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Varentropy Decreases Under the Polar Transform

Erdal Arikan

Abstract—We consider the evolution of variance of entropy the conditional entropy
(varentropy) in the course of a polar transform operation on A
binary data elements (BDEs). A BDE is a pair (X,Y) consisting H(X|Y)=Eh(X]Y),
of a binary random variable X and an arbitrary side information
random variable Y. The varentropy of (X,Y) is defined as and, thevarentropy
the variance of the random variable —logpx |y (X|Y). A polar A
transform of order two is a certain mapping that takes two inde- V(X |Y) = Var(h(X |Y))

pendent BDEs and produces two new BDEs that are correlated .
with each other. It is shown that the sum of the varentropies at Throughout the paper, we use base-two logarithms.

the output of the polar transform is less than or equal to the The termpolar transforms used in this paper to to refer to
sum of the varentropies at the input, with equality if and only an operation that takes twiodependenBDEs (Xl’ Yl) and

if at least one of the inputs has zero varentropy. This result is (X,,Y>) as input, and produces two new BDH§1,Y) and

extended to polar transforms of higher orders and it is shown A A
that the varentropy decreases to zero asymptotically when the (U2;U1,Y) as output, wheré/; = X, & X5, Uz = X5, and

BDESs at the input are independent and identically distributed. Y 2 (Y1,Y3). The notation " denotes modulo-2 addition.
Index Terms—Polar coding, varentropy, dispersion.
B. Polar transform and varentropy

. INTRODUCTION The main result of the paper is the following.

We use the term “varentropy” as an abbreviation for “vari-
ance of the conditional entropy random variable” followind'heorem 1. The varentropy is nonincreasing under the polar
the usage in[[1]. In his pioneering work, Strassen [2] showé@nsform in the sense that, if (X1,Y3), (X2,Y2) are any two
that the varentropy is a key parameter for estimating tiedependent BDEs at the input of the transform and (U1, Y),
performance of optimal block-coding schemes at finite (nohU2; U1, Y) are the BDE:s at its output, then
asymptotic) block-!engths. More recgntly, the comprei_\ﬁms V(Uh|Y) + V(Te|U, Y) < V(X1 V1) + V(Xa|Y2), (1)
work by Polyanskiy, Poor and Verdll[3] further elucidated
the significance of varentropy (under the name “dispersionwith equality if and only if (iff) either V(X1]Y1) = 0 or
and rekindled interest in the subject. In this paper, weystud (Xz2|Y2) = 0.
varentropy in the context of polar coding. Specifically, we ror an alternative formulation of the main result, let us
track the evplutlon pf average varentr(.)py in the course birpointroduce the following notation:
transformation of independent identically distributed.di)

BDEs and show that it decreases to zero asymptotically as hin,1 £ h(X1]Y1), hin,2 = h(X2|Y2), (2)
the transform size increases. As a side result, we obtain an

; N L A A
alternative derivation of the polarization results [of [f]. houtr = h(UL[Y), houtz 2 h(Us|Uy, Y). ©)
A. Notation and basic definitions Theoren{]L can be reformulated as follows.

Our_setting will be that of binary-input memoryless chasnelryorem @. The polar transform of conditional entropy
and binary memoryless sources. We treat source and chanpel, . variables, (hin1,hins) — (howt, how2), produces

coding _prOblemS in a common framework by using the nem%sitively correlated output entropy terms in the sense that
term “binary data element” (BDE) to cover both. Formally, a

BDE is any pair of random variablgsY,Y") where X takes Cov(hour,1, hou,2) = 0, 4)
A . .

vglugs qver)( = {0,1} (not necessarily from the un!form with equality iff either Var(hi, 1) = 0 or Var(hy ) = 0.
distribution) andY” takes values over some alphaBétwhich ) i o
may be discrete or continuous. A BOE, Y) may represent, This second form makes it clear that any reduction in
in a source-coding setting, a binary data souitethat we Vvarentropy can be attributed entirely to the creation of a
wish to compress in the presence of some side informatiBAsitive correlation between the entropy random variables
Y'; or, it may represent, in a channel-coding setting, a chiandieut1 @ndhout2 at the output of the polar transform. _
with input X and outputy’. Showing the equivalence of the two clairi$ (1) aid (4) is a

Given a BDE(X,Y), the information measures of interesgimple exercise. We have, by the chain rule of entropy,
in the sequel will be theonditional entropy random variable hout1 + hout2 = hin,1 + hin 2; (5)

A
h(X|Y) = _1ngX|Y(X|Y)’ hence,Var(hout_rl + houLQ) = Var(hin_l + hinyg). Sincehin_l
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Var(hout2) + 2 Cov(hout1, hout2). Thus, the claim[{1), which

can be written in the equivalent form X N,
! \\ COV(hOUt,la houLZ)

Var(hout_rl) =+ Var(houm) S Var(hinyl) + Var(hin_rg), ! \

is true iff (4) holds.

A technical question that arises in the sequel is whether the
varentropy is uniformly bounded across the class of all BDEs
This is indeed the case.

Lemma 1. For any BDE (X,Y), V(X|Y) < 2.2434.

!

[

1

i

1
054 X Var(hin)
i
Il
]

\ Var(hout2)

Proof: It suffices to show that the second moment of N

h(X]Y) satisfies the given bound. o N
0 Crossover probability

E[h(X|Y)?] < max [zlog?(z) + (1 — z)log*(1 — )] oe
O=esl Fig. 1. Variance and covariance of entropy for BSC under mpivénsform.
< 2 max [zlog?(z)] = 8¢ 2 log?(e) ~ 2.2434.
0<z<1
(A numerical study shows that a more accurate bound on 025 RN
V(X]Y) is 1.1716, but the present bound will be sufficient J/ N
for our purposes.) [ ] )/ AN
This bound guarantees that all varentropy terms in thisipape / \
exist and are bounded; it also guarantees the existence of th / Var(hou1 )\
covariance terms since by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we / / Y
haV8| COV(hOULh houL2)| < \/Var(houu) Var(houm). I/ \\
We will end this part by giving two examples in order to ] \
illustrate the behavior of varentropy under the polar tfams. /] \
The terminology in both examples reflects a channel coding /] \
viewpoint; although, each model may also arise in a source ! \ \

coding context.

Example 1. In this example, (X,Y) models a binary symmet-
ric channel (BSC) with equiprobable inputs and a crossover
probability 0 < e < 1/2; in other words, X and Y take values
in the set {0,1} with

(1_6)7 lfx:yv
€, if v #y.

