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Abstract—Four problems related to information divergence QUESTION 1: If a decomposable divergence satisfies the

measures defined on finite alphabets are considered. In three data processing inequality, must it be gmivergence?
of the cases we consider, we illustrate a contrast which aes

between the binary-alphabet and larger-alphabet settingsThis QUESTION 2: Is Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence the
is surprising in some instances, since characterizationsoff the unique KL-type f-distance measure which satisfies the data
larger-alphabet settings do not generalize their binary-tphabet  processing inequality?
counterparts. Specifically, we show thatf-divergences are not ] ) )
the unique decomposable divergences on binary alphabets gh QUESTION 3: Is KL divergence the unique Bregman di-
satisfy the data processing inequality, thereby clarifyiy claims vergence which is invariant to statistically sufficientrnséor-
that have previously appeared in the literature. We also sh@  mations of the data?
that KL divergence is the unique Bregman divergence which is ) . .
also an f-divergence for any alphabet size. We show that KL QUESTION 4: Is KL divergence the unique Bregman di-
divergence is the unique Bregman divergence which is invaaint vergence which is also aft+divergence?
to statistically sufficient transformations of the data, een when
non-decomposable divergences are considered. Like sometbe Of the above four questions, only URSTION 4 has an
problems we consider, this result holds only when the alphalt  affirmative answer. However, this assertion is slightly de-
size is at least three. ceiving. Indeed, if the alphabet size is at least3, then
_Index Terms—Binary Alphabet, Bregman Divergence, f- all four questions can be answered in the affirmative. Thus,
Divergence, Decomposable Divergence, Data Processingdpel-  coynterexamples only arise in the binary setting when 2.
ity, Sufficiency Property, Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergen ce This is perhaps unexpected. Intuitively, a reasonable mea-
sure of divergence should satisfy the data processing aliggu
I. INTRODUCTION — a seemingly modest requirement. In this sense, the answers

Divergence measures play a central role in informatid@ the above series of questions imply that the class of rinte
theory and other branches of mathematics. Many specggting” divergence measures can be very small when 3
classes of divergences, such as Bregman divergences (&]g., restricted to the class gtdivergences, or a multiple of
f-divergences[]2][4], and Kullback-Liebler-typg-distance KL divergence). However, in the binary alphabet setting th
measures[]5], enjoy various properties which make thelass of “interesting” divergence measures is strikingti,ra
particularly useful in problems related to learning, chustg, Point which will be emphasized in our results. In many ways,
inference, optimization, and quantization, to name a fe#fis richness is surprising since the binary alphabet isilysu
A review of applications of various divergence measures ewed as the simplest setting one can consider. In paaticul
statistical signal processing can be found.in [6]. In thipgra it might be expected that the class of interesting divergenc
we investigate the relationships between these threeeslaggeasures corresponding to binary alphabets would be s ri
of divergences, each of which will be defined formally irthan the counterpart class for larger alphabets. Howeserga
due course, and the subclasses of divergences which sati{ see, the opposite is true.
desirable properties such as monotonicity with respecata d The observation of this dichotomy between binary and

processing. Roughly speaking, we address the following fogrger alphabets is not without precedent. For examplehgis
questions: proved the following in his 1972 paper![7].
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binary and larger alphabet settings when considering Beeca We refer to a non-negative functioR : I',, x I',, — R
Shannon-typ@equalities of the form{1). Indeed, in the samsimply as a divergence function (or, divergence measure).
paper [7], Fischer gave the following result: Of course, essentially all common divergences — including
Bregman andf-divergences, which are defined shortly — fall
into this general class. In this paper, we will primarily be
fq) = /%d% ge(0,1), 3) interested in divergence measures which satisfy eithewof t
properties: thedata processing propertyr the sufficiency
with G arbitrary, nonpositive, and satisfying(1—q) = G(q) Property . . _ .
for ¢ € (0,1), are the only absolutely continuous functéns In the course of defining these properties, we will consider
on (0, 1) satisfying() whenn = 2. (possibly stochastic) transformatioy x : X — Y, where

. . i . Y € X. That is, Py|x is a Markov kernel with source
Only in the special case whegéis taken to be constant ibl(3), ;g target both equal t& (equipped with the discrete-
do we find thatf is of the form [2). We direct the interested

: - - ) algebra). If X ~ Px, we will write Px — Py|x — Py to
reader to[[3, Chap. 4] for a detailed discussion. denote thatPy is the marginal distribution ot generated
In part, the present paper was inspired and motivated By passingX through the channePy|y. That is, Py (-) N
Theoremd 1 an@l2, and the distinction they draw betweej Py () Py x (-|)

reX '

binary and larger alphabets. Indeed, the answers u& ) Now, we are in a position to formally define thiata

TION 1 — Q.UEST'ON 3 are in the same spirit as F'SChersprocessing propertya familiar concept to most information
results. For instance, our answer tO€BTION 2 demonstrates theorists)

that the functional inequality{Bnda data processing require-
ment are still not enough to demaridake the form[(R) when Definition 1 (Data Processing)A divergence functio® sat-
n = 2. To wit, we prove an analog of Theordm 2 for thidsfies the data processing property if, for afty, Qx € Ty,
setting (see Sectidn 1IB). we have
In order to obtain a complete picture of various questions . .

associated with divergence measures, we also attempt to D (Px:@Qx) 2 D (Py;Qy), “)
sharpen results in the literature regarding divergence-méar any transformationPy | x : X — Y, where Py and Qy
sures on alphabets of at least sizeThe most technically are defined viaPx — Py |x — Py andQx — Py|x — Qy,
challenging result we obtain in this work, is to show thatespectively.

