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A generalization of majorization that characterizes
Shannon entropy

Markus P. Miller and Michele Pastena

Abstract—We introduce a binary relation on the finite discrete  physical system into another one. The interplay of the state
probability distributions which generalizes notions of mgoriza-  of severalphysical systems is of obvious interest, with the
tion that have been studied in quantum information theory. Mo- intuition that sometimes the presence of one physical Byste

tivated by questions in thermodynamics, our relation desdbes .
the transitions induced by bistochastic maps in the preserg of (say, a battery) can help to perform state transitions oth@no

additional auxiliary systems which may become correlatedr the physicgl system (sz_;\y, a laser pointgr). . . o
process. We show that this relation is completely charactéred In this paper, we introduce a multipartite notion of majariz
by Shannon entropy H, which yields an interpretation of # in  tion which is meant to elucidate the relation betweésorder
resource-theoretic terms, and admits a particularly simpe proof - 44 correlation In a nutshell, while majorization determines
of a known characterization of H in terms of natural information- . . . L .
whether a transformatiop — ¢ is possible via bistochastic

theoretic properties. .
maps, we study transformations of the form

..... k 1)

AJORIZATION and its relation to entropy plays awhich mapp to ¢, but at the same time correlateauxiliary

crucial role in many areas of probability and inforSystems without changing their marginals. Hevajenotes the

mation theory [[1]. A discrete probability distribution — Kronecker product, i.ep ® r is a product distribution on two

[. INTRODUCTION PR (M. @) »qon

(p1, - .., pn) is said tomajorizeanother probability distribution systems;rl_,____yk deno_tes a joint probf_;lblhty d|str|_but_|on_0/h
¢ = (q1,...,qn), denoted systems, with marginals,,...,r;. Given two distributions
T p and g, we ask whether there exists somkec Ny and

D> q, r1,..., Such that transitiori{1) is possible via some bistochastic

) ) ) ) & map. We can also fix a given value &f in which case[{11)
if and only if there is a bistochasticmap ® such that generalizes the notions of majorizatich = 0) and trump-

g = ®(p). The bistochastic maps are exactly the convegq 5y (1 = 1) that have been extensively studied in quantum
combinations of permutations; therefoges a random mixture ; tormation theory.

of reshufflings ofp and in this sensenore disorderedhanp. In the case where both and¢ do not contain zeros, and

Since disorder and entropy are recurrent themes in thermpa ot identical up to permutation, we show in Theofém 1
dynamics, it comes as no surprise that majorization plays,gjow that a transformation of the forrfil (1) is possible if
major role there as well. In particular, bistochastic mapd a 5 only if H(p) < H(q), for H the Shannon entropy.
the majorization relation have been sh.o_wn to determine thes the possibility or impossibility of transitions ofeth
therquyqampally allowed state transitions of Systems Ofhrm (T) is completely characterized by Shannon entropy.
of equilibrium in the absence of energy constraints [2l, [3kythermore, this insight can be used to give a particularly
[4]. Similarly, majorization has been shown to determine thsimple proof of a version of a known characterization of
interconvertibility of entangled pure quantum states bsalo shannon entropy: Aczél et al. 10, Lemma 5] have shown that
operations and classical communicatioh [3], [6]. H is the unique real function (up to additive and multiplicati

Mathematically, these applications have led to the study ehnstants) on the probability distributions without zendsich
majorization in the context of joint distributions of seakr js symmetric, additive, and subadditivéé we additionally
random variables, in particular product distributions, [Bl,  assumesontinuity, then Theorerfil1 yields this characterization
[4]. These appear naturally in the context resource theo- o 17 a5 a simple corollary, cf. Corollafy 3.
ries [9], where random variables represent physical systems,ynile the detailed thermodynamic interpretation (1)
and one asks how certain allowed transformations (such @ss peen discussed elsewhere [11], the main idea can be
bistochastic maps) are able to interconvert a given state Of)hrased in the language of resource theorieg: # ¢ such
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This paper is organized as follows. In Sectibh Il, wevhereOlog0 := 0 by definition, andlog denotes the natural
give precise mathematical definitions and formulationswf ologarithm, i.e.exp(log ) = =.
results, Theoreril1 and Corolldry 3. Furthermore, we explainWith this notation at hand, we are ready to state our main
how the results fit into the context of previous research eesult:
majorization and characterizations of entropy, and erplai Theorem 1llLet p,q € R™ be probability distributions with
some results and open problems related to the valégro(l). p* # ¢*. Then there existsé € Ny and ak-partite probability
In Section[dll, we give a proof of Theorefd 1, which is acdistributionr 5 x such that
complished by construction of a suitable auxiliary disitibn
r1,..., (however, with several non-trivial twists). Sectibnl IV @)
shows how Co_rollar;[]$ follows as a simple consequenGe.and only if rank(p) < rank(q) and H(p) < H(q).
We conclude with SectionV, where we argue that our nefforeover, we can always chooge= 3.
relation () may be a special case of a wide variety of interes Note that ifp* = ¢+, theng is a permutation op, sop = g,
ing generalizations of majorization, characterizing $iians  4nq [3) is trivially true (withk = 0). If H(p) = H(q) and
under consumptions of different kinds of information-theta p* # gt, then, strictly speaking, a transition of the forfd (1)

resources. is impossible. In this case, however, one can find full-rank
approximationg’ that are arbitrarily close tg and that satisfy
Il. MAIN RESULTS AND THEIR CONTEXT H(q') > H(q) = H(p), such that[(B) holds foy replaced

In this paper, we are only considering finite discrete prolby ¢’, allowing to obtaing to arbitrary accuracy fronp via
ability distributions. That is, in what follows, a probabjl transitions of the form[{1).