Fig. (I gives a sketch of the varentropy and covariance terms
defined above, with Var(h;,) denoting the common value
of Var(hi,1) and Var(hi,2)). (Formulas for computing the
varentropy terms will be given later in the paper.) The non-
negativity of the covariance is an indication that the varen-
tropy is reduced by the polar transform.

pxv(z,y) = {

(NI NI

Example 2. Here, (X,Y') represents a binary erasure channel
(BEC) with equiprobable inputs and an erasure probability e.
In other words, X takes values in {0,1}, Y takes values in
{0,1,2}, and

(1-e¢), fz=y;
€ ify=2.

N[ D=

pxv(z,y) = {

In this case, there exist simple formulas for the varentropies.
Var(hin1) = Var(hi,2) = Var(hi) = (1 —¢€), Var(hou,2) =
(2¢ — €2)(1 —€)?, Var(hou,1) = €2(1 — €2). The covariance is
given by Cov(hou.1, hou2) = €2(1 — €)% The corresponding
curves are plotted in Fig. 2l

/I CoV(hout 1, hout2) \

0
0 Erasure probability 1

Fig. 2. Variance and covariance of entropy for BEC under iptnsform.

C. Organization

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sedfibn I,
we define two canonical representations for a BDEY) that
eliminate irrelevant details from problem description aird-
plify the analysis. In Sectiop_lll, we review some basic fact
about the covariance function that are needed in the rereaind
of the paper. Sectioh IV contains the proof of Theorefn 1
Section Y considers the behavior of varentropy under higher
order polar transforms and contains a self-contained pobof
the main polarization result of [4].

Throughout, we will often writé to denotel — p for a real
number0 < p < 1. For0 < p,q < 1, we will write p x ¢ to
denote the convolutiopg + 7.

II. CANONICAL REPRESENTATIONS

The information measures of interest relating to a given
BDE (X,Y) are determined solely by the joint probability
distribution of (X, Y); the specific forms of the alphabets
and Y play no role. We have already fixetf as {0,1} so
as to have a standard representationXorlt is possible and
desirable to re-parametrize the problem, if necessaryhab t
Y also has a canonical form. Such canonical representations



have been given for Binary Memoryless Symmetric (BMS) Finally, we note thatH(X) = H(px(0)) = H(EA).
channels in[[B]. The class of BDEX, Y) under consideration Thus, all information measures of interest in this paper can
here is more general than the class of BMS channels, lng computed given knowledge of the distributionAf

similar ideas apply. We will give two canonical representa-

tions for BDEs, which we will call thex-representation and p. The S-representation

the S-representation. Tha-representation replacés with a
canonical alphabe#l C [0,1], and has the property of being
“lossless”. Thes-representation replacg@swith B C [0,1/2];

it is “lossy”, but happens to be more convenient than dhe
representation for purposes of proving Theofdn 1

Although the a-representation eliminates much of the ir-
relevant detail from(X,Y"), there is need for an even more
compact representation for the type of problems considered
the sequel. This more compact representation is obtained by
associating to each € ) the parameter

A. The a-representation Bly) = ﬂX\Y(y) 2 min{px|Y(O|y)vpX\Y(”?J)}-
Given a BDE (X,Y), we associate to eachh € Y the We define theg-representation of X,Y) as the random
parameter variableB 2 B(Y). We denote the range d@f by B = {B(y) :
oly) = axjy (y) = pxjy (Oly) y € Y} and note thaB c [0,1/2].

_ A The p-representation can be obtained from the
and defineA = «(Y’). The random variablel takes values representation by
in the setA = {« y € Y}, which is always a subset ) ) —
of [0,1]. We ref{er(tgA as the}a-representation of X,Y). Aly) = min{a(y),1 —a(y)}, B =min{d,A};

The a-representation provides economy by using a canonidalt, in general, the.-representation cannot be recovered from
alphabetA in which any two symbolsg;, 3’ € ) are merged the j3-representation.
into a common symbat whenevera(y) = a(y’) = a. For the BSC of Exampléll, we hav&(0) = (1) = ¢

We give some examples to illustrate therepresentation. giving B = {¢}. For the BEC of ExamplEl2, we hay¥0) =
For the BSC of Examplel 1, we have0) =1 —¢, a(1) =¢, §(1) =0, 8(2) = 1/2, andB = {0, 1/2}. For the binary-input
A = {¢,1—€}. In the case of the BEC of Example 2, we havadditive Gaussian noise channel, we have
a(0)=1,a(l) =0, a(2) =1/2, A ={0,1/2,1}. As a third 1
example, consider the channgl= (—1)%c + z wherec > 0 Bly) =
is a constant and ~ N(0,1) is a zero-mean unit-variance .

with B = (0,1/2].

additive Gaussian noise, independentzofin this case, we T : .
As it is evident from[(B), the conditional entropy random

1+ ezelul’

have (y—)2/2 variableh(X|Y) cannot be expressed as a functior{ & B).
aly) = e ¥ __ 1 However, if the CDFFp of B is known, we can compute
e~ W=02/2 f o=(+e)?/2 — | 4 e—2cy’ H(X|Y) and V(X|Y) by the following formulas that are
giving A = (0,1). analogous to[{7) and(8):

The a-representation provides “sufficient statistics” forH(X|Y) EH(B), V(X|Y)=EHs(B) - []EH(B)}Q.
computing the information measures of interest to us. Tsiill
trate this, let X, Y) be an arbitrary BDE and let = o(Y') be To see thaiB is less than a “sufficient statistic” for informa-
its a-representation. Lelf, denote the cumulative distributiontion measures, one may note tHa{.X) is not determined by

function (CDF) of A. knowledge ofFz alone. For example, for a BDEX, Y) with
The conditional entropy random variable is given by ~ Pr(Y = X)) = 1, we havePr(B = 0) = 1, independently of
Px (0)
WMX|Y) = h(X|A) =4 1ogé, X =0 (6) Despite its shortcomings, thierepresentation will be useful
—logA, X =1. for our purposes due to the fact that the binary entropy fanct

H(p) is monotone ovep € [0,1/2] but not overp € [0, 1].