KL divergence is the unique Bregman divergence which is
invariant to statistically sufficient transformations bietdata

Theorem 2 The functions of the form

A weaker version of the data processing inequality is
the sufficiency propertyln order to describe the sufficiency

when the alphabet size is at least th_mﬂhout requiring it roperty, for two arbitrary distribution®, @), we define a joint
to be decomposable. Indeed, dropping the decomposab'ﬁ%tributionPXZ Z € {1,2}, such that

conditions makes the problem much harder, and we have

to borrow profound techniques from convex analysis and Pxji =P, Pxpp=0Q. (5)
functional equations to fully solve it. This result is preted . . . .
in Theoreni®. A transformationPy x : X +— Y is said to be asufficient

transformation ofX for Z if Y is a sufficient statistic ofX'
o for Z. We remind the reader thaf is a sufficient statistic of
Organization X for Z if the following two Markov chains hold:
This paper is organized as follows. In Sectign Il, we recall
several important classes of divergence measures and define Z-X-Y Z-Y-X 6)

what it means for a divergence measure to satisfy any of thefinition 2 (Sufficiency) A divergence functiorD satisfies
data processing, sufficiency, or decomposability propertin - the sufficiency property if, for alPx),, Pxjo €T, and Z €

Sectior1ll, we investigate each of the questions posed @by 2}, we have

and state our main results. Sectiod IV delivers our conalgdi

remarks, and the Appendices contain all proofs. D(Pxj1; Pxj2) 2 D (PYH? PY|2) J ()

for any sufficient transformatio®y | x : X — Y of X for
Il. PRELIMINARIES: DIVERGENCES DATA PROCESSING 7, where Py, is defined byPy|, — Py|x — Py, for z €
AND SUFFICIENCY PROPERTIES {1,2}.

DA i . . ) .
LetR = [~oo, +oc] denote the extended real line. Through We remark that our definition (fUFFICIENCY s a variation

S . néjn that given in [[12]. Clearly, the sufficiency property is
let X dzl{l’lg’ ';’n} denote the a'F’haQFt' Wh'_Ch IS Olc>S'Z(?/veakerthan the data processing property because ouriattent
g’.afl ;t LN é(pir’]m’“t"f") .b Zb:_ﬁlpi = Lpi 2 g restricted to only those (possibly stochastic) tramsfations
i =1,2,...,n} be the set of probability measures af Py x for whichY" is a sufficient statistic ok for Z. Given the

i + = : " g . = . . _ o

\{V';h s _d{(pl’tp”.i"p’f)t.' thzl pi = Lpi > 0,i = gefinition of a sufficient statistic, we note that the inedfyal
,2,...,n} denoting its relative interior. in (@) can be replaced with equality to yield an equivalent
1There also exist functiong on (0, 1) which are not absolutely continuous definition. . . .

and satisfy[{lL). Seé[7]. Henceforth, we will simply say that a divergence func-



tion D(-;-) satisfies TA PROCESSINGWwhen it satisfies the B. f-Divergences
data processing property. Similarly, we say that a divergen norimoto [2], Csiszar([4], and Ali and Silvey [10] indepen-
function D(-;-) satisfies SFFICIENCY when it satisfies the dently introduced the notion of-divergences, which take the

sufficiency property. form

Remark 1 In defining the data processing and sufficiency L i

properties, we have required that € X. This is necessary Dy(P;Q) = Zqz'f (q—> ) (12)

because the divergence functidp(-;-) is only defined on i=1 ’

Iy x Ty wheref is a convex function satisfying(1) = 0. By Jensen’s
Before proceeding, we make one more definition followingreauality, the convexity off ensures thay-divergences are

Pardo and Vajda[9]. always nonnegative:

Definition 3 (Decomposibility) A divergence functiorD is . - pi\ _

said to be decomposable if there exists a bivariate function Ds(PQ) = f Zlqza =90, (13)

§(u,v) : [0,1]2 — R such that _ _ o
and therefore are consistent with our general definition of

LAY o a divergence. Well-known examples gf-divergences in-
b(P:Q) = ; O(pi 4i) ®) clude the Kullback—Leibler divergence, Hellinger distang’-

) divergence, and total variation distance. From their dibfim;
forall P = (p1,....,pn) and Q@ = (g1, ..., gn) in Ty it is immediate that all f-divergences are decomposable.
Having defined divergences in general, we will now recallany important properties of-divergences can be found in
three important classes of divergences which will be ofrinteBasseville’'s survey [6] and references therein.

