with a finite number of atoms. The truncated sequences that allow for a
solution were characterized by Curto and Fialkow [CF91].

Fact 2 ([Sch17; CF91]). Given a truncated sequence (s,)k_,, there exists a r.v. X on R such that

n=0~
E[X"] = s, forn=0,1,...,k, if and only if s =1 and
(i) (for odd k = 2n + 1) there exists Sopto such that H,11(so, 81, -+, Sk, Son+2) = 0;
(ii) (for even k = 2n) there exist Sop+1, Sont2 such that Hy11(s0, 81, -+, Sk, Son+1, Sont2) = 0.

Further, X is discrete and has at most |k/2| + 1 atoms.

3.1 Low-entropy moment problem

Now suppose there is a target continuous r.v. W on R and we wish to find a discrete r.v. X on R
that approximates W by matching as many of their initial moments as possible. Let s,, = E[WW™"] for
n > 0, then by Fact 1, we have H,,(sg, ..., s2,) = 0 for all n > 1. By Fact 2, this implies that there
exists a discrete r.v. X of at most m + 1 atoms with moments E[X"] = s, for n = 0,...,2m + 1.
Thus, for any continuous r.v. on R, there exists a discrete r.v. on R with at most m atoms that
has the same first 2m — 1 moments. By allowing for a large enough m, it is possible to match an
arbitrarily large number of moments using a discrete (even finite) r.v.

In particular, consider the special case where the target continuous r.v. is Gaussian. It is known
that the m-point Gauss—Hermite quadrature distribution has the same first 2m — 1 moments as
the Gaussian distribution, and that no other discrete r.v. with as many or fewer atoms can do
the same [WV10, Theorem 2|, [Gaul4; SB02|. It is also known that for large m, the entropy of
the Gauss—Hermite quadrature distribution is approximately %log m, which grows unboundedly as
m — oo. This seems to suggest that we require a large entropy to match an arbitrary number of
moments, which begs the following general question:

Given a real-valued continuous r.v., how many moments can be matched by a discrete
r.v. that has a “sufficiently small” entropy?

We show that for any continuous r.v., at most three moments can be matched by such a low-entropy
discrete r.v. This is stated formally below.

Theorem 2. For any continuous r.v. W with finite moments my,, = E[W™], there exists a positive
number n(W) < 3 such that for any h € (0,ha(n(W)), among all discrete r.v.’s X such that
H(X) < h, the largest k such that E[X"] = m,, for n =1,2,... k is three. In particular, when W

18 symmelric, we have
2

wy={dm, Sz
n 5m5—my f <3 2
omi—m, W ma < 3mj.



For the special case of the Gaussian r.v. W ~ N(0,1), n(W) = £ and hy(n(W)) ~ 0.92 bits.
Before proceeding to the proof of Theorem 2, it is worth clarifying that the theorem makes two
claims, for any continuous r.v. W with finite moments:

(i) If the discrete r.v. X is such that E[X"] = E[W"] for n = 1,2,3,4, then H(X) > ho(n(W)).

(ii) For any h > 0, there exists a discrete r.v. X such that H(X) < h and E[X"] = E[W"] for
n =1,2,3, i.e., it is possible to match three moments of any continuous r.v. with a discrete
r.v. of arbitrarily low entropy.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 2

We first characterize r.v.’s with “small” entropy as being a random combination of a probability mass
at a single atom and some discrete r.v. with finite but not necessarily “small” entropy (Lemma 1).
We then use this characterization, together with Fact 2, to show that if the entropy is smaller
than some constant depending on the continuous r.v. (e.g., ha(1/3) =~ 0.92 bits for the Gaussian
distribution), we can match at most the first three moments. Finally, we show that even if the
entropy is to be arbitrarily small, the first three moments can still be matched.

Lemma 1. For any h € (0,log 2), the following statements are equivalent:
(i) The r.v. X satisfies 0 < H(X) < h.

(ii) There exists 19 € R, € € (0,3) such that ha(e) < h, and a discrete r.v. X with Pr{X =z¢} =0

i.e. zo is not an atom of X ) and entropy H(X) < M, such that
( f y

€

X =Uzxo+ (1-U)X, (4)

where U is a binary random variable independent of X, taking values in {0,1} with Pr{U =
0} =e.