Hence, the conditional entropy can be calculated as Thus, the random variabl (B) is a monotone function oB

H(X|Y)=Eh(X|Y)=Eh(X|A) = EaEx 4 h(X|A) over the range of3, but #(A) is not necessary so over the
range of A. This monotonicity will be important in proving
=E H(A) = / H(a)dFa(a), (7) certain correlation inequalities later in the paper.

where H(a) = —aloga — aloga, a € [0,1], is the binary C. Classification of binary data elements
entropy function. Likewise, the varentropy is given by Table[] gives a classification of a BDEX,Y) in terms
- . B 2 of the properties ofB = §(Y). The classification allows an
VIXIY) = V(X|4) = EH2(4) [EH(A)] ) erasing BDE to be extreme as a special case.

A 2 — 2
where?;(a) = —alog” a —alog™a and For a pure(X,Y), we obtain from[(7) and{8) that

1
EHZ)(A):/O Ha(a) dFa(a). H(X[Y) =H(b), V(X|Y)=b(1-b)log? (%)



TABLE |
CLASSIFICATION OF BDES

Type | Property

pure P(B =1b) =1 for someb € [0,1/2]
extreme P(B=0)=1lorP(B=1/2)=1
perfect P(B=0)=1

purely random (p.r.)| P(B=1/2) =1

erasing P(B=0)+P(B=1/2)=1

whereb is the value thaiB = §(Y") takes with probability 1.
A simple corollary to this is the following characterizatiof
an extreme BDE.

Proposition 1. Let (X,Y) be a BDE and B = 3(Y'). The fol-
lowing three statements are equivalent: (i) (X,Y) is extreme,

(ii) H(X|Y) =0 or H(X|Y) =1, (iii) V(X[|Y) = 0.

We omit the proof since it is immediate from the abov91

formulas forH(X|Y) andV(X|Y) for a pure BDE.

For an erasindX,Y), it is easily seen that
H(X|Y)=p, V(X]Y)=p(l-p)

wherep = P[B(Y) = 1/2] is the erasureprobability.

Parenthetically, we note that while the entropy function sa
isfies H(X|Y) < H(X), there is no such general relationship

betweenV (X|Y) and V(X). For an erasing(X,Y) with
px(1) =1 —px(0) = g and erasure probability, we have
V(X) = q(1 —q)log*[q/(1 - q)] while V(X|Y) = p(1 —p).
Either V(X) < V(X|Y) or V(X) > V(X]Y) is possible
depending ory andp.

D. Canonical representations under polar transform

In this part, we explore how the- and g-representations

Similarly, the event {A;, 1 * Ain2 = 0} is incompatible with
{U; =1}.

Proof: For a fixedY = (y1,y2), the sample values of
Aour1 are given by

A
aout1(Y1,y2) = PU;|v1,Ys (Oly1, y2)
= ZpUl,Ug‘Yl,Yz (07 u2|y1? y2)

u2
= pxu v (U2ly1)pxa va (u2y2)
u2

= (Iin,l(yl) * Gin,z(yz)-

From this, the first statemen (9) follows. The second stateém
(10) can be obtained by similar reasoning. ]

The above result leads to the following “density evolution”
formula. Let Fin 1, Fin2, Four1, and Fyyo be the CDFs of
in,1, Ain 2, Aour1, and Aoy, respectively.

Proposition 3. The CDFs of the a-parameters at the output of
a polar transform are related to the CDFs of the a-parameters
at the input by

Founla) = // dFin1(a1) dFp 2(asz)

ar*xas<a

Fout,2 (a) -

(a1az/a1*xa2)<a

(CLl * CLQ) dEn,l(al) dEn,Q(QQ)

+ (@1 % a2) dFjy1(a1) dFiy 2(asz)

(araz/ai*az)<a

These density evolution equations follow froinh (9) aind (10).

evolve as they undergo a polar transform. Let us return to thethe expression fofgut2(a), the integrandga;  az) and

setting of SectT-B. Le{U;,Y) and (Uz; U, Y) denote the
two BDEs obtained from a pair of independent BOES , Y1)
and (X2, Y>) by the polar transform. Lekin 1, hinz2, hout1,

(@1 *a2) correspond to the conditional probability &f being
0 and 1, respectively, given that, 1 = a1 and Ajp 2 = as.
We omit the proof for brevity.

and hou2 denote the entropy random variables at the input For the 3-parameters, the analogous result to Propositlon 2

and output of the polar transform. For= 1,2, let Ajn ; and
Bin; be thea- and s-representations for thih BDE at the
input side; and letdyy; and Boyt; be those for theth BDE

at the output side. Let the sample values of these varialgles b

denoted by small-case letters, suchags; for Ai ;, bin, for
Bini, etc.

Proposition 2. The a-parameters at the input and output of
a polar transform are related by

Az)ur,l = Ain,l * Ain,Za (9)
A _ Ain,lAin,Q/(Am,1 * Am,2)7 U =0; (10)
ou2 Ain1Aina) (A * Ain2), U=

Remark 1. In (@Q) the event {Ai1 % Az = 0} leads
to an indeterminate form A,,2 = 0/0, but the conditional
probability of {Ain1 * Aina = 0} given {U; = 0} is zero:
Ain,l *AimQ =0 lmplles (Ain,la Ain,Q) S {(O, 1), (1, O)}, which
in turn implies (X1,X2) € {(1,0),(0,1)}, giving U; = 1.

is as follows.

Bout,l = V(Bin,l * Bin,2)7

, = ’Y(Bin,lBin,Q/(Bin,l * Bin.,Z))a
out ’Y(Bin,lBin,Q/(Bin,l * Bin.,Z))a

I'>0;
I <o,

where v(x) = min{z,1 — z} for anyz € [0,1] and T’ =
(1/2=U1)(1/2 — Ain,1)(1/2 — Ain2). We omit the derivation
of these evolution formulas for thg-parameters since they
will not be used in the sequel. The main point to note here
is that the knowledge ofBin 1, Bin,2, U1) is not sufficient to
determind’, hence not sufficient to determidg, ». So, there
is no counterpart of Propositidn 3 for thfeparameters.
Although there is no general formula for tracking the
evolution of the s-parameters through the polar transform,
there is an important exceptional case in which we can track
that evolution, namely, the case where at least one of thesBDE
at the transform input is extreme. This special case will be
important in the sequel, hence we consider it in some detail.



TABLE I
POLAR TRANSFORM OF EXTREMEBDES ] ) ] ) u
The second result we recall is the following inequality.