est to us: Bregman divergenceisdivergences, and KL-type

divergences. C. Kullback-Leibler-typef-distance measures

A. Bregman Divergences A Kullback-Leibler-type f-distance measure (or, KL-type

Let G(P) : I, — R be a convex function definedf'd'St"’u'lce measure) [1.1] takes the form
on T',,, differentiable onI';". For two probability measures n
P=(p1,...,pn) andQ = (q1,...,¢s) in T, the Bregman L(F:Q) = Zpk(f(qk) - f(pk)) 2 0. (14)
divergence generated ly is defined by k=1
If a particular divergencel(P;Q) is defined by [(T4) for
DE(P;Q) £ G(P) - G(Q) — (VG(Q), P - Q). (9 a given f, we say thatf g(enera)tesL(P; Q). Theoremd 1
where (VG(Q), P — Q) denotes the standard inner produc’tmd@ characterize all permissible functiohsvhich generate
betweenvG(Q) and (P — Q) (interpreted as vectors iR”). KL-type f-distance measures. Indeed, when> 3, any
Note that we only define Bregman divergences on the spacd<ftype f-distance measure is proportional to the standard
probability distributions in accordance with the “infortiom  Kullback-Leibler divergence. As witlf-divergences, KL-type
measures” theme. It is also common to define Bregmandistance measures are decomposable by definition.
divergences on other domains.
By Jensen’s inequality, many properties Bf(P;(Q) are [1l. M AIN RESULTS

readily verified. For instanceD™(P;Q) > 0, and hence | this section, we address each of the questions posed in
Bregman divergences are consistent with the general definity« introduction. A subsection is devoted to each questiod,

given at the beginning of this section. all proofs of stated results can be found in the appendices.
In addition to the elementary observation ttift (P; Q) >

0, Bregman divergences enjoy a number of other properties . .
which make them useful for many learning, clustering, infe- QUESTION1: Are f-Divergences the unique decomposable

ence, and quantization problems. We refer the interestetere divergences which satisfpATA PROCESSING
to the recent survey [6] and references therein for an ogetvi  Recall that a decomposable divergerigdakes the form:

Note that if the convex functiorz(P) which generates n
D%(P; Q) takes the form: D(P;Q) = Z 5(pir i), (15)
n =1
G(P)=>_a(p), (10)  wheres(u,v) : [0,1]* — R is an arbitrary bivariate function.
=1 Theorem 1 in[[9] asserts that any decomposable divergence
then D%(P; Q) is decomposable since which satisfies BTA PROCESSINGmMust be anf-divergence.
n However, the proof of [9, Theorem 1] only works when> 3,
Dé(P;Q) =Y (g(pi) — g(a:) — ¢'(a:)(pi — qz-))- (11) a fact which apparently went unnotiedrhe proof of the
i—1 same claim in[[13, Appendix] suffers from a similar flaw and

. G .
m this case,D“(;-) is said to be a decomposable Bregman 2 propagation of this problem influences other claims @ literature
divergence. (cf. [12, Theorem 2J).



also fails whenn = 2. Of course, knowing that the assertiorB. QUESTION 2: Is KL divergence the only KL-typg-
holds forn > 3, it is natural to expect that it also must hold fodistance measure which satisfiBaTA PROCESSIN®
n = 2. As it turns out, this is not true. In fact, counterexamples

exist in great abundance. Recall from Sectiom ]I that a KL-typg-distance measure

To this end, take anyf-divergenceD;(P;()) and let takes the form
k : R — R be an arbitrary nondecreasing function, such that n
k(0) = 0. Since all f-divergences satisfy YA PROCESS L(P;Q) = Zpk (f(qk) — f(pk)). (22)
ING (cf. [6] and references therein), the divergence function k=1
D(P; Q) = k (Dy(P;Q)) must also satisfy BTA PROCESS |t 4 particular divergence.(P; Q) is defined by [(T4) for a
ING. It was first observed in Amari_[13]. It turns out thalgiven ¢, we say thatf generated.(P; Q)
the divergence functio®(P; Q) is also decomposable in the

binary case, which follows immediately from decomposapili As alluded to ind'Fhe introduction, therebi_s a di?hﬁt%my
of f-divergences and the following lemma, which is proveBetWeen KL-typef-distance measures on binary aipha ets,
in the appendix. and those on larger alphabets. In particular, we have the

following:

Lemma 1 A divergence functiorD on a binary alphabet is
decomposable if and only if

D((p,1=p);(¢:1 —¢q)) = D((1 —p,p); (1 —q,q)). (16)

Theorem 3 If L(P;Q) is a Kullback-Leibler-typef-distance
measure which satisfid8ATA PROCESSING then

1) If n > 3, L(P;Q) is equal to KL divergence up to a

Therefore, ifD(P; Q) is not itself anf-divergence, we can nonnegative multiplicative factor;

conclude thatD(P; Q) constitutes a counterexample o [9, 2) If n =2 and the functionf(z) that generated.(P; Q)

Theorem 1] for the binary case. Indedd(P; Q) is generally is continuously differentiable, thefy(z) is of the form

not an f-divergence, and a concrete example is as follows. G(x)

Taking f(z) = |z — 1|, we have f(x) :/ ——dz, forze(0,1),  (23)

D(P;Q) = zn: ps — ail, (17) whereG(z) satisfies the following properties:
i=1 a) zG(z) = (z — 1)h(z) for z € (0,1/2] and
which, in the binary case, reduces to some nonnegative, nondecreasing continuous func-
tion h(z).
Df((p, 1-p)i(g,1- q)) =2|p—ql. (18) b) G(z) = G(1 —z) for z € [1/2,1).