Proof. (i) = (i): Assume that there exist quantities xo, e, X, U as given in statement (ii) and let
X be given by (4). For such X and X, we can derive a relation between their entropies as follows.
Consider the joint entropy H(X,U), which is equal to H(X) + H(U | X), by the chain rule of
entropy. As Pr{X = z¢} = 0, we know that U = 1 if and only if X = z¢, and hence H(U | X) = 0.
The joint entropy is also equal to H(U) + H(X | U). The first term is equal to ha(e), and the
second term is equal to eH (X | U =0) + (1 —¢)H(X | U =1). When U = 0, we have X = X, and

hence H(X | U = 0) = H(X). Similarly, when U = 1, we have X = 29, and H(X |U =1) = 0.
Putting everything together, we have that H(X) = H(X,U) = hy(e) +€H(X). Since hy(e) < h and
H(X) < %2(6), we have H(X) < h. Further, since € > 0, H(X) > ha(€) > 0, and we are done.

(i) = (ii): Let X bear.v. with H(X) € (0, h] for some h € (0,log2) and let supp(X) denote
its support, i.e., set of € R such that Pr{X =z} > 0. Also let € = 1 — max,cqupp(x) Pr{X = x}
and g = arg max,cqpp(x) Pr{X = z}. Note that this maximum is well-defined even if the support
is (countably) infinite, as the sum of Pr{X = z} over all € supp(X) is 1. Clearly, € € [0, 1]; we
claim that e must lie in (0, %) That € > 0 is trivial—if € = 0, we have Pr{X = x¢} = 1, implying
that H(X) = 0 which is a contradiction. On the other hand, if € > 1, we have that Pr{X =z} < 3
for all z € R, and hence, H(X) =}, cyppox) Pr{X = 2} log m >log2 > h > H(X), which

cannot be. Let U = 1{X = xo} such that Pr{U = 0} = Pr{X # x} = e. We define the r.v. X
as follows. If X = x for some x # zg, set X = x. If X = xg, randomly set X to be any value



z € supp(X) \ {zo} with probability 1 Pr{X = z}. This choice makes U and X to be independent,
as Pr{X =z | U = 0} is equal to

Pr{X =2} Pr{X =z}
Pr{X # zo}

which is equal to Pr{X = 2 | U = 1}. Note that Pr{X = 2y} = 0 and we always have X =
Uzg+ (1 — U)X. By the same calculation as in the proof of (i) = (i), we have that H(X) =
ho(€) + eH(X) < h, and hence, H(X) must be at most %2(5) This completes the proof of the
equivalence of (i) and (ii). O

Pr{X=z|X#2}=Pr{X =z|X #20} = =Pr{X =x|X =z},

We are now ready to prove Theorem 2. We show that

(i) any discrete r.v. with entropy at most ho(n(W)) can match at most the first three moments
with the continuous r.v. W, and

(ii) there exist r.v.’s with arbitrarily small entropy that can still match the first three moments.

Note that to simplify calculations, we may assume that m; = 0. Let X’ = X — mq and let
m}, = E[X'"]. If X has moments my,, then m}, = > (—=1)"(})mp—imi, i.e., m} =0, mh = ma—mj,
mhy = mg — 3mimag + 2m3, and so on. Thus, we assume without loss of generality that m; = 0,
remembering that we must replace mo by mo — m%, ms3 by mz — 3mime + 2m§’, and so on, in the
final expression. However, since we only provide an explicit expression for (W) in the case where
W is symmetric, we have m; = 0 anyway.

Proof of (i):  The proof can be summarized as follows. We use Lemma 1 to conclude that any
r.v. X such that H(X) < ha(n(W)) is of the form (4) for some zp € R, € < n(WW) and discrete
r.v. X which has no mass at zo. For X to have moments E[X"] = m,, X must have moments
E[X"] = s, = M We then show that Ha(1,s1,...,s4) cannot be positive semidefinite for
any choice of e < n(W). Thus, there is no choice of 55 and 3¢ that makes Ho(1,s1, ..., s4, S5, S¢)
positive semidefinite. By Fact 2, we have that no X has si,...,s4 as the first four moments, and
hence, no X with H(X) < ha(n(WW)) has my,...,my as the first four moments.