Bin,l Bin,2 | Bout,l | Bout,2
perfect any Bin2 | perfect

Lemma 3 (Chebyshev’s covariance inequalitylet X be
or. any o.r Bin s a random variable taking values over R and let f,g
any | perfect | Bin: perféct R — R be any two nondecreasing functions. Suppose
any p.r. pir. Bin1 that Cov(f(X), g(X)) exists, i.e, Ef(X)g(X), Ef(X), and
Eg(X) all exist. Then,

Table[dl summarizes the evolution of thparameters for Cov(f(X),9(X)) = 0. (14)
all possible situations in which at least one of the input BDE  p,,r | et X’ be an independent copy df. Let E and
is extreme. (In the table "p.r” stands for “purely randon”. g’ denote expectation with respect and X', respectively.
th‘ghe proof follows readily from the following identity whose
moerpof can be found in_[8, p. 43].

The following proposition states more precisely the way
([-parameters evolve when one of the input BDEs is extre

Proposition 4. If B;, 1 is extreme, then the [3-parameters at Cov(f(X),g(X)) = Ef(X)g(X) — Ef(X)Eg(X)
: 1
the output are given by — iE/E[(f(X) _ f(X/))(g(X) _ g(X/))]
Bin ) } Bin ] t
Bouw1 = {1 2 lf e pe’jﬁec (11) Now note that for any, ' € R, f(x)— f(z') andg(z)—g(z")
2 if Biny is p.r; have the same sign since bofhand ¢ are nondecreasing.
Thus, (f(x) — f(2"))(g(x) — g(«’)) > 0, and non-negativity
_]0, if Bin,1 is perfect of the covariance follows. [}
Bom‘,Z - . . (12)
Bin,Za lfBin,l IS p.r.
If Biy 2 is extreme, then (L) and (A2) hold after interchanging IV. PROOF OFTHEOREM]]
Biy1 and Biy ». Let us recall the setting of Theorefdl IWe have two

independent BDE$X,Y7) and (X5, Y2) as inputs of a polar
transform, and two BDESU;,Y) and (Uz;U1,Y) at the
output, withU; = X7 @ Xo, Uz = Xo, andY = (17,Y3).
Ainz2, Ain1 =0; Associated with these BDEs are the conditional entropy ran-
Aing, Apnai=1. dom variableSiin 1, hin2, hou1, @andhoy2, as defined by(2)

_ ' _ and [3). We will carry out the proof mostly in terms of the
Thus, Bout1 = min(Aout1, Aout1) = min(Ainz2, Ain2) = canonical parameters; 2 ax,y.(Y:) and B; 2 By, (Y),
Bin2, completing the proof of the first case in111). We ski[,? — 1.2. For shorthand, we WI|| often writ& — ()‘(1 YVXQ),

the proof of the remaining three cases since they follow b(yf _ (7U1, Us), A = (Ay, As), andB = (By, B»). ’

similar reasoning. [ ]

Proof: SupposeBj, 1 = 0 (perfect), thendj, ; can only
take the value$® and1, and we obtain from[{9) that

AouLl = Ain,l * Ain,2 = {

We will carry out our calculations in the probability space

lIl. COVARIANCE REVIEW defined by the joint ensembl&, Y). Probabilitigs over this
: _ .__ensemble will be denoted b¥(-) and expectations b§[-].

In Fh's part., we coIIept some.basm facts apout the_ COvaeang,tial and conditional expectations and covariances hvéll
f_unctlon, whlch we WI||. need in the foIIovqug sections. Th&jenoted byEy, Ex|y, Covy, Covx|y, €tc. Due to the 1-1
_f|rst result is the following formula for splitting a covanee .+ e of the correspondence betwdérand X, expectation
Into two parts. and covariance operators suchl&g|y and Covyy Wwill be
Lemma 2. Let S, T be jointly distributed random vectors over ~ €quivalent toEx |y and Covx |y, respectively. We will prefer
R™ and R™, respectively. Let f, g : R™T" — R be functions 10 use expectation operators in terms of the primary vaggbl
such that Cov|[f(S,T), g(S, T)] exists, i.e, Ef(S,T)g(S,T), X andY rather than the secondary (derived) variables such as
Ef(S,T), and Eg(S, T) all exist. Then, U, A, B, to emphasize that the underlying spacéXsY).

We note that, due to the independencerpfandYs, A; and

Cov[f(S,T),g(S, T)] = Ex Covgr[f(S,T),g(S, T)] A, are independent; likewisé3; and B, are independent.

+ Covr[Es T f(S, T),Esig(S, T)].  (13)

Although this is an elementary result, we give a proof hewe Covariance decomposition step

mainly for‘ iwsuaﬂng the r?otation. Our prfoor:‘ fOfHOWS_ 7] ¢ As the first step of the proof of Theorefl e use the
brevﬁ’;oof. e will omit the arguments of the functions 10r¢q,ariance decomposition formul@a{13) to write
Cov(f, g) =Estf9g—Estf Estg COV(hOUU’ hOULQ) =Ey COVX\Y(houLh hout,Q)

=ErEsitf9 — Er[Esitf - Esjry] + Covy (Bxjyhour, Exjy howz). (15)
+Er [Es|Tf : Esng} — ErEgirf - ETEsj1g For brevity, we will use the notation
=Ex Covsz(f,9) + Covr(Esrf Es|g). Covi = Ey Covxy (haut1 hout2)



A
Covy = Covy (Ex|yhout 1, Ex|yhout2)

to denote the two terms on the right hand side[of (15). O

proof of Theoreniflwill consist in proving the following two
statements.

Proposition 5. We have Covy > 0, with equality iff either
(X1,Y1) or (X2,Y3) is an erasing BDE.

Proposition 6. We have Covy > 0.

Remark 2. We note that Cova 0 iff, of the two BDEs
(X1, Y1) and (X2,Y3), either one is extreme or both are pure.
We note this only for completeness but do not use it in the

paper.

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of the above

propositions.