Letting k(z) = z?, we have Conversely, any nonnegative, non-decreasing continuous
- 5 function h(z) generates a KL-type divergence in the
D(P;Q) =4(p - q) (19) manner described above which satisfiBaTA PRO-

=2p-q)?+2((1-p)-(1-4q)°  (20) CESSING
=6(p,q) +6(1—p,1—q), (21)

To illustrate the last claim of Theorelm 3, take for example
where d(p,q) = 2(p — ¢)%. Since D(P;Q) = 4(p — q)> h(z) =2* x €[0,1/2]. In this case, we obtain

is a Bregman divergence, we will see later in Theorem 1
that it cannot also be arfi-divergence because it is not flz)= 52—z +C, Yzel01] (24)

2
proportional to KL-divergence. Thus, the answer tQE3- . . . N
Tion 1 is negative for the case — 2. What is more, where C' is a constant of integration. Letting = (p,1 —

we emphasize that an decomposable divergence that satii@ﬁgg N (gf 1 - g), and plugging[(24) intc{14), we obtain the
DATA PROCESSINGON the binary alphabet needs not to be @~ ype divergence

function of anf-divergence. Indeed, for any twedivergences P Y

D1, (PQ). Dy (P.Q), KDy, (P:Q). Dy, (P:Q)) s also a HED =50 %)
divergence on binary alphabet satisfying® PROCESSING which satisfies BTA PROCESSING but certainly does not
if k(-,-) is nonnegative and nondecreasing for both argumenggual KL divergence up to a nonnegative multiplicative dact
The fact that a divergence satisfyinghDx PROCESSINGdoes Thus, the answer to ESTION 2 is negative.

not need to be a function of afi-divergence was already

observed in Polyanskiy and Verd [15]. At this point it is instructive to compare with the discussio

on QUESTION 1. In Sectior1M-A, we showed that a diver-
As mentioned above, [9, Theorem 1] implies the answer gence which is decomposable and satisfiesADPROCESSING
affirmative whenn > 3. is not necessarily afi-divergence when the alphabet is binary.
From the above example, we see that the much stronger
hypothesis — that a divergence is a Kullback-Leibler-type
distance measure which satisfieaT® PROCESSING— still
3The divergencdp — ¢)2 on binary alphabet is called the Brier scdrel[14].does not necessitate grdivergence in the binary setting.
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C. QUESTION3: Is KL divergence the unique Bregman diverthat for all n > 2, KL divergence is the unique Bregman
gence which satisfieSUFFICIENCY? divergence which is also ajr-divergence.

In this section, we investigate whether KL divergence isheorem 5 SupposeD(P; Q) is both a Bregman divergence
the unique Bregman divergence that satisfiesRECIENCY.  and an f-divergence for some > 2. ThenD(P; Q) is equal
Again, the answer to this is affirmative fer> 3, but negative to KL divergence up to a nonnegative multiplicative factor.
in the binary case. This is captured by the following thearem

Theorem 4 If DY(P;Q) is a Bregman divergence whichE. Review

satisfiesSUFFICIENCY and _ _ In the previous four subsections, we investigated the four
1) n > 3, then DG(l_D; Q) is equal to the KL divergence questions posed in Sectigh I. We now take the opportunity
up to a nonnegative multiplicative factor; to collect these results and summarize them in terms of the

2) n =2, thenD%(P; Q) can be any Bregman divergencealphabet sizen.
generated by a symmetric bivariate convex function 1) For an alphabet size of > 3,

G(P) defined orl,. a) Pardo and Vajda_[9] showed any decomposable

The first part of Theoreril4 is possibly surprising, since divergence that satisfiesusFICIENCY must be an
we do not assume the Bregman divergefit¢(P; Q) to be f-divergence.
decomposable a priori. In an informal remark immediately b) Fischer [[7] showed that any KL-typg-distance
following Theorem 2 in[[12], a claim similar to first part of ou measure must be Kullback—Leibler divergence.
Theoren[# was proposed. However, we are the first to give c) The present paper proves that any (not necessarily
a complete proof of this result, as no proof was previously decomposable) Bregman divergence that satisfies
known [16]. SUFFICIENCY must be Kullback—Leibler diver-

We have already seen an example of a Bregman divergence gence.
which satisfies BTA PROCESSING (and therefore GFFI- 2) In contrast, for binary a|phabets of size of= 2, we
CIENCY) in our previous examples. Letting = (p,1 — have shown in this paper that
p), @ = (¢,1—¢) and defining=(P) = p*+(1—p)* generates a) A decomposable divergence that satisfiestD
the Bregman divergence PROCESSINGdoes not need to be ghdivergence

DY(P;Q) =2(p — q)%. (26) (Section 1I[=A).
b) A KL-type f-distance measure that satisfiesT®

The second part of Theorefd 4 characterizes all Bregman PROCESSING does not need to be Kullback—
divergences on binary alphabets which satisiFSCIENCY Leibler divergence (Theorel 3). Moreover, a com-
as being in precise correspondence with the set of symmetric plete characterization of this class of divergences
bivariate convex functions defined dh. is given.