distribution is a vectop = (p1,...,pn) € R™ for somen € N We now discuss the special cases[df (3) for different values
with the property thatalp; > 0 and}_ | p; = 1. If we have a of k, summarized also in Tablé I.
bipartite probability distribution, i.e. a joint distrikion of two If £ = 0, then [3) reduces to majorization itself. If we

random variablesA and B, then we denote this distributiondemand thaf{3) holds for = 1, we ask for some distribution
by pap, and its marginals by resp.pg. In the case of r such that

k > 2 random variables, we also use the notatign, ; for PRT = qRT. (4)

the joint distribution, ang; for its marginal on thé-th random ) ) ) )

variable, which should not be confused with thth entry of Th|s_n0t|0n has b_een |ntr0(_1uced in entanglement theary [6]
a vectorp. The largest fixed number of systems or randof@d is calledrumping That is,p trumpsg, denotedp >~ g,
variables that we consider explicitly will be five, which wef @nd only if there is some distribution such that[(#) holds.

denote byA, B,C, D, E. If p ¥ ¢ butp =7 ¢ then the auxiliary distribution- acts
Majorization is defined in the following way. If, ¢ € R™ like a “catalyst”. The interpretation is similar to a catstlyn
are probability distributions thBn chemistry: it enables transitions — ¢ that are impossible

. . Wfitthour;[ its presence, but it is not consumed and can be reused
after the process.
pra < ij 2 qu’i forallk=1,....,m, (2) Motivated by this nomenclature, we call our new relation
=t =t correlated trumpingor c-trumpingand say thap c-trumpsg,
wherep* = (pt,...,p%) denotes the reordering of the entrieglenotedp ». g, if and only if there existg € N, andri o,
of p in descending order, i.@j = pr(s) for some permutation such that[(B) holds. As stated in Theorein 1, the dase3 is
m such thatpf > pﬁ > ... > pt. This is equivalent[J1] to equivalent to leaving arbitrary, i.e. equivalent to c-trumping,
the existence of a bistochastic mép i.e. a linear map on and so is any fixed valuke > 4.
R™ with ®(1,...,1)" = (1,...,1)T, mapping probability = Understanding the case= 2 remains an interesting open
distributions to probability distributions, such th@tp) = q. problem. We conjecture that= 2 is equivalent to c-trumping,
Maps @ of this kind are represented by bistochastic matriceto, but have not been able to prove fhian example of c-
i.e. square matrices with non-negative entries and row atrdmping with k = 2 auxiliary systems can be found in_[11],
column sums equal to one. Given any probability distributicthough in a more general framework in which systems are
p € R™, we define thaank of p as the number of non-zeroallowed to carry Hamiltonians (energy). Using the congtaunc

entries ofp. That is, of Theorem 3 in the Supplemental Material bf [11], one can
, obtain a pair of (high-dimensional) probability distritrs
rank(p) := #{i | pi # 0}. p, q from that example, such thatyr ¢, butp @ r1 @ ro >
Furthermore, th&hannon entroppf any probability distribu- ¢®r12 for a suitable auxiliary distribution;», and thug >, g.
tion p € R™ is defined as While k£ = 2 is sufficient for this particular choice gf andg,
m we do not know whether it is in all cases.
H(p) :== —Zpi log p;, For any two given distributiong, ¢ € R™, one can check
i=1 directly whethep > ¢ by using the definition of majorization,

2If majorization is defined for arbitrary vectors, ¢ € R™, one has to  3We currently needc = 3 catalysts in the proof of Theorel 1 for the
add the additional constrain ;lef = >, qz.l. Since we are only following reason: since Rényi entropid$, with 0 < o < 1 behave very

considering probability distributions here, this corwfiti is automatically differently from those withl < o < oo, the auxiliary distributionr; . is
satisfied and does not have to be specified. constructed in two steps, yielding a tripartite distribati
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TABLE |
DIFFERENT MAJORIZATION-LIKE RELATIONS ARISING AS SPECIAL CASES ORJ).
[ Case inl(B)] notation | name | complete set of monotones |
k=0 - majorization | partial sumsS(p) := Zi?:l p;.L
(k=1,....m—1)if pe R™
k=1 =T trumping Rényi entropiesH, (a € R\ {0})
and Burg entropyHBurg

k=2 ? — ?
k=3 c c-trumping Shannon entropyd

and Hartley entropyH

k>4 same ask = 3

(@). In contrast, the trumping relation =1 ¢ is defined relations. A summary is shown in Talfle |. Given some relation

implicitly via the existence of a catalystsatisfying [4) which =’ on the probability distributions, we say that a real functio

cannot be checked directly. Thus, it has been an open probl8§rs amonotonéf p >’ ¢ = S(p) < S(q). A set of monotones

for some time to give necessary and sufficient conditions theb; );c; will be called completefor the relation>-’ if S;(p) <

allow one to decide whether or npt-7 ¢ holds. Si(q) for all i € I implies thatp >" ¢ (whether one would like
This problem has been settled in the works of Klimesh [d have strict or rather non-strict inequality;(p) < S;(q),

and Turgut([8]. To understand their criterion, we need tordefi may depend on the context, and does so in Thble 1). Thus,

the Rényi and Burg entropies which will play a major roletat Lemma[2 can be understood as saying that the Rényi and

on in the proofs as well. For probability distributiopss R™  Burg entropies constitute a complete set of monotones #or th

and real parametets€ R\ {0, 1}, we define th&ényi entropy trumping relation. Similarly, Theorell 1 says that the Stwann