B. Proof of Proposition [J
For p,q € [0, 1], define

2 * *xq)lo m
fp,g) = *q)(p Q)lg(p*q)

[ 7))

We will soon give a formula fo€ov; in terms of this function.
First, a number of properties of(p,¢) will be listed. The
following symmetry properties are immediate:

fp,a) = f®,q9) = f(B:9) = (7,9, (17)

f(p,qa) = f(g,p) (18)

Lemma 4. We have f(p,q) > 0 for all p,q € [0,1] with
equality iff p € {0,1/2,1} or q € {0,1/2,1}.
Proof: We use [(I7) to write

.f(paq) = f(’l’, S)

wherer 2 min{p,p} ands 2 min{q,q}. Thus, instead of
proving f(p,q) > 0, it suffices to provef(r,s) > 0 for 0 <
r,s < 1/2. In fact, using[(IB), it suffices to prov&(r,s) > 0
for 0 < r < s < 1/2. Assuming0 < r < s < 1/2,itis
straightforward to show that

(16)

(19)

TS TS
<

rx*s  r*S

and (20)

1
5
Thus, if we write out the expression fgi(r, s), as in [16)

T*kS>T%xS <

with (r, s) in place of(p,¢), we can see easily that each o

or ¢ = 1/2. Finally the difference of the entropy terms equals
zero iff pg/p+q = pg/p*q Or pg/p* q =1 —pg/p+q which
m turn is true iffp € {0,1/2,1} or ¢ € {0,1/2,1}. Taking

the logical combination of these conditions we concludé tha

f(p,q) =0iff pe{0,1/2,1} orq € {0,1/2,1}. u
Lemma 5. We have
Covi = Ef(A) =Ef(B). (22)

Proof: Fix a sampley = (y1,y2). Note that

Covx|y(hout1; hou2) = Covxy (R(U1ly), h(U2|Us,y))
= Exy{ [2(U1ly) — H(U1ly)| n(U2|U1,y)}
= ZPU1|Y(U1|Y) [h(urly) — H(Usly)| H(Us|us, y).

After some algebra, the terfib(u1 ly) — H(U1ly)] simplifies
to

1 —pu, vy (u1ly)
1—-»p u1ly))log ——————.
( UI‘Y( 1) pUl\Y(U1|}’)

Substituting this in the preceding equation and writing thiet
sum overlU; explicitly, we obtain

Covx|y (hout1, hout2) = pu, v (01y)pu, v (1]y)
pu, v (0ly)
puy vy (1y)

Expressing each factor on the right side of the above equatio
in terms ofa; = a(y;), i = 1,2, we see that it equals
f(a1,a2). Taking expectations, we obtaiiov; = Ef(A).
The alternative formul&®ov,; = Ef(B) follows from the fact
that f(B) = f(A) due to the symmetrie§ (IL7). [ |

Proposition[b now follows readily. We hav€ov; > 0
since f(ay,a2) > 0 for all a;,as € [0,1] by LemmalZ. By
the same lemma, strict positivitl, f(A) > 0, is possible iff
the eventsd; ¢ {0,1/2,1} and Ay ¢ {0,1/2,1} can occur
simultaneously with non-zero probabilitye., iff

P(a g 0.51) P(42¢ 10.5.13) >0

since A; and A, are independent. Conditioh (22) is true iff
1 1

P(mgt0.) P(Beg 0.3) >0

which in turn is true iff neitherB; nor B, is erasing. This
]pompletes the proof of Propositigh 5.

-log [H(Us|Uy = 1,y) — H(Us|Uy = 0,y)].

(22)

(23)

the four factors on the right hand side of that expression are
non-negative. More specifically, the logarithmic term isyno C. Proof of Proposition [0l

negative due to the first inequality ih {20) and the bracketedl_et o
term is non-negative due to the second inequalit{ in (20)s Trb)

completes the proof that(p, q) > 0 for all p,q € [0, 1].

Next, we identify the necessary and sufficient conditioms f?Jroperties of the two functions. For—

f(p,q) to be zero oveO < p,q < 1. Clearly, f(p,q) = 0

(p,q) = H(p*q) andga(p, q) = H(p)+H(q)—H(p+
for p,q € [0,1]. These functions will be used to give an

explicit expression foiCov,. First, we note some symmetry
1,2, we have

iff one of the four factors on the right hand side 6f](16) 9i(p,q) = 9i(D,9) = 9:(@,q) = ¢:(P,9), (24)
equals zero. By straightforward algebra, one can verify the
following statements. The first factqr x ¢ equals zero iff 9:(p,q) = 9i(q,p)- (25)

(p,q) € {(0,1),(1,0)}. The second factqs+7 equals zero iff \yg omit the proofs since they are immediate.
(p,q) € {(0,0),(1,1)}. The log term equals zero iff = 1/2



Lemma 6. We have, for i =1,2, Each covariance term on the right side is positive by Cheby-
hev's correlation inequality (Lemmd 3) and the fact that
Ex |y hou: = gi(A) = g:(B). 26) ° i
XY houi = 9i(A) = 9:(B) (26) g1 and g are nondecreasing in the sense of Déf. 1. More
Proof: These results follow from({6)[(9), anf {10). Wespecifically, Chebyshev’s inequality implies that

computeEx |y hout1 as follows.
COVBz (gl (b17 BQ)a gQ(bl s BZ)) > 0

Ex|vhout1 = Eujahou1 = H(A1 x As) = g1(A). . _
For the second term, we use the entropy conservdtion (5).for any fixedb; € [0,1/2] since g1(b1,b2) and ga (b, b2)
are nondecreasing functions &f whenb;, is fixed. Likewise,

Exvhou2 = Ex|yhin1 + Ex v hin2 — Ex|yhout1 Chebyshev’s inequality implies that
=H(A1) + H(A2) — H(A1 x Az) = g2(A).
The second form of the formulas in terms Bffollow from

COVBI (Engl (B)v EBzQQ(B)) >0

the symmetry properties (P4). m since Ep,g1(by, B;) and Ep,g2(by, B;) are, as a simple
As a corollary to Lemmal6, we now have consequence of Lemna 8, nondecreasing functioris .of
Covy = Cov[g1(B), g2(B)]. (27)

D. P Th m
In order to prove tha€ovs > 0, we will apply LemmaB to roof of Theorem

(Z70). First, we need to establish some monotonicity prégert 1 he covariance inequality/i(4) is an immediate consequence
of the functionsy; andg,. We insert here a general definition®f (15) and Propositions] 5 arid 6. We only need to identify

~ the necessary and sufficient conditions for the covariance t
Definition 1. A function g : R™ — R is called nondecreasing pe zero. For brevity, let us define

if, for all x,y € R", g(x) < g(y) whenever x; < y; for all

i=1,...,n - T2 “B; or By is extreme”
Lemma 7. g; : [0,1/2]2 — R* is nondecreasing. The present goal is to prove that
Proof: Since gy (b1,b2) = g1(ba,by), it suffices to show Cov(hou1, houz) =0 iff T holds. (28)

that g, (b1, b2) is nondecreasing ib; € [0, 1/2] for fixed by €

[0,1/2]. So, fix b € [0,1/2] and considerg; (b1, b2) as a The proof will make us of the decomposition
function of b, € [0,1/2]. Recall the well-known facts that the
function?(p) overp € [0, 1] is a strictly concave non-negative
function, symmetric aroung = 1/2, attaining its minimum =Ef(B) + Cov(g1(B),92(B))  (29)
value of 0 atp € {0,1}, and its maximum value of atp =
1/2. Itis readily verified that, for any fixeth € [0,1/2], asb;

ranges from 0 td /2, b, * by decreases fror, to 1/2, hence e
g1(b1,b2) = H(by * by) increases front (b)) to H(1/2) = 1, . N
with strict monotonicity ifb; # 1/2. This completes the proof, @nd note thatR appears in Propositionl 5 as the necessary

m and sufficient conditions fo€ov; to be zero. Note also that

) L ) T implies R since “extreme” is a special instance “erasing”
Lemma 8. g : [0,1/2]* — RY is nondecreasing. according to definitions in Tab[@ .