It iS WOI‘th mentioning that Theorelﬁ 3 iS C|Ose|y related C) A Bregman divergence that Satisfieer_$|c|ENCY
to Theorem(# in the binary case. According to the Savage does not need to be Kullback-Leibler divergence
representatiori [17], there exists a bijection between By (Theoreni}), and this class of divergences is com-
divergences and KL-typ¢-distances on the binary alphabet. pletely characterized.
Hence, Theoreni]3 implies that KL divergence is not the d) The only divergence that is both a Bregman di-
unique Bregman divergence even if we restrict it to satisfy vergence and arfi-divergence is Kullback—Leibler
DATA PROCESSINGON the binary alphabet. In fact, Theorein 3 divergence (Theorefd 5).

characterizes a wide class of Bregman divergences thafysati
DATA PROCESSINGON binary alphabet, but do not coincide
with KL divergence. In contrast, Theordr 4 characterizes th
set of Bregman divergences that satisfyF8ICIENCY in the
binary case.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

Motivated partly by the dichotomy between the binary-
and larger-alphabet settings in the characterization @hSh
non entropy using Shannon-type inequalities [8, Chap., 4.3]
) . _‘we investigate the curious case of binary alphabet in more
D. QUESTION 4: Is KL divergence the unique Bregman diyeneral scenarios. In the four problems we consider, thiee o
vergence which is also afi-divergence? them exhibit a similar dichotomy between binary and larger
We conclude our investigation by asking whether Kullbackalphabets. Concretely, we show thatdivergences are not
Leibler divergence is the unique divergence which is boththe unique decomposable divergences on binary alphabets
Bregman divergence and gfidivergence. The first result of that satisfy the data processing inequality, thereby fgiag
this kind was proved in_[18] in the context of linear inverselaims that have previously appeared [in [9].1[13],/[12]. We
problems requiring an alphabet sizeof> 5, and is hard to show that KL divergence is the only KL-typg-distance
extract as an independent result. This question has also bemasure which satisfies the data processing inequality, onl
considered in[[12],[T13], in which the answer is shown to b&hen the alphabet size is at least three. To the best of
affirmative whenn > 3. Note that since anyf-divergence our knowledge, we are the first to demonstrate that, without
satisfiessUFFICIENCY, Theoreni# already implies this resuliassuming the decomposability condition, KL divergencéés t
for n > 3. However, we now complete the story by showinginique Bregman divergence which is invariant to statifiica



sufficient transformations of the data when the alphabet sithe following binary channel:
is larger than two, a property that does not hold for the lyinar

alphabet case. Finally, we demonstrate that KL divergesice i Pyix()l) =a
the unique Bregman divergence which is alsofagivergence, Pyix(2l)=1-a
on any alphabet size using elementary methods, which is a Py x(1|2) = B
claim made in the literature either in different setting8][1 Pyx(2)2) =1- 8,

or proven only in the case > 3 [12], [13].
whereq, 8 € [0,1] are parameters. Under the binary channel

Py |x, if the input distribution isPx = (p, 1 — p), the output
ACKNOWLEDGMENT distribution Py- would be(pa+3(1—p), (1—a)p+(1—-8)(1—
p)). For notational convenience, dengte- pa+3(1—p),§ =

We would like to thank Jlngbo Liu for Suggesting thQ]a + ﬂ(l _ q) The data processing properw |mp||es that
parametrization trick in the proof of Theordm 5. We would

also like to thank Peter Harremoés for pointing out the p(fl@)—fp)+ A —-p)(f(1—q) = f(1—p))

seminal work by Kullback and Leiblef [19], which supports >p(f(@)—fP)+Q—-p)(f1—q) — f(1—p),
Theoreni ¥ in demonstrating the importance of KL divergence (32)
in information theory and statistics. We thank an anonymous . o, .
reviewer for a careful analysis of the proof of TheorEm 9r all p, g, 3 € [0,1]. Takinga = § = 1, we obtain
allowing us to relax the assumptions on functiprfrom an  p (f(q) — f(p)) + (1 —p) (f(1 —q) — f(1 —p)) > 0. (33)

earlier version of this paper. ) i i i )
pap Theorem[2 gives the general solution to this functional in-

equality. In particular, it implies that there exists a ftioo
APPENDIX A G(p) such that

PROOF OFLEMMA [T f'p) =G)/p, Gp)<0, G =G(1-p). (34)

Defineh(p,q) £ D((p,1 — p); (¢, 1 — q)), whereD(-;-) is Note that both sides of (82) are zero wher= p. Since we
an arbitrary divergence function on the binary alphabet. Véssumef is continuously differentiable, we know that there
first prove the “if” part: must exist a positive number > 0, such that for any; €

If D((p,1—p);(¢.1—¢q)) =D((1—p,p); (1 —q.q)), then [p,p+9), the derivative of LHS of[(32) with respect ipis
h(p,q) = h(p,q), wherep = 1 —p,q = 1 — ¢. To this end, no smaller than the derivative of the RHS bf](32) with respect

define to ¢. Hence, we assume < [p,p + 0) and take derivatives
5(p,q) = %h(n q), (27) with respect tay on both sides of (32) to obtain
and note that we have that pf'(@)—(1=p)f'(1—q) > p(a—PB) f()+(1-p)(B—a) f'(1-7).
h(p.q) =6(p.q) +6(p,q). (28)  substitutingf’(p) = G(p)/p, G(p) = G(1 — p), we find iﬁiﬁ
This implies thatD((p,1 — p); (¢,1 — q)) is a decomposable P4 > (o BCE) (p - ) —F) 36)

divergence. q(1—q) q(1-q)
Now we show the “only if" part: Suppose there exists Rince we assumed that> p, we have shown
function §(p, q) : [0,1] x [0,1] — R, such that
o Ga)  (a—=pB)%(1—q)
h(p,q) = 6(p,q) + 0(p, Q). (29) GG~ q1-¢9