of order a as and Hartley entropies are a complete set of monotones for c-
trumping.
H,(p) = bgn sz (@ € R\ {0,1}). Our second result is an immediate consequence of Theo-
rem[d. As mentioned above, while the result in Corol[dry 3 is
Furthermore, we set not new (a slightly stronger version has been proved. in [10])
. our proof seems to be considerably simpler once Thebfem 1 is
Heo(p) = —logmaxpi, H-oo(p) := log minp;, established. Denote the probability distributions withperos
Hi(p) = H(p),  Ho(p):=logrank(p). by
This choice of definition ensures continuity 8, in o except + . - o
ata = 0, in the sense that An = P pn) p1>0’;p1_1 ’
Jim Ha(p) = Hoo(p),  lim Ha(p) = Hi(p), and setA+ := J, .y Att. Then we have the following:
lim Hy(p) = H_o(p), lim H,(p) = Ho(p). CoroIIar_y 3 A continuou_s functionS : AT — R satisfies
a0 ™0 the following three properties
However,lim, ~o H.(p) exists only ifp has “full rank”, i.e. (i) symmetry: if p,¢ € AT are such thap;, = Gr (i) for
rank(p) = m, in which case it equals-logm = —Hy(p). some permutatiomr and alli, thenS(p) = S(q);
The Burg entropy([14] is defined as (ii) subadditivity: S(pap) < S(pa®pp) for every bipartite
probability distributionpap € AT with marginalsp
Hiurg(p Z log p;. andpg;

(iii) additivity: S(pa®pp) = S(pa)+S(pp)forallpa,ps €
Sometimes different conventions are used in the litera- A"
ture [15]; the prefactol /m ensures thafip,,, is additive, if and only if it is of the form
ie. HBurg(p & q) = HBurg(p) + HBurg(q)- Note thatI—Ierg +
and H, for o < 0 attain the value—oco if p contains any Sp)=c-Hp) + e, forallpe Ay, neN, (5
zeros.H, is also known a#dartley entropyor max entropy whereH (p) = — Y, p: log p; is Shannon entropy, > 0 some
These entropies characterize the trumping relation as f%nstant and:, € R is some dimension-dependent constant
lows. . _ . . With ¢y = ¢ + cpe
Lemma 2 (Trumplngilj], l?]) Letp,q € R™ be probability  tpere s 4 vast literature on characterizations of Shannon
distributions such thap* # ¢*, and such that at least one of, entropy, see e.gi [L6]. L7, L8] TL9]. Our result is a bty
them has full rank. Thep -7 ¢ if and only if weaker version of the characterization inJ[10, Lemma 5],
Ho(p) < Hal(q) foralla € R\ {0}, and which does not presuppose continuity, and (in addition to
Hiwe () < Hiua(q) symmetry and additivity) only assumegeak subadditivity
Burg (P Burg(d)- that is (i) in the special case th#& has dimension two. It
Thus, fixing different values of in (3) naturally gives rise to turns out that Theorefd 1 admits a straightforward proof af ye
different notions of entropy that characterize the coroesiing another version of Corollafyl 3, which characterizes flori
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of the form [B) as those that satisBchur concavityadditivity, g4 on A (which is what the word “extension” means here).
and subadditivity omA™, without assuming continuity. SchurClearly

concavity of S means thayy = ®(p) for some bistochastic m

map ® _impli_es S(q) > S(p), which is a property that one . _ (1 _q, 2’ o 2) e R, wherea — Zai'
would intuitively expect from any “measure of disorder”. n n

However, since the proof is somewhat more involved than that

of Corollary[3, and since the result follows directly fronogre Ve Need two lemmas. The first one is as follows.

i=1

in [10], we omit the details. Lemma 4:Let p, ¢ € R™ be probability distributions such
that ¢ has full rank, H(p) < H(q), andq # (%,...,1).
Then there exists somee (0, min; ¢;) and N € N such that
[1l. PROOF OFTHEOREMI[]] for a; := q; — 6 andgap as in [8), the following statement is

>
We start by fixing some notation. We say that a functlotrque foralln = N:

f:I —->RwithlI CcRis |ncreas_|n_g|f T <y = f(_) < Ho(pa ® qB) < Ha(qaB) for all o € [1, +00].
fly) for all z,y € I, and that it isstrictly increasingif
r < y = f(z) < f(y) (analogous definitions apply to Proof: Note thatp # (X,...,L) becauseH(p) <
decreasing / strictly decreasijpgWe will use the elementary H(g) < logm. In the following, we will always assume that
limit identity [4] a > 1, a € R (unless stated otherwise). With the given choice
1 of a;, we geta = Z;’;l a; =1 —md. Consider the following
— o ;
Hgur 1 = 1 H.(p) —1 expression:
Burg(p) +logm = lim —— (Ha(p) ~logm) p
1— () . _ _
—  lim - (=Hq(p) — logm) (6) Ay : Ho(ga) — Ha(gn) Ha(pA)m
a0 o« . 1 10g mo* + nlia Zizl(%‘ - 6)a
Furthermore, note that Rényi entropy satisfies L—a 7 (300, pf) (me0™ + (1 —mé)ont=e)
[0,1logm] if >0 We use the expression on the right-hand side to deﬁff@
Ha(p) E{ [—00, —logm] if a <0, (") also for non-integem > 1. We have to show that this

expression is positive for alk if n is large enough. In fact,

and for everya # 0, the maximal valuesgn(a)logm is in the limit,
attained if and only ifp = (L,...,1), cf. [20]. The
corresponding statement for the Burg entrop)H§urg( ) < Jim Al =logm — Ho(p) >0 foralla>1, (9)