Proof: Again, sincegs(b1,b2) = g2(b2,b1), it suffices We begin the proof of[(28) with the sufficiency part. in
to show thatgs (b1, b2) is nondecreasing in; < [0,1/2] for other words, by assuming thédt holds. Sincel" implies R,
fixed by € [0,1/2]. Recall thatgs (b1, ba) = H(b1) + H(bs) — T is sufficient forCov; = 0. To show thatT is sufficient
H(by % by). Exclude the constant terfd(b) and focus on the for Cova = 0, we recall Propositionl4, which states that, if
behavior ofI(by) 2 H(by * bs) — H(b1) overb; € [0,1/2]. T is true, then eitheBoyt1 Or Bouwo is extreme. To be more
Observe thaf (b, ) is the mutual information between the inpuBPECIfic, if Bin,1 OF Bin 2 iS p.1., thenSou, = 1/2andg, (B) =
and output terminals of a BSC with crossover probabiity 1 If Bin,1 OF Bin,2 is perfect, themBoy2 = 0 andg»(B) = 0.
and a Bernoullib, input. The mutual information between(The notation =" should be read as "equals with probability
the input and output of a discrete memoryless channel i?3€") In €ither caseCovy = Cov(gi(B), g2(B)) = 0. This
convex function of the set of channel transition probabiit COMPletes the proof of the sufficiency part.
for any fixed input probability assignmerit![9, p. 90]. So, 'O Prove necessity i (28), we writg as
I1(by) is convex inby € [0,1/2]. Since_zI(O) = H(b2) and T =RA(R°VT) (30)
I(1/2) =0, it follows from the convexity property thak(b;)
is decreasing ih, € [0,1/2], and strictly decreasing i, # 0. where R denotes the complement (negation) &f The

COV(h'OUL17 houm) = Covy + Covy

that we have already established. Let us define

By or B; is erasing”

This completes the proof. m validity of (30) follows from R AT = T. To prove neces-
Propositior 6 can now be proved as follows. First, we app8ity, we will use contraposition and show th&t implies
Lemmal2 to[(2F) to decompogéov, as Cov(hout1, hout2) > 0. Note thatT® = RV (R A T°). If

_ T is true, then eitheR® or (R A T°) is true. If R is true,
Cov(91(B), 92(B)) = Ep, Covp, (91(B), 9:(B)) then Covy; > 0 by Propositiorib. We will complete the proof
+ Covp, (Ep,g1(B), Ep,92(B)). by showing thatR A T implies Cov(hout1, hout2) > 0. For



this, we note that when one of the BDEs is erasing, thereBs Polarization results

an explicit formula forCov,. We state this result as follows.

Lemma 9. Let By be erasing with erasure probability ¢ 2
P(By = 1/2) and let By be arbitrary with 6 2 H(X5|Ys).
Then,

Covy = €(1 —€)d(1 —9) (31)

This formula remains valid if By is erasing with erasure

probability ¢ = P(By = 1/2) and By is arbitrary with
8 2 H(Xy|V1).
Proof: We first observe that
H(Bg), Bl = 0;
B1,By) =
niBrbe) {1, Bi= 4
0, By =0;
92(B1, Bz) =
( ) {H(BQ), By = 1.

Now, the claim [(3]l) is obtained by simply computing th
covariance of these two random variables. The second cldf

follows by the symmetry property (P5).
Returning to the proof of Theorefdl1the proof of the
necessity part is now completed as follows.HfA T holds,

then at least one of the BDEs &rictly erasing (has erasure
probability 0 < € < 1) and the other is non-extreme. By

Proposition[1L, the conditional entropif (X|Y) of a non-

The first result in this section is a generalization of Theo-
rem[1 to higher order polar transforms.

Theorem 2. Let N = 2" for some n > 1. Let (X;,Y;),
1 < ¢ < N, be independent but not necessarily identically
distributed BDEs. Consider the polar transform U = XGy
and let (U;; U=t Y), 1 <i < N, be the BDEs at the output
of the polar transform. The varentropy is nonincreasing under
any such polar transform in the sense that

N N
Y VUUTLY) <Y V(XY (33)
=1 =1
The next result considers the special case in which the BDEs
at the input of the polar transform are i.i.d. and the tramsfo

size goes to infinity.

Theorem 3. Let (X;,Y;), 1 < i < N, be i.id. copies of a
given BDE (X,Y). Consider the polar transform U = XGy

let (U;; U=1)Y), 1 <i < N, be the BDEs at the output
oﬂhe polar transform. Then, the average varentropy at the
output goes to zero asymptotically:

N

1 )

¥ § V(U UL Y) =0, as N — oo (34)
=1

extreme BDE(X,Y) is strictly between 0 and 1. So, byC. Proof of Theorem 2

Lemmal9, we hav€ovy > 0. This completes the proof.

V. VARENTROPY UNDER HIGHERORDER TRANSFORMS

We will first bring out the recursive nature of the polar
transform by giving a more abstract formulation in terms of
the a-parameters of the variables involved. Let us recall that

In this part, we consider the behavior of varentropy underpolar transform of order two is essentially a mapping of the
higher-order polar transforms. The section concludes waithform

proof of the polarization theorem using properties of varen

tropy.