First note that if H(X) = 0, the only possibility is that X = z with probability 1 for some
x € R. Since E[X] = z, we must have = mj to match at least one moment. Since W is a
continuous random variable, we have, in particular, that

1 m
H1(17m17m2) = <m1 m;) -~ 07

implying that mg —m?2 > 0. Hence, mo # m? = E[X?], and with H(X) = 0, we can match at most
one moment.

Now suppose 0 < H(X) < h < ha(n(W)). By Lemma 1, X must be of the form Uzg+ (1—U)X
for some ¢ € (0,4) such that ho(e) < h, 29 € R, X with Pr{X = z} = 0, and U € {0,1}
independent of X. Since hy(e) < h < ha(n(W)) and n(W) < %, we must also have e < n(W). Then,
the n-th moment of X can be written as

n

E[X"] = f: (7)1@ [(U:no)i((l - U)X)"—Z} =y (?) wHE [UT(1 — Uy E[X"],

: 1 :
1=0 i=0



since U and X are independent. Note that E [U (1-U )"‘Z] is zero for all ¢ except 0 and n. Hence,
the above sum is simply

E[X"] = E[(1 — U)"|E[X"] + 2?E[U"] = E[X"] + (1 — ¢)a.

This implies that there exists X such that E[X"] =m, for n =1,2,...,k if and only if there exists
X such that E[X"] = s, for n =1,...,k, with

m, 1l—c¢
Sp = — —
€ €

xg .-

To have k > 4, by Fact 2, we must have Ha(1,s1,...,54) >= 0, which happens if and only if all
of its leading principal minors are non-negative, i.e.,

1 S1 S2
)20, and det | sy so s3| >0.
S92 S3 84

1 S1

1>0, det(
S1  S9

. . . 1 . .
The first is obviously true. The determinant of (s Zl> is equal to so — s% = m2 _ lgex%, which
1

is non-negative if and only if x% < 15ma.

Observe that the last inequality is exactly det Hy(1,s1,...,54) > 0, which we now show to be
false for any choice of x% < 15-my, for any € < n(W), which implies, by Fact 2, that k < 3. Hence,
no X with H(X) < h < ho(n(W)) has my, ma, msz, m4 has the first four moments. The determinant
of Ha(1, 81,...,84) is given by

1 51 s9 1 —texo 2 12555(2)
det | s1 so s3] =det —%:ﬂo = 126:17% s %xg
1 € (e — 1)z mo — (1 — €)xd
= — det (e — 1)xo me — (1 —€)xg ms— (1 —e€)x}
¢ mo — (1 —e€)xd mz—(1—e)ad mg— (1 —e)x}
Using row reductions to simplify calculations, we get that the above determinant is equal to & — Eﬁg,

where

o = maxy — 2maxd + (my — 3m3)xd 4+ 2mamazo + (mamg — m3),

B = maxs — 2maxd + (mg — 3m3)xd + 2mamzxo + m3.

Let the polynomial p(z) = max? — 2m3z® + (my — 3m2)x? + 2mamaz, then we have a = p(xg) +

(momyg — m}) and B = p(zo) + m3. Note that 23 < =-m9 and p(0) = 0. Hence, for sufficiently

3
small € (say € < €;), we have that 3 = m3 + p(zo) > % for any choice of xg such that :173 < 15cma.
Further, det Hy(1,s1,...,54) = e%(ae — ). For € < €1, we have that this expression is at most

3
E%(ae — 55#), which is guaranteed to be negative for sufficiently small € (say € < €3).

Combining the above and taking (W) = min{ey, 2}, for any € < n(W), and zy € R, we have
1 S1 S92

. . 1 .
Hao(1,81,...,84) # 0, since either det <s z1> < 0Oordet|s; s2 s3| < 0. Thus, there is no
! 2 S92 83 S4
choice of 35 and §¢ that makes Hs(1,s1,...,S4, 85, 36) positive semidefinite. By Fact 2, no X has



S1,...,84 as the first four moments, and hence, no X with H(X) < ho(n(W)) has my,...,my4 as
the first four moments.