—logm, with equality if and only ifp = (%,..., L

In the following, we will deal with multlpartite (mostly
bipartite) probability distributions. In the bipartite s we
use the following notation. We denote the first systemAy
(of sizem € N), and the second by (of sizen € N).
Joint distributions onAB will be denoted as matrices WlthWe prove this by checking tha}~"™ | p®)exp (1 — Q)A,&a)
entries (pag)i; = pla = i,b = j). For example,

which is however only a pointwise statement. We furthermore
need the fact that

Al®) s strictly increasing im if « € (1,00). (10)

is strictly increasing im!~%. This expression is of the form

p=pa=(p1,.-.,pm) andqg =g = (q1,...,qn), then f(x) := (a+ ba)/(c + dzx) for z := n'~2, wherea = mé®,
biqr pig2 pi1g3s ... Pign b= Z,izl(qi R (.S)Q’ €= mo.téa’ andd = (.1 - mo)*. We
Do P2gs P2q3 .. P2gn have f'(x) > 0 if and only if ad < bc, V\gh|ch (after some

PA®qB = : : : : simplification) is equivalent toH,, (( =) ) < logm,

and this inequality is satisfied sincg is not the uniform
distribution and because dfl(7), provirig{10).

In general, the marginal distributions ot resp. B can be  Furthermore, forx = 1, we have

obtained by summing over the rows resp. columng @f. )

There is a specific family of bipartite probability distrions 20~ = H(qap) — H(qp) — H(pa)

that will be important in what follows. If we have any —  mélogm — i =) 1Og

probability distributiong = g4 = (q1,...,qm) € R™, we —

consider the specific extension

Pmdi Pmq42 Pmd3 ... DPmdn

-0
—md - H(pA)7

and this expression is independentwofSincelims« o AY =
Qo H(qa) — H(pa) > 0, there exists somé& € (0, min; ¢;) such
= | TP o (8) that with this choice of, we haveA!” > 0. So let us choose
: : : and fix thisé for all that follows. By continuity, forn = 1,
there exists some > 0 such thatA 1 >0forall<ac<
1+ ¢, and due to[(70)

s|gsg
s|gsg
s|gsg

§|§

dm — Gm

for any choice ofi; € [0, ¢;] andn € N. This is anm x (n+1)
matrix, and a bipartite probability distribution with méangl Agf) >0 foralneNandl <a<1+e. (11)



A GENERALIZATION OF MAJORIZATION THAT CHARACTERIZES SHANNDN ENTROPY (FEBRUARY 7, 2016) 5

Furthermore, ifn is large enough, then we have the exa@ince# Yot logpi = Hpurg(p) < —logm, the factor(x)

equality
Al

Heo(qap) — Hoo(qp) — Hoo(pa)
logm — Hoo(p) > 0.

Applying Lemmal® below to the family of functions —
A on the intervall + ¢, oo] (while taking into accoun{{9)
and [10)) shows that there exists soe= N such that for alll
n > N, we haveAﬁf‘) > 0 for all « in that interval. Together
with (IJ), this proves the claim. [ |

The second lemma which now follows is interesting in its  A(@) —
own right. It gives a partial answer to the question under

is negative. Hence this inequality is truerifis large enough;
in other words, there exist¥ (a) € N (which may depend on
the choice ofa) such that

Hpurg(pa ® qB) < HBurg(¢aB) for all n > N(a). (12)
For all « € [—o0, +0o0], define the quantity
Al := Hy(gap) — Halqs) — Ha(pa).
If « =0 this equal9); for general finitea ¢ {0,1}, it is

sgn(c) g Sy (g — %)a +nt%qvmlTe
L—a 7 (0 p0) (1 —a)* +nl-ea)

which conditions we can have a different kind of “correlategirst we prove the following:

trumping relation”: instead of asking whether a transfaiora
pa ®rp — qa ® rp IS possible (corresponding te ),

one might allow that correlations between the two system
build up, such thatdB is finally described by a correlated "

distribution g4 with marginalgg = rg. In this sense, the
“catalyst” would be retained in its original form, but coated
with the system that is to be transformed.

An example is given by the two distributionga
(91 1 1 17 7 1 )

1000 350 25) andaa = (35, 505 100
pa ¥ qa (from the definition of majorization) angs %71 qa
(since H, (pa) < H,(ga) for all « > 1 but not for
all a < 1). However, if g4 is the correlated distribution
in @) with n 1 and a; = %, then it turns out that
pa ® qg =7 qap, @S one can check by using Lemia
That is, there exists an additional systéiand a distribution
sc such thatps ® (¢ ® s¢) = qap ® sc. If we denote the

composite systenBC by B’ and setgap := qap ® s¢, then

we havep, ® qp' > qap’- This example is a special case of

the following result:

Lemma 5:Let p, ¢ € R™ be probability distributions such

thatg has full rankg # (X,..., L), andH,(p) < Ha(q) for
all o € [1,400]. Then there exists somee (0, m - min; ¢;)
andN € N such that forg4 5 as given in[(B) witha; := a/m,
we have

pPA X B =T 4AB forall n > N.

Proof: First consider the case thathas full rank. Note
thatp # (L,..., 1) sinceH:(p) < Hi(q) < logm. We will
use the criterion in Lemmid 2 to prove trumping. It holds

n
n+1

1 a a
H ur, - 1 ( 1 _) 1 R
Burg(¢45) m(n+1) Zl 1 o8 \4 m 8 mn

log(1 —a) +nlog &
n+1 '

1™
HBurg(pA ® qB) = E Zlogpz +
=1

It is then elementary to see that the inequalfy,,s(pa ®
qB) < Hpug(qap) is equivalent to

1 — 1 —
— 1 i — 1 i+ 1 I 1-—
m; ogp +n<m; ogpi + 0gm>+ og(1—a)

()

1 & a
LS5
<o 2o (e

eventually constant im  if « = —o0
increasing inn if —co<a<l
A js ¢ constant inn ifa=1
decreasing im if 1<a<+4o0o
eventually constant im  if o = +o0.