A. Polar transform of higher orders
For anyn > 1, there is a polar transform of ordér = 2.

(Ail"l,17 Ain,2) — (AOUt,la AOUI,Q)a (35)

where Aj,; and Ay, are the a-parameters of the input

BDEs (X;,Y1) and (X2,Y3), and Aoy and Aqu2 are the

a-parameters of the output BDE#,,Y) and (Uz; U1, Y).
Alternatively, the polar transform may be viewed as an op-

A polar transform of ordefV' = 2™ is a mapping)y thattakes gration in the space of CDFs efparameters and represented

N BDEs {(X;, Y;)}¥,,

N BDEs {(U; U1, Y)}Y,, whereY = (Y1,...,Yy) and
Ul = (Uy,...,U;_1) is a subvector oU = (Uy,...,Uy),
which in turn is obtained fronX = (Xi,...,Xx) by the
transform

U=XGy, Gy2F" Féﬁ ﬂ (32)

The sign ®n” in the exponent denotes theth Kronecker
power. We allowY; to take values in some arbitrary sgt,

as input, and produces a new set of; the form

(FOUt,la Fout,2) = 1/12 (En,la Fin,2) (36)

where Fi,, and Fy,; are the CDFs ofAj,; and Ao,
respectively.

Let M be the space of all CDFs belonging to random
variables defined on the intervil, 1]. The CDF of anya-
parameterd belongs taM, and conversely, each CDF € M
defines a validv-parameterd. Thus, we may regard the polar

1 < i < N, which is not necessarily discrete. We assunigansform of order two[(36) as an operator of the form

that (X;,Y;), 1 <i < N, are independent but not necessarily
identically-distributed.

(An alternate form of the polar transform matrix, as used/e will define higher order polar transforms following this
in 4], is Gy ByF®", in which By is a permutation viewpoint.
matrix known asbit-reversal The form of Gy that we are For eachi = 1,...,N, let A;,; denote thea-parameter
using here is less complex and adequate for the purposebthe ith BDE (X,,Y;) at the input, and lefi, ; denote the
this paper. However, if desired, the results given below c&DF of A4j, ;. Likewise, let Ay, ; denote then-parameter of
be proved under bit-reversal (or, any other permutatioterafthe ith BDE (U;; U'~!,Y) at the output, and lefp,; be
suitable re-indexing of variables.) the CDF of Aoy;. Let Fin = (Fin1,..., Fin,n) and Foy =

Py s M? — M2, (37)



(Fout1s - - -, Fourn). We will represent a polar transform ofsetF, ; = Fp. In this notation, we can express the normalized
order N abstractly a¥F oyt = ¥ n (Fin). varentropy compactly as
There is a recursive formula that defines the polar transform gn on
of order NV in terms of the polar transform of ordé¥/2. Let {7 2 1 Z V(U [ULY) = E Z V(Fns), n>1,
us split the outpuF o into two halves aF oyt = (Fiy, Fiao)- "= 2n — '
Each half is obtained by a sizZ€7/2 transform of the form — A _ ) )
andVy = V(Fp). The sequencéV,,} is non-negative (since
Fou = Un/2(Fh),  Fou= ¥n/2(Fi), eachV, is a sum of varentropies), and nonincreasing by
_ _ Theorenl®2. ThugV,} converges to a limit > 0. Our goal
in which Fjy = (F, 1, -, Fip vjo)s Fin = (Fin - Fid v/2)  is to prove thate = 0.
are obtained fron¥, through a series of size-2 transforms  1pe analysis in the proof of Theordi 2 covers the present
(Fpis Fip ) = ¥2(Finis Fngnya) 1<i<N/2. (38) E28° [az;';’?g;f‘e's'“tﬂjﬂgﬁ;n'” the present notation, theskez
Thg _d_erivatior} of the above recurs_ion from th_e algebrqic(Fni7Fn irant) = Yo (Foo1i, Fu1y), 1<i<2mL,
definition [32) is standard knowledge in polar coding, antil wi ’ ' ’ ’
be omitted. since here we havé),_,; = F,,_1 ;1o»—1 due to i.i.d. BDEs
Let us writeV(F) to denote the varentropy (X|Y) of a at the transform input. Using this relation, we obtain rgadi

BDE (X,Y) whosea-parameter has CDF. Using [8), we an explicit formula for the incremental change in normalize
can writeV(F) as varentropy from generation to (n + 1), namely,

1 1 2 _ _ 2"
V(F) :/0 Ho(a) dF(a) — (/0 H(a) dF(a)) . (39) D1 E Vi1 — Vi = — Z}C(Fm), n=>0, (44)

We are now ready to prove Theor&m 2. The proof will be byhere
induction. First note that the claihi (33) is true dr=2by  ~p V2 g Y [V(F o) b V(E os 9 (45
Theorentll. LetN > 4 and suppose, as induction hypothesis, (Fns) (Fai) = [V(Frir) +V (Fagaigon)] /2. (45)
that the claim is true for transforms of orde¥g2 and smaller. If we denote the conditional entropy random variables in the
We will show that the claim is true for ordelN. By the polar transform agh,, ;}, it can be seen that
induction hypothesis, we have C(Fn,i) = Cov(hnii,i, hngt,ivan)-

N/2 N/2 . .
Thus, we haveC(F, ;) > 0 by Theoren(li implying that
/ / )
Z; V(Foui) < 21 V(Fin) (40) D,, <0 for all n > 1. It is useful to note here that
and S lim V,=V(F)-S D, 46
s N C 77,1—{20 ( 0) ; 3 ( )
1 1!
ZV(FOUM) < ZV(EM)' (41) showing explicitly thatc is the limit of a monotone nonin-
=t =t creasing sequence of sums.
Summing [[4D) and(41) side by side, Foré > 0, let
N N/2 Ms 2 {FeM:V(F)> 6 (47)
DV (Foui) <3 [wﬂa,» +V( i’n’,»] “2)
= = A@) 2 int{C(F) : F € Mj). 48)

Using the induction hypothesis again, we obtain . _ . .
As we will see in a moment, the main technical problem that

V(Fn.i) + V(Fn,) < V(Fni) 4+ V(Fnisn2) (43) remains is to show that

for all i = 1,...,N/2. The proof if completed by using_(43) §>0 = A(5) > 0. (49)

to upper-bound the right side df {42) further. While this proposition seems plausible in view of the fact

that C(F) = 0 iff V/(F) = 0 (by Theorenf, there is the
D. Proof of Theorem technical question of whether the “inf" il (8) is achievesl a
a “min” by someF € M. We will first complete the proof

In this proof we will consider a sequence of polar transforms TheoreniB by assuming th&f{49) holds. Then, we will give
indexed byn > 1. For a givenn, the size of the transform is proof of [49) in the Appendix. '