(37)
Then,

h(p,q) = 0(p,q) + 0(p,q) = h(p,q), (30)
o ( ( ( ( Noting thatp does not appear ifi (B7), we knolx {37) holds
which is equivalent to for all ¢, , 8 € [0, 1]. However, the four parameters £, ¢,

D 1—p):(q.1— — D((1 — (1 — 31) are not all free parameters, singas completely determined
(.1 =p)ila. 1= a)) (=Pl =q.9), (1) by ¢, a, # through its definitionj = ga + 5(1 — ¢). In order

completing the proof. to eliminate this dependency, we try to eliminatein (37).
Since - Bl )
q— —q
== = Y 1 38
APPENDIX B “ q € 0.1 (38)
PROOF OFTHEOREM[3 we know that
Whenn > 3, TheorenlIl implies thaL(P; Q) is equal to ge B —q),q+p01-q), (39)

the KL divergence up to a non-negative multiplicative facto
Hence it suffices to deal with the binary alphabet case. Sin\elg

Y € X is also a binary random variable, we may parametrize q—q . q
any (stochastic) transform between two binary alphabets by max | 0, < B < min{ = q’l ' (40)

ich is equivalent to the following constraint gh



Plugging [38) into[(3]7), we obtain where P,-1(i) = pr-1(; for 1 < i < n. This implies that
G 5 B)2(1 — Gs(P) £ G(P)—(VG(N), P) is a symmetric convex function
(@ (@-p1 -0 41 , gi e ﬁ_
G o ai-9 (41) on T,. Since Bregman divergences are invariant to affine
translations of the generating function, the claim is ptbhve
In order to get the tightest bound ifi_{41), we need to m
maximize the RHS of((41) with respect to By elementary  Note that Lemma&l2 essentially proves the Theorem's asser-
algebra, it follows from the symmetry @f(x) with respect to tjon for n = 2. Noting that the only sufficient transformation

z = 1/2 that [41) can be reduced to the following inequalityon pinary alphabets is a permutation of the elements finishes

G(z) (1-2) the proof. Therefore, we only need to consider the setting
A AS 0<y<az<1/2. (42 is wi i : i
Gly) = 2(1—y) SY=ST ‘ wheren > 3. This will be accomplished in the following
) ) ) series of propositions.
Inequality [42) is equivalent to
T y Proposition 1 Supposen > 3. If D(P;Q) is a Bregman
Gla)— =Gly)— 0<sy=sw=<1/2, (43) divergence o, that satisfiesSUFFICIENCY, then there exists
) ) . Y a convex functiorG that generateD(P; Q) and admits the
which holds if and only if following representation:
X
Gz 44
@3 59 G(P)=(p1+pz)U< o ;p4,---,pn>+E(p1+p2;p4,---,pn),
p1+ D2

is a non-positive non-increasing function i 1/2]. In other
words, there exists a functidin(x), z € [0,1/2], such that

rz—1

h(z) > 0, h(x) non-decreasingz € [0,1/2]. To conclude,
the data processing inequality implies that the derivatifre

f(z) admits the following representation:

f'(x) = G(x)/x, (46)

where forz € (0,1/2], G satisfies
G(z) = G(1 —x) 47)
xG(z) = (x — 1)h(z), (48)

(50)
whereP = (p1,p2,...,pn) € 'y, is an arbitrary probability
vector, andU (+; pa, - . -, pn ), E(*; 4, - . ., p) @re two univari-
ate functions indexed by the parametat. .., p,.

Proof: Take Pﬁ?,Pﬁ? to be two probability vectors
parameterized in the following way:

P>(\? = (Alt’)\l(l - t),T - /\17]747 )
P)Ei) = (/\Qtv)\Q(l —t),T— Ao, Ddy .-

(51)
(52)

. Pn)
s Pn);
wherer £ 1 — YisaPirt €10,1], A1 < Ao. Observe that

D¢ (Px)1; Pxpo) = G(P)—a(P)—(va(PY), PO~ PY)

2

(53)

and h(z) > 0 is a non-decreasing continuous function obecauseD(P;Q) = G(P) — G(Q) — (VG(Q), P — Q) by

(0,1/2].

definition.

Conversely, for anyf whose derivative can be expressed Since the first two elements Cﬂ’)(\? and PA(Z) are propor-
in the form [46), we can show the data processing inequalifgnal, the transformatiotX — Y defined by

holds. Indeed, for a functiofi admitting representation (46),

it suffices to show for any, 8 € [0, 1], the derivative of LHS

with respect tog is larger than the derivative of RHS with

respect tog in (32) wheng > p, and is smaller wheg < p.

This follows as a consequence of the previous derivations.iS sufficient forZ e {1,2}, where Pz

APPENDIXC
PROOF OFTHEOREME4]

Before we begin the proof of Theoreld 4, we take the

X €{1,2}

_ ! . (54)
X otherwise

PA(’;) By our
assumption thatD®(P; Q) satisfies SFFICIENCY, we can
conclude that

(P — aP") — (va(p?), P — V)
=G(PY) - G(PY) — (va(p), PV — Py (55)

opportunity to state a symmetry lemma that will be neededfOr all legitimate Ay > A, > 0

Lemma 2 If the Bregman divergenc®®(P; Q) generated

by G satisfiesSUFFICIENCY, then there is a symmetric convex
functionG, that generates the same Bregman divergence. That

is, DY(P; Q) = D%(P; Q) for all P,Q €T,,.