(13)
By “eventually constant”, we mean that there is sove N

_ = such that for alln > N, we haveA!®) — AE;”. This is the
. It is easy to see that

case fora = —oco anda = +oo, because in this case, all

entropies only depend on the minimal resp. maximal entries

of gqap resp.qp; if n is large, the location of these extrema
is fixed, and direct calculation shows that alldependency
cancels out. The special case= 0 is trivial; for o = 1,

2direct calculation shows that

RO — N[O g
A ; (qz m) log (qz m)

+alogm + (1 —a)log(l —a) — H(p) (14)
which is independent ofn. For the remaining cases
a € R\ {0,1}, we check the monotonicity of
(Ot pf) exp (S;rj@)&f‘) in z := n'~® This expres-
sion is of the form f(x) (@' + V'x)/(d + d'z), with
a =" (g —2)" 0 =a*m!=, ¢ = (1 - a)*, and
d' = a®. We havef’(z) > 0 if and only if ’d’ < b'¢, which

is equivalent to

11—«

_——_H, <(1-a)l .

o (=2 ) s -sn
According to [[T), this inequality is true fa¥ < o < 1, but
the inequality sign is reversed far < 0 and « > 1. Taking
care of the signs in all the different casescofproves [(IB).
By direct calculation, the large-limit of Agf‘) evaluates to

a
a— =

l1—a

—logm — H,(p) if o €[—00,0)
) logm — Hu(p) if o€ (0,1)
Jim A = expression[(14) above i =1
Ho ((2742) ) = Halp) if a € (1,+0d]

(15)
which is discontinuous ak = 0 anda = 1.
So far,a € (0, m - min; ¢;) was arbitrary; now we are going
to fix the value ofa in such a way that the limit inC(15) is
everywhere strictly positive. To this end, set

fulo) = H, ((wﬂ CHap)  (ae 1+,

l1—a
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and observe that this expression is decreasing (for every
fixed o € [1,+0]), as long asa € [0,m - min; ¢;]. This
follows from the fact that fow, b in that interval witha < b,
the probability distributiorj(q; —b/m)/(1 —b)]; majorizes the
probability distribution[(¢; — a/m)/(1 — a)];, and the Rényi
entropiesH, with « > 1 are Schur-concave|[1], [15].

Choosej € N large enough such that/(j + 1) < m -
min; g;, and for alln € N, set f,(a) == fi/(mij)(@). Then
every f, is a continuous real function oh:= [1, 40|, and
the monotonicity offa in a becomesf, (o) < fuy1(«) for
all o € I. Furthermore,

nhirolo fn(a) = ii{‘%fa(a) = Hot(q) - Ha(p) >0

is somea_ € R such thatA(?) > 0 for all a €

[—OO, O‘—]’
and thus (again due t6_(113))
Al® >0 foralln>N" aec|[-o0,a_].  (18)

Finally we treat the rangex € («_,0). Arguing as above,
the A are an increasing sequence of continuous functions
on the compact intervale_, 0], converging pointwise to a
strictly positive continuous function. According to Lemiia
below, there exists som&”” € N such thatA™) > 0 for all

n > N, and thus

A >0 (19)
Combining [12), [(16),[(17)[(18), anf@ (19), and settiNg:=

foralln > N", «a€la_,0).

for all o« € I. Thus, Lemm&l6 below proves that there is someax{N(a), N, N”, N}, we get

N € N such thatf,, (o) > 0 forall n > N and alla € I;

in other words, there is som€ € (0, m - min; ¢;) such that
fa(e) > 0 forall 0 < a < a and alla € I. Due to [IB)
and [1%), we thus obtain

Al > lim Al = f,(a) >0

n—r oo

for all & € (1,+0], a € [0,4], and alln € N (recall that

< Hy(gap) forall o € R\ {0}, and
< Hpuyg(gqap)  foralln> N.

H,(pa ®qB)
HBurg(pA &® qB)
Clearly (pa ® gg)* # qu, because otherwise we would have

H(pa®qp) = H(qap). Furthermoreg 45 has full rank. Thus,

Lemmal2 proves thaty ® ¢ >1 qaB.
We have proven the statement of the lemma in the case that

Al depends on the choice af). Due to [1%), we have p has full rank. Now consider the case thamk(p) < m.

limg~ 0 AP = H(q) — H(p) > 0, so there exista € (0,a’)
such thatAf}:1 > 0 for this choice ofa. We now fix this

Since ¢ and thusgap has full rank, we only have to show
that H,(pa ® qg) < Hy(qap) for all a € (0, +00). To this

value of o for all that follows. Due to continuity, there exists €nd, we can simply repeat the proof above with a few small

e > 0 such thatAff‘:)l > 0 for all « € [1 —¢,1]. According
to (I3), this implies thal\(*) > 0 for all o € [1 — ¢, 1] and
all n € N. In summary, we have achieved that

Al® >0 forallneN, aec[l—g+oc].  (16)

Next we considery € (0,1 — ¢). since A =0 for all n is
not useful as a special case, we define another quantity
1—a A (@)

Agla) — T‘An

HBurg (qAB) - HBurg (pA & qB)
The resulting quantity is continuous in, also ata = 0
due to [(6). Using thaf g, ((% ) < —logm, it is
straightforward to check that

EA(O) _ log 124 — - 370 log (¢ — %)
on " (n+1)2

if « e R\ {0}
if a=0.