N = 27; the inputs of the transform afe\;,Y;), 1 <i < N, A . A
. o : . N Let J,(0) = {1 < i< 2" : F,; € Ms}, and P,(9) =
which are i.i.d. copies of a given BDEX, Y'); the outputs of Jn(8)|/2". Foré > 0, we may think of.J, (5) as the set of

the transform, which we will refer to as “theth generation “had” BDES in thenth generation andb, () as their fraction

BDEs”, are (U;; U"1Y), 1 < i < N. Let F denote the . . >
CDF of (X,Y). Let F,; denote the CDF ofUs; Ui-1, Y), in the same population. Frorh {44), we obtain the bound

the ith BDE in thenth generationp > 1, 1 <4 < 2", and D, < —P,(6)A(6), 6>0. (50)
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To apply this bound effectively, we need a lower bound obefineC : M — R as the mapping
P,(6). To derive such a lower bound, we observe that, for

anyd > 0, C(F) 2

V(F) - [V(F*) + V(F*)}/?. (54)
Vi <[1 = Pu(8)]6 + Py()M <5+ P, (0)M (51) This definition is a repetition of {45) in a more convenient
A . ) notation. We have already seen the interpretatiod’of') as
where M = 2.3434 is the bound on varentropy provided byj covariance and mentioned tiatF) > 0. It is also clear that
Lemmall. Letny be such that for allh > ng, V,, > ¢/2. C(F) is boundedC(F) < V(F) < M, where M = 2.3434.

Since {V,,} converges toc > 0, no exists and is finite. Thys, we may restrict the range 6fand write it as a mapping
This, combined with[{(51), implies the following bound on thg> . Aq [0, M]

fraction of bad indices.
Vo5 5 Lemma 11. The mapping C : M — [0, M] is continuous
P.(0) > = 7> ¢/2 ~ ’ n > no. (52) (w.rt. the weak topology on M and the usual topology of
M M Borel sets in R).

Using (52) in [3D) withd = c/4 gives Proof: We wish to show that i, = Fj (in the sense of
D, < —(¢/AM) - A(c/4), n > ng. (53) weak-convergence), thgd'(F),) — C(Fp)| — 0. We observe
) o ) ) from (39) thatV'(F') is given in terms of expectations of two
From [46), we see that having> 0 is incompatible with[(SB). pounded uniformly continuous function®, : [0,1] — [0, 1]
This completes the proof that= 0 (subject to the assumptiongng 2/, - (0,1 — [0, M]. Thus, by definiton of weak

that [49) holds, which is proved in the Appendix). convergence [([14, p. 40]), we haV® (F,) — V(F)| — 0.
In view of (54), the proof will be complete if we can show
VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS that(F,, = Fp) implies(F,, = F, ) and(F} = F;"), where

. . . —_ A —_ " ”
One of the implications of the convergence of averagé, = (F)”, etc. By the “portmanteau” theorem (seeg,
varentropy to zero is that the entropy random variables “cohheorem 6.1 in[[14, p. 40]), it is sufficient to show that for
centrate” around their means along almost all trajectosies €very open set C [0, 1],

the polar transform. This concentration phenomenon pesvid
a theoretical basis for understanding why polar decodess ar lim inf/ dF, (a) > / dFy (a), (55)
robust against quantization of likelihoood ratios|[10]. "o Je @
Theorem[B may be seen as an alternative version of the liminf/ dFf(a) > / dFyf (a). (56)
n o Ja G

“polarization” results of[[4]. In[[4], the analysis was cergd

around the mutual information function and martingale meth 1, prove [Bb), letf; : [0,1)2 — [0,1] be such that
ods were used to establish asymptotic results. The presylrrtaharz)
study is centered around the varentropy and uses weak conveg

ence of probability distributions. The use of weak convamge P & / dF~(a) = // A, (a1) AP, (a3)
G n n n )
(e

= a1 *x ay. Then, we can write

in such problems is not new; Richardson and Urbanke [6, "
pp. 187-188] used similar methods to deal with problems of
convergence of functionals defined on the space of bin
memoryless channels.

We should mention that Alsan and Telatar![11] have given _
an elementary proof of polarization that avoids martingale Frla) = // dFn(a1) dFy(az)
theory, and instead, uses Mrs. Gerber’s lemima [12]. It ajgpea a1*az<a

possible to adopt the method 6f [11] to establish Thedremy3,t was proved as part of Propositian 3. We note that (i) the
without using weak convergence. pre-imagef; (G) c [0,1]2 is an open set since the functigris
a continuous and (ii) the product measufg x F,, converges
APPENDIX weakly to Fy x Fy [15, p. 21, Thm. 3.2]; so, again by the
PROOF OF(#9) portmanteau theorem,

hich follows from the density evolution equation

Lemma 10. The space M of CDFs on [0,1] is a compact o
metric space. hmnmf // dF,(a1)dF,(a2) > // dFy(ar) dFy(asz).
V(S

Proof: This follows from a general result about probabil- )

ity measures on compact metric spaces. Theorem 64 In [ ce

p. 45] states that, for any compact metric spatethe space B _
M(X) of all probability measures defined on thealgebra // dFo(a1) dFo(az) = /GdFO (a),
of Borel sets inX is compact. Our definition of\1 above (@)

coincides with theM (X)) with X = [0, 1].

| .
For F € M, let F~ and F* be defined by (se¢(B7 the proof is complete.
y (se€(B7)) The second condition[{56) can be proved in a similar

(F~,F") =(F, F). manner. We will sketch the steps of the proof but leave out the



details. The relevant form of the density evolution equat®

-

(a1az/ar1*a2)<a

(1]

CLl * CL2 dF (al) an(CLQ) 2]

+ (61 *CLQ) an(al)an(ag) (3]

(araz/ai*az)<a

We definefgl(al,ag) = alag/al * a2 and fgg(al,ag) =
@iaz/a * az, and write

PHG) & /dF* // (a1 * a) dF, (ay) dF, (az)

j21 (G)

// (@1 * az) dF,(a1) dF, (az).

f22

(8]
9]
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j21
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f2' (G)

Lemma 12. For § > 0, A(d) >0

Proof: Fix 6 > 0. The setM;s can be written as the
pre-image of a closed set under a continuous functiefy: =
~1([s, M]). Hence, by a general result about continuity ([16,
4.8]), M; is closed; and, being a subset of the compact set
[0, 1], itis compact ([15, 2.35]). Sina€ is continuous and\ 5
is compact, the “inf” in [4B) is achieved by sondg € M;
([18, 4.16]):A(5) = C(Fp). SinceV (Fy) > § > 0, Fp is not
extreme, so by Theorefdl 1C(F,) >0 . [
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