We can obtain an explicit expression for (W) in the special case when W is symmetric. In
this case, we have p(x) = mox* + (m4 — 3m3)z?, a = p(zo) + mamy, and B = p(zo) + m3. The
determinant of Ha(1,s1,...,5s4) is given by

detHa(L,s1,. 1) = (e — ) = [~ (1~ Oplao) + (emamy — m)].

Case 1: If my — 3m% > 0, the minimum of p(z() is attained at xg = 0 and hence, the

determinant det Ha(1,s1,...,84) < L (em2m4 —m3), which is negative for ¢ <
Case 2:  On the other hand, 1f my — 3m% < 0, the minimum of p(xy) over x% < gome s

3m2

attained at xo equal to the minimum o

"™ (the latter is the position of the global

3m2—my 3m3—my
Sy OT equ1valently, e < —‘j’—, we have mlnngimzp(:po) =

minimum of p). If £=may <

P (1 /ﬁm2> = %ng + (my — 3m2) -my. Hence, the determinant is upper bounded as

1 2
det Ha(1,51,...,54) < — [—ﬂei)mg — €(my — 3m3)ma + (emamy — m3)
€ —€
1 € 3 3 3
=— |——mj5 + 3emy —m
3 [ TP +demy 2
3
ma 2
=5 1—¢€)(3e—1
63(1—6)[ e+ ( €)(3e )]
3
_ M 2 2
—m[—E +36—1—36 +6]
3
ms 2
=——=(1-2
which is always negative, as € < % < % Hence, the above expression is always negative, and
we have that det Hy(1,s1,...,s4) is always negative for e < g . Instead, if € > 3m2 4 then
2 _ _
the minimum of p(xg) is attained at 22 = 3";2m2m4, with p < 3m22m2m4> = —my <3m22m2m4> . Then,

the determinant is upper bounded as

1 3m2 —mg\’
det HQ(l, Slyenny 84) < 6_3 [(1 — e)m2 <M> + (ETTLQm4 _ m%)]

2m2
1 4 2 2 4 2 2
= 137 [e(—9m3 + 10m3my — m3) — (—5m3 + 6mzmy — mj)]
2
myg — M
= 722 [E(ng —my) — (5m3 — ma)]
4e3ms
which is negative for € < 522 Zj, as my > m2 (these are the first and second moments of the r.v.
o=
2 2
W?2). Note that 5m2 ML 3m§ 4 hence we have that the determinant is negative if 3m§ <
—my 5m3—ma 5m2—m4
€< SZ%—Z; Thus, for the case when my4 < 3m%, we have that the determinant is negative if either
2
2
€< img ™ or 3m2 ™M ce< 5m2 4 which is equivalent to e < 5m2 L
ms—mg 5m —my —my mz—m4
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2
A summary of the above is as follows: If my > 3m%, then for every e < Z—i,

det Ha(1,51,...,54) < 0 (by choosing xg such that 23 < To-mga) or det Hi(1,s1,s2) < 0 (for x3 >

we have either

2_
= my). Similarly, if my < 3m3, for every e < ggé_:i, we again have either det Ha(1, s1,...,54) <0
for 23 < 5-my) or det Hy(1, s1,s2) < 0 (for 23 > =-my). Thus, by defining n(W) as
m3 . 2
e if my > 3ms3,
U(W) =\ 5m2-my if 3m2
gmg_m4 1I Ty < m2,

for any e < n(W), we have Ha(1,s1,...,54) # 0 for any x9p € R. Hence, no X with H(X) <

ho(n(W)) has my,ma,...,my as the first four moments. Note that n < % always, as for my > 3m3,
2 5 2_ .
we have that n(W) = Z—i < 2, and for my < 3m3, we have 9:%—:1 < 3, since my > m3.