i

m m

>0,

henceAﬁLO) is strictly increasing im. The largen limit is

lim A”) = —Hg e (p) — logm >0

n—roo

sincep is not the uniform distribution. Considering ondy €
0,1 —¢], the Al

changes. First, the cases of Burg entropy and Rényi entropy
for o < 0 can be ignored. Second, the proof pfl(16) remains
valid, but the proof of [(1I7) has to be changed: instead of
Al™, we have to consider the quantify'®’ directly, which
now satisfiesA{”) = logm — Hy(p) > 0 for all n. The rest of
the argumentation remains unchanged, proving the statemen
of the lemma also for the case thatloes not have full rank.
]

The previous two lemmas have made use of the following

basic result, which is a simple consequence of Dini’s theore

Lemma 6:Let —oco < a < b < oo, and(f,)nen a family
of continuous real functions od := [a,b]. (If b = +o0
we demand that every, is continuous ona,+oc0) and
that the limit f,,(+00) := limg_ o frn(x) exists for alln;
analogously for the case = —o0). Suppose that the family
of functions is increasing, i.€f,,(z) < fn41(z) forall x € I,
and thatlim,,,~, f(z) = f(z) for some continuous strictly
positive functionf : I — R. Then there is somé& € N such
that f,,(z) >0 foralln > N and allz € 1.

Proof: If either a = —oco or b = 400 (or both), we can
consider the functionﬁn(y) = fn(tany) for y € arctan =

are an increasing sequence of continUOYsyctan a, arctanb] C [—/2,7/2] instead of thef,, and in

functions on this compact interval, converging pointwiseat this way reduce everything to the case that R. But in this

strictly positive continuous function due o (13),(15)da@).
Thus, Lemmd6 below proves that there exists sdles N
such thatA(™ > 0 for all n > N’ anda € [0, 1 — &, hence

Al® >0 foralln>N', aec(0,1—c¢. (17)

Now we come to the case < 0. According to [18) and(15),

there existsN” € N such that for alln > N”, it holds

case, Dini's theorem proves that the convergefice~ f is
uniform, hence witte := min,¢; f(x) > 0 there is someV €
N such that|f(x) — fn(z)| < ¢/2 and thereforef,,(z) > 0
forall x € I andn > N. ]
Combining Lemmagl4 anld 5 yields a first formulation of
our main result.
Lemma 7:Let p,q € R™ be probability distributions such

AT = —logm — H..(p) > 0. Due to continuity, there that ¢ has full rank. If H(p) < H(q) then there exist& €
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N (in fact, we can always choose = 3) and ak-partite Conversely, suppose that g € R™ are probability dis-
distributionr; o . 5 with marginalsry, r,...,r; such that  tributions that are not equal up to permutation and satisfy

rank(p) < rank(q) and H(p) < H(q). Without loss of

PO(NOr®.. .0 = g@r. k. gene(ra)lity we ma(yzassume t(m)%t: p ar(ld)q¢ = ¢, i.e. that the

Proof: The special case that= (L1,..., 1) is trivial: entries ofp andg are in descending order. Lét= rank(q),

in this casep > ¢, and we can simply sét = 0 (no auxiliary then/ < m andq = G ® 0,,_¢, whereq = (qi,...,q) € R

system), or alternatively: = 1 with an arbitrary auxiliary has full rank, and0,,_, = (0,...,0) € R™~* is the zero

distribution. vector of dimensionn — ¢. Sincerank(p) < rank(q) = ¢,

S0 suppose # (%, e %) We first apply Lemm&l4 to we can also writep = p @ 0,,_s, Wherep € R’ does
conclude that there exists some extensjgn of ¢ = g4 such not necessarily have full rank. Theldl (3) for some probapilit
Huo(pa ® qg) < Ho(qap) for all « € [1,+00]. Clearly the distributionr; o .. i is equivalent to
extensiong4 g given in that lemma has full rank, but is not a _ -
uniform distribution. Therefore, we can apply Lemiia 5 to the PO @r®...Qr) = (@2 k.
two distributionsps ® gp and¢ap, and obtain the existencesince H(p) = H(p) < H(q) = H(§), and sincej has
of an extension4pc (introducing a third systent’) of gap  full rank, Lemmal¥ applies and shows that a probability

such that distributionr; o exists that satisfies this relation.  m
(Pa ® gB) ® qc *T1 qaBC- Similarly as for catalytic majorization [6], it is easy tocsh
By definition of trumping, there is an additional systéimand that auxiliary distributionsr; which are either fully mi?<ed
a catalyst (probability distribution)p on D such that (i.e. equal to(5,....) € R* for somen) or pure (i.e.
contain only zeros and ones) are useless; they can be removed
PA® g ®gc ®cp = gaBc @ Cp. without altering the c-trumping relation. In other wordse w

Since the majorization relation is preserved under theorendN@y @ssume that every auxiliary systeme R™ appearing
product with another probability distribution, we obtain N (8) has Shannon entropy strictly positive and strictlgsle
thanlogn.
PA® IR ®qc @ cp @ qE = gaBC @ Cp B qE,

whereqr = ¢ = q4 is another copy of; (note however that IV. PROOF OFCOROLLARY [3

qs andgc are in generahot copies ofq = g4). Swapping Proof: It is obvious that every functios : AT — R
systemsA and E' on the right-hand side does not alter thef the form [5) is continuous and has properties (i), (i) and
probability values and the majorization order, thus (iii). It remains to show that converse; so suppose tids
a continuous real function oA™ that has properties (i), (i),
and (iii). Use the notation
If we regardC'D as a single system (which we may, since the
marginal ofggpc ® cp on CD is qc ® ¢p), we see that we N 1= (17 o 1) e Al (n € N\ {1}),
havek = 3 subsystems in addition to syste/m [ n n
Now we are ready to prove our main result, Theofém 1. gnd define the “negentropies” for alle A+, m € N, as
Proof: Suppose there exists an auxiliary distribution