Proof: Let N = (1/n,...,1/n) € T, denote the uniform
distribution onX’, and consider a permutation = 7(X).
Since D%(P; Q) obeys SFFICIENCY, it follows that

G(P) — G(N) — (VG(N),P — N)

= G(Py-1) — G(N) — (VG(N), Py — N),  (49)

Fixing p4, s, - . ., Pn, define
RO\ tpa,ps, o pn) = G(PYY). (56)
For notational simplicity, we will denote
R()‘at;p4ap57---apn) by R(/\vt) since P4,P55 -3 Pn

remain fixed for the rest of the proof. Thuk,}55) becomes
R(\1,t) = R(Aa,t) = (VR(h,t), Py = PyY)

= R(A1,1) — R(A2,1) — (VR(A2, 1), PV — P\,
(57)



where we abuse notation and have writlé®(\, ¢) in place
of VG(P{").

For arbitrary real-valued functiori(¢), F'(t) to be defined

shortly, defineR(\,t) = R(\t) — AU(t) — F(t). For all
admissible\;, \o, ¢, it follows that
R(M.t) — R(Aa,t) — (VR(\a, 1), P\ — P
= R(\i,t) — RO, t) = (VR(Mo, 1), P — P{!)), (58)

which implies that
R(n,t) = RO, t) = (VRO 1), P = P)
= RO\ 1) = RO, 1) = (VROw, 1), B = PY).
(59)
Fixing A2, we can choose the functiori$(t), F'(t) so that
R()\2,t) satisfies
R(A27 )
(t)>

= R(Xs, 1)
(VR(o,1), B = B) = (VR(A2, 1), P

Plugging [60) into[(59), we find that
R\, t) = R(\, 1).

P — P). (60)

(61)

Therefore, there must exist a functidn : [0,1] — R, such

that
R(\t) = E()).

By definition, R(\,t) = R(\,t) + AU(t) 4+ F(t). Hence,
we can conclude that there exist real-valued functibn&, F'
(indexed bypy, ..., p,) such that

R\ t) = F(t) + AU(t) + E()).
By definition of R(\,t), we have

(62)

(63)

G(p17p27p3ap4a v apn)

P1
=F ;p4,---,p>
(pl + p2 "

P1
+(p1+p U< ,p,---,pn)
< 2) p1 + p2 *

+E(pl +p2;p47" '7pn)7

which follows from expressing, ¢ in terms ofpy, pa:
P1

pL+p2

Reparameterizing; = za,p2 = (1 —a),a € [0,1],p3 =

(64)

A:pl + p2, t= (65)

1-— (Zi24pi) — z and lettingz | 0, it follows from from
(&4) that
liJI/rol G(P)=F (a;p4a,---,Pn) + 11?01E(:C;p4, ..oy Pn). (66)

In words, Equation[{86) implies that i is not identically

constant,li% G(P) is going to depend on how we approach

the boundary point0,0,1 = >, , i, pa, .., pn). Sincel’,

of S which is bounded on bounded sets, thehas a unique
continuous convex extension ¢h Moreover, every convex
function on a bounded closed polytope is bounded.

Without loss of generality, we may také = 0, completing
the proof. ]

Propositior ]l establishes that Bregman divergences which
satisfy SIFFICIENCY can only be generated by convex func-
tions G which satisfy a functional equation of the forfn 150).
Toward characterizing the solutions {0 {50), we cite a tesul
on the the so-calledgeneralized fundamental equation of
information theory

Lemma 4 (Seel([21]+[23].)Any measurable solution of

o (125 ) =+ -k (1) 69
for y € [0,1) with  +y € [0,1], wheref,h : [0,1) — R
andg, k : [0,1] — R, has the form

/(@) = aHa(z) + biz +d, (68)
9(y) = aHa(y) + bay + b1 — ba, (69)
h(ZC) CLHQ(ZC) —|— b3I —|— bl —|— b2 — b3 — b4 + d, (70)
k(y) = aHa(y) + bay + b — ba, (71)

for x € [0,1),y € [0,1], where Hy(z) = —zlnz — (1 —

z)In(1—z) is the binary Shannon entropy andb, ba, bs, by,
and d are arbitrary constants.

We remark that iff = ¢ = h = k in Lemmal#%, the
corresponding functional equation is called ttumdamental
equation of information theoryand has the solutiorf(x) =
C - Hy(z), whereC is an arbitrary constant.

We now apply Lemmal4 to prove the following refinement
of Propositior{ L.

Proposition 2 Supposen > 3. If D(P;Q) is a Bregman
divergence oit’,, that satisfieSSUFFICIENCY, then there exists
a symmetric convex functio@ that generatesD(P; Q) and
admits the following representation:

G(P) = A(p4,---,pn) (p1Inp1 + paInps + p3Inps)

+ B(pas -, Pn), (72)
where P = (p1,p2,...,pn) € 'y, is an arbitrary probability
vector, andA(py, . .., pn), B(pa, - - ., pn) are symmetric func-
tions of py, ..., pn.