Proof of (ii):  Let h > 0 be arbitrary. We are to show that there exists X with H(X) < h with
E[X"] = m,, for n = 1,2,3. By Lemma 1, such an X exists if and only if there is some zy € R,
e € (0,3) such that hy(e) < h, and X with H(X) < %2(6) Let € be such that 2hg(€) = h, then
we must have H(X) < h2—(6), which is more than 2log2 for all € € (0, %) We show that for every

e € (0,n(W)) € (0,3), there exists some choice of zo € R and 54 € R such that the Hankel matrix
Ho(1, 51, 89, 83,84) is positive semidefinite. Fact 2 then guarantees the existence of some X with
at most two atoms and si, s9, s3 as the first three moments. Since X is supported on at most two
atoms, H(X) <log2 < hzT(E) Hence, by Lemma 1, there exists a discrete r.v. X with at most three
atoms, H(X) < h, and mj, mg, mg as the first three moments.

Again, the matrix Ha(1,s1, $2, 83, 84) is positive semidefinite if and only if all of its leading

principal minors are non-negative, i.e.,

1 s 1 S1 S92

1>0, det ( 1> >0, and det|s; so s3] >0.
S1  S9 ~
S92 83 5S4

The first of these is trivially true. As seen in the proof of the previous part, we can ensure that

S1 S2
a sufficiently large $4, as the determinant is a linear function of §4 with a positive coefficient (this
can be seen by expanding the determinant along the third row or column). Since this can be done
for any arbitrarily small € > 0, we are done. |

det < ! Sl) > 0 by choosing x¢ such that x% < 75.mg. The third can also be ensured by choosing

4 Discussion and Conclusion

We considered the problem of computing the capacity for a power-constrained Gaussian channel
with an input entropy constraint. We characterized this capacity in asymptotic regimes of low and
high entropy at all (constant) values of SNR, and low SNR at sufficiently small entropy. However,
identifying a capacity-achieving distribution, which is guaranteed to exist by Proposition 1, remains
an open problem in all regimes. Even obtaining non-trivial upper and lower bounds for Cp at
intermediate values of entropy and SNR would be useful. The major difficulty in solving the
optimization problem defining the capacity is that the entropy constraint makes the problem non-
convex. In fact, the feasible set is the complement of a convex set, known as a reverse conver
constraint in the optimization literature [Tuy87|.
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An estimation-theoretic interpretation of Cp is the following. By the I-MMSE relationship
|[GSVO04], we have I(X,snr) = % o"mmse(X,y)dy and H(X) = : Jo© mmse(X,~)dy, where
mmse(X,~) is the minimum mean squared error (MMSE) of estimating X from YV = /47X + Z.
Hence, in computing C'y7, we consider all distributions on X that have the same total integral under
the curve  — mmse(y) over [0,00), and choose one which maximizes the value of the integral over
the range [0,snr]. This implies that the maximizing X should have a large MMSE at small SNR
and vice-versa, with the transition as sharp as possible at SNR equal to snr.

To characterize C'y in the low-SNR regime, we first solved a low-entropy version of the moment
problem. We know that it is necessary to have the cardinality of the support grow to infinity to match
arbitrarily many moments, but Theorem 2 shows that this is not sufficient. It is necessary to have a
discrete distribution of non-vanishing entropy to match arbitrarily many moments of a continuous
distribution, even if the cardinality of the support is allowed to be arbitrarily large. Interestingly, if
the entropy is a sufficiently small (but even non-vanishing) constant, no more than three moments
can be matched. Recall the Gaussian example: the Gauss—Hermite quadrature provides an m-point
discrete distribution that has an entropy which grows approximately as % log m and matches 2m — 1
moments. This solution is optimal in the sense that no other distribution of m points or fewer can
match 2m — 1 moments, but there are infinitely many solutions with more than m points. Another
interesting question is then the following: is it necessary for the entropy to grow to infinity to match
arbitrarily many moments with a continuous distribution? Equivalently, does there exist A > 0 such
that there are m-point distributions which match k,, moments (for some sequence (k;,)5°_, which
goes to infinity as m — oo, possibly with k,, < 2m — 1) but such that the entropy is uniformly
bounded above by h for all m? A negative answer would confirm the heuristic statement that it
is entropy and not cardinality that helps match moments, and hence, replicate tail behaviours of
continuous distributions.
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