PA® (G ® B ® qc ® ¢cp) = qa @ (qeBCc ® D).

r1.2....x With the stated properties. Then we can apply additiv- I(p) = H(nm)— H(p) =logm — H(p),

ity and subadditivity([10],[[21] as well as Schur concavit} [ J(p) = Sm)—S(p). (20)

of the Rényi entropies of orders = 0 anda = 1 (Hartley ) ] ) ]

and Shannon entropy) and obtain We claim thatJ is non-negative. This can be seen from a

simple argument which, for notational reasons, we give only
for m = 3, but which obviously works for allm. Using
additivity, symmetry, and subadditivity (recalling our mza

k
Ho(p)+> Ho(r)) < Halq)+ Ha(ri2,. k)
=t notation for bipartite distributions), we obtain

k

< Ha(Q)'i_ZHa(ri)- p1/3 p2/3 p3/3
=1 S(mz)+Sp) = Smz@p) =S| p1/3 p2/3 p3/3
Since Hy(p) = logrank(p), this shows thatrank(p) < p1/3 p2/3 p3/3
rank(q). For Shannon entropy{ = H,, we obtain equality in p1/3 p2/3 p3/3
the second inequality of this expression (subadditivitygrid = S| p2/3 ps/3 pi/3
onlyif rio =71 ®r2®...Rry; this follows inductively ps/3 p1/3 p2/3
from the fact that the mutual information of two random < S(ns) + S(ns),

variables is zero if and only if the joint bipartite probatyil

distribution factorizes[[22]. So if we hadf(p) = H(q) henceS(p) < S(ns), and in generalS(p) < S(n,,) for all
thenp @ (M @ra®...0r,) = R (M ®re®...®r), or pe Al by the same argument.

p =1 g. But then Lemma&l2 (possibly after removing common We will now show thatS is Schur-concave. Suppose that
zeros fromp andgq as in the following paragraph below) wouldr, s € AT satisfy r = s (implying in particular that these
prove thatH (p) < H(q), which is a contradiction. distributions have the same number of entries). Then, feryev
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e > 0, there is a distributiors. with ||s — s.|| < e and a A few comments are in place regarding the statement of

permutationt 4z on a bipartite systemi B such that this corollary. Note that the additivity property,,, = ¢, +cn
B for the dimension-dependent constants does not autoriatica
se = [map(ra®@np)ly- imply that ¢, = b-logn for some constanb € R. While

That is, s can be obtained to arbitrary accuracy by bringintis is a possible choice af,, there are other choices, and
in an extra systenB in a uniform distribution, performing a one needs additional assumptions to conclude thats a
suitable global permutation, and restricting to the maabon logarithm, cf. [24].

A. This fact has been used extensively in quantum thermody-t is well-known that Hartley entropyd, is symmetric,

namics [23], [[15], [2]. Thus additive, and subadditive. However jife A, i.e.p does not
contain zeros, the#l((p) = logn, i.e. a dimension-dependent
S(ra)+Smp) = Sra®ns) =S (rap(ra@nz)) constant, which is covered by our theorem.
< S([maB(ra®ns)a) +5S([..1s) From the structure of the proof, one can conclude that
< S(s¢) + S(ng). the actual mathematically “natural” quantity is not Shamno

o ) entropy H itself, but negentropyl(p) := logn — H(p)
By continuity, it follows thatS(r) < S(s), that is, Schur- (for p € AF). This resembles the fact thdt (and not H)

concavity_. n turns out to be the relevant quantity to describe the amount
We claim that for allp, ¢ € AT of extractable work in many situations in thermodynamics,
I(p) = I(q) = J(p) = J(q). 21) cf. [25], [15].

) . . Note that the Rényi entropieH, and the Burg entropy
To see this, suppose thate A, andg € A7 with I(p) > Hy . are continuous, symmetric, and additive, and so are
I(q). If ¢ = n, thenJ(q) = 0 < J(p) as claimed. Otherwise, non-negative (discrete or continuous) linear combinatioh
for everye € (0,1), defineq. := (1 — €)q + eny, then them. It is therefore natural to conjecture that these a®tily

i * that satisfy the analog of Corollaky 3 if

H(pon,) < Hqg®n,) < H(q. @ n,,). real functions omA™ t g
(p_ ) (4% 1) (e @ 1) _ the assumption of subadditivity (ii) is dropped. This catjge
Thus, according to Theorelm 1, for every: (0, 1) there exists resembles Example 7.10 i 12]. However, it is not clear
some tripartite distributiom;23 such that whether the methods of this paper allow to contribute in any
PON, @1 ®Ca® s = Ge ® T ® Cis. way to a resolution of this conjecture.