Proof: Taking Lemmd[R together with Propositibh 1, we
can assume that there is a symmetric convex functiathat
generated (P; Q) and admits the representation

G(P) = (p1+p2)U< o ;p4,---,pn>+E(p1+p2;p4,---,pn)-
p1 + p2
(73)
We now massagd _(¥3) into a form to which we can apply

Lemma[]l For the remainder of the proof, we suppress the

is a bounded closed polytope, we obtain a contradiction

recalling: e¥<pI|C|t dependence o (-;p4,...,pn) aNd E(:;p4, ..., pn)

ON Py, ..., pn, and simply writeU(-) and E(-), respectively.
Lemma 3 (Gale-Klee-Rockafellar [20]) If S is boundedly First, sinceGG(P) is a symmetric function, we know that if we
polyhedral andg is a convex function on the relative interiorexchange the entrigs andps in P, the value ofG(P) will
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not change. In other words, fer= p; + p2 + p3, we have  Propositior P asserts that there must be a symmetric convex
function G(P) which admits the form

p
r—p3)U + E(r —
(= rs) (T —p3> (= rs) G(P) = A(ps,---,pn) (pInp1 + p2Inps + psInps)
= (r—p)U (f’ >+E(r—p1)- (74) + B(pa, -, pn); (84)
~ P where A and B are symmetric functions. By symmetry of
Second, we defin&(z) £ E(r — ), and can now write G(P), we can exchangp, p4 to obtain the identity
(=)0 (2 )+ BGn) = U (2 ) 4By, AWe P pn) (1t g gl
"D TN (75) +B(p47p57"'7pn)
Finally, we defineg; = p;/r for i = 1,2,3, and h(z) = = A(p1,05, - -,Pn) (Palnps + paInpa + p3Inps)
E(rz)/r to obtain + B(p1,D5, -+, Pn)- (85)
(1—g3)U q1 higs) = (1—q)U q3 +h(q), Co_mparlng the coefficients for, In po, it follows that A must
1—g3 1-— satisfy
A(p47p57"'7pn) :A(p17p57"'7pn)' (86)

which has the same form ds167). Applying Lenimha 4, we find
thatb; = bs, by = by, and However, sinced is a symmetric function[(86) implies that

A is a constant. Defining the constan& A, we now have

h(z) = aHsz(x) + bz +d (77)
U(y) — CLHQ(y) + boy + by — bo. (78) a(pl Inp; + p21Inps + p3 1np3) +B(p47]95a---apn)
N =a(pslnps +p2lnps +p3lnps) + B(p1,ps, -, pn),
By unraveling the definitions oh(x) and E(x), and re- (87)
fr?;laltmg the symmetric relatiod;(z) = H2(1 — z), we find which is equivalent to
E(z) =raHz(x/r) + bi(r — x) + rd. (79) apiInpi—apsInps = B(p1,ps,---s0n) — B(pa, D5, - - -, Pn)-
- : : (88)
ﬁubstltutmg the general solutionsit(z), E(x) into {Z3), we Taking partial derivatives with respect i on both sides
ave of (88), we obtain
4!
G(P) = + p2)H +5b 0
( ) a(pl pQ) ? <p1 +p2) 2 a(lﬂpl + 1) = a—plB(pl,p& e 7pn)7 (89)
p1+p L . . .
+ (b = b2)(p1 + p2) + raHy < - . 2> which implies that there exists a functigifps, . . ., pn) such
that
+b1(r — (p1+p2)) +rd (80)
=+ B(plapf)a"'apn):apllnpl+f(p5a"'apn)- (90)
= a(p1 + p2)Ho ( h ) +raHls (M> _
p1+p2 Recalling the symmetry oB, we can conclude that
+ bl’l’ — b2p2 + rd. (81)
_ _ o _ _ B(p4,...,pn):Zapilnpi—|—c, (91)
Since G(P) is symmetric, its value must be invariant to i>d

exchanging the values; < p>. However, [(81l) can only be
invariant to such permutationsif = 0. Thus, we can further
simplify (81) and write

wherec is a constant. To summarize, we have shown that

G(P)=a zn:pi Inp; +c. (92)

G(P) = a(pl Inpy + p2 Inp, i1
To guarantee that’(P) is convex, we must hawe > 0. Since
+(r=p1—p2)In(r —p1 —p2) - Hn(r)) + (b1 + d)TG(P) =a)." , pilnp; + C generates a Bregman divergence
(82) which is a positive multiple of KL divergence, the theorem is

= A(p4, ..., pn) (p1Inp1 + p2Inpy + p3lnps) proved. u
+ B(pa,---,pn), (83) APPENDIXD

where A(pa,...,p,) and B(ps,...,p,) are functions of PROOF OFTHEOREMS
(p4,...,pn). By performing an arbitrary permutation on Settingp; = ¢; = 0,7 > 3, and denoting; by p, ¢1 by g,
P4,...,pn and noting thatp;, p2, p3 share two degrees of G(p,1 —p,0,...,0) by h(p), we have

freedom, we can conclude that(py,...,p,), B(pa,--.,Pn) P 1-p
must be symmetric functions as desired. m h(p)—h(q) =k (9)(p—q) =qf (—) +(1—-qf (—2 :
) o q l—gq
We are now in a position to prove Theoréin 4. (93)

Proof of Theoreni]4 forn > 3: SupposeD(P;Q) Settingp = ¢, we find thatf(1) = 0. The functionf is
is a Bregman divergence that satisfiesFBICIENCY. Then, assumed to be convex so it has derivatives from left and.right
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