Using (ii), (iii), and Schur-concavity, we get V. CONCLUSIONS

S(p) + Sm)+5(er) +5(e2) + 5(cs) We have introduced a new relation on the finite discrete
= SpRnN,®c ®ca®c3) probability distributions, called-trumping which is part of a
< S(qe ® N @ c123) series of n{:\tural generalizations of the r_10tions qf magaian

— S(q) + S(nm) + S(cras) and trumping as studied in quantum information theory. It

¢ mn is meant to elucidate the relation between correlation and

< 5(ge) + 5(m) + S(er) + S(c2) + S(es). disorder, and turns out to be completely characterized by

Therefore J(p) > J(q.), and by continuityJ(p) > J(q). Shannon entropy?. We have also shown that this insight can

This proves[(21). Iff(p) = I(q) then we have[(21) in both be used to obtain a very simple proof of a weaker version of

directions, hence/(p) = J(q). Thus there is a functiorf : ACz€l et al's characterization result [10]. _
0,00) — R with £(0) = 0 such that/(p) = f(I(p)) for all It has been noted before that the notion of trumping, or

p € A+. According to [(Z1), this functiory is increasing. If Ccatalysis, is very sensitive to the detailed requirementsaw
z,y > 0, let p,q € At be distributions withI(p) = = and the catalysts are retained in the end. For exampld,Jif (4) is

I(q) =y, then replaced by the weaker condition that r > ¢ ® r’, where
r’ is e-close in variation distance to for some fixede >
fle+y) = fUP +1(q)=FfIp=eq)=Jp®q) 0, thenall transitions from any to any¢ become possible,
= Jp)+J@) = f(I(p)+ f(q)) and the resulting relation becomes trivial. This phenomeno
= @)+ f(y). has been calleg@mbezzlingin the context of entanglement

theory [26] and thermodynamics|[4]. If one demands that the
Thus, f is an additive monotone function, and it is well-knownariation distance is smaller thandivided by the logarithm
(and easy to check) that all functions of this kind are lineasf the catalyst dimensigrihen it turns out that the Shannon
Hence there is a constantc R such that/(p) = c- I(p), entropy H determines the allowed transitiors [4], which is
and this constant cannot be negative duéid (21). Recali®ig somewhat similar to our result.

definition [20), we get fop € A7, So can Theorerfi]1 be interpreted as an instance of em-
bezzling? We do not think so. Note that we demand that
S(p)=c-H S(Nm) — cl - X
(p)=c (p)er the auxiliary systems,...,r; preserve their local states
=iem exactly. More generally, while it has been arguedlin [4] that
and fromn,,, = n. ® 1, IS is easy to check that,,, = “closeness in variation distance” is simply not a physicall

Cm + Cn- B meaningful requirement, we think that “local preservation
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of the auxiliary distributions” is a physically well-motited sights into the “usefulness” of information-theoretic pecties.

condition: restrictions on transformations in physicsallsu This contributes to the general question how different &ind

arise from conservation laws. But in most situations, corex® of knowledge (represented by probability distributionghc

quantities (like energy or angular momentum) are sums & “put to work” via interconversion, and in what way this

local quantities as long as interaction terms can be neglectis expressed by the values of entropy-like quantities. Glea

In this sense, our result says in what way we can explditis kind of reasoning is not restricted to classical pralitsth

auxiliary systems as resources, if these systems are foocedlistributions, but can applied to quantum states as welichvh

preserve their local states due to local conservation laws. are the main subject of interest in quantum thermodynamics.
If local statesare allowed to change, then physical intu-

ition expects these systems to thermalize; in the context of ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

majorization, this amounts to getting closer to the uniform \y,e gre grateful to Matteo Lostaglio, Jonathan Oppenheim,
distribution. This paper can be interpreted as studying g Manfred Salmhofer for discussions. Furthermore, we
complementary situation in which local states are forced {g,,1d like to thank an anonymous referee for his or her
be fixed. Theoreni]l then gives a classification of what {forough and insightful comments that allowed to simplify
possible in this regime, and suggests that there might be sogayeral proof steps and clarified the relation(td [10]. Restea
situations of this kind in physics where correlations builtl 5t perimeter Institute is supported by the Government of
spontaneously. . o Canada through Industry Canada and by the Province of
The c-trumping relation represents a special instance @htario through the Ministry of Research and Innovation.

a more general problem: instead of asking whether a givRip, thanks the Heidelberg Graduate School of Fundamental

distribution p can be transformed into another distributign Physics for financial support.

by some bistochastic map, we can ask whether this is possible
if some additional resources are consumed or producedglurin
the transformation.

More formally, think of some set of input auxiliary distri- [1]
butionsZ, and to everyr € Z a corresponding set of output [2]
distributionsO,.. We may then ask whether there exist auxil-
iary distributionsr € Z andr’ € O, such thap @ r = ¢ 1’.

If r is in some sense “more valuable” thaf, then the [4]
transitionp — ¢ can be accomplished at the cost of some
auxiliary resource; otherwise we have a resource yield.l&Vhi [5]
this formulation represents a simplification of the genatah

of a resource theory [9]) [12], it may already lead to non-
trivial but mathematically tractable relations on probiapi
distributions, with in some cases interesting consequefae
thermodynamics.

In the case of c-trumpindf is the set of product distri- (8]
butions, O, is the set of multipartite distributions that haveg
the same marginals as€ Z, and transitions involve a cost
of stochastic independence. A different example is given
the notion oflambda-majorizatiorthat has been introduced[11]
in [13] to calculate the work cost of arbitrary processeshsuc
as Landauer erasure. They study transitions of the form (12]

(7]

pengi @y 5 gong @ 23]
via bistochastic maps, wherge = (1,0) is a “pure bit”, and (14]

n2 = (3,3). Givenp and ¢ of identical size, they ask for

the maximal\ := i — j over alln € N (arbitrary number of
“auxiliary bits”) such that a transition of this form is pdsie, [15]
i.e. the left-hand side majorizes the right-hand side. T&is
interpreted as extraction of work proportionaltdy resorting
to Landauer’s principle. In our formalism, we can fixe Z,
define Z as the set of all distributions,; := 7¥* ® 5"
with arbitrary k,l € Ny, & > A, and Oy, as the set of
all distributions of the formy$ ™ @ 25" This way,
our formalism expresses the question whether work extracti
proportional to the given value of is possible. (19]
As the results in this paper indicate, the study of geneardliz[zo]
majorization relations of this kind may lead to surprisimng i

[17]
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