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Abstract

Many axiomatic definitions of entropy, such as the Rényi entropy, of a random variable are closely related to the
£o-norm of its probability distribution. This study considers probability distributions on finite sets, and examines the
sharp bounds of the /g-norm with a fixed ¢,-norm, o # 3, for n-dimensional probability vectors with an integer
n > 2. From the results, we derive the sharp bounds of the Rényi entropy of positive order 5 with a fixed Rényi
entropy of another positive order «. As applications, we investigate sharp bounds of Ariomoto’s mutual information of

order v and Gallager’s random coding exponents for uniformly focusing channels under the uniform input distribution.

I. INTRODUCTION

Information measures for random variables play important roles in many fields of engineering, such as coding
theorems. Let the n-dimensional probability simplex be denoted by

An = {(plap2a"'apn)eRn pzzoand szzl} (1

i=1

for an integer n > 2. For a random variable X ~ p € A,,, the Shannon entropy [23] is defined by
H(X)=H(p):=—) pilnp;, 2
i=1

which is one of famous information measures of uncertainty of X. Previously, the Shannon entropy was axiomatically
generalized to several forms [4], [5], [7], [15], [20], [26]. One of famous extensions of the Shannon entropy is the
Rényi entropy [20] of order o, which is defined by

(0%

Ha(X) = Hoe(p) = In ”p”a 3)

11—«

for X ~pe A, and a € (0,1) U (1,00), where

n 1/«
I1Pllo = <2p?> )
i=1
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denotes the ¢,-norm of p for o € (0, 00). Thus, we see from (3) that the Rényi entropy is closely related to the

£,-norm. Moreover, for a € {1, 00}, the Rényi entropy is also defined by

Hi(p) = lim Ha(p) = H(p), (5)
Hoo(p) = lim Ho(p) = —In|[p]eo, (6)

where the last equality of (5) follows by L'Hopital’s rule and the ¢..,-norm used in (6) is given by

[plloo == lim ||p|lo = max {p1,pa,... . pn}- (7)
a—r 00

Note that the minimum error probability P.(X) of guessing the value of X ~ p is calculated by P.(X) = 1—||p|co
(cf. [10, Eq. (2)]). The Rényi entropy of order O is called the Hartley entropy or the max-entropy; however, it is
omitted and we only consider the Rényi entropy of positive order in this study.

In the previous study, the sharp bounds of the Shannon entropy H (X)) with a fixed error probability P,(X), i.e.,

i H < HX) <L H 8
pea pin  HP)SHX)s  max  —Hp) ®

for p, € [0, (n — 1)/n], were independently derived by Kovalevsky [17], Tebbe and Dwyer [25], and Feder and
Merhav [10]. Note that the upper bound of (8) is the unconditional version of Fano’s inequality [8] (cf. the remark
of [6, p. 40]). We now define the following two characteristic n-dimensional probability vectors: (i) the distribution

v, (+) is defined by

v (p) = (v1,02,...,0n) € Ap, ©)
1-(n=1)p ifi=1,
P otherwise

for p € [0,1/(n — 1)], and (ii) the distribution w,,(-) is defined by

wy(p) = (wi,wa, ..., w,) € Ay, (11)
p if i < [1/p},
wi=91—1/plp ifi=|1/p|+1, 12)
0 otherwise

for p € [1/n, 1], where |z| := max{z € Z | z < x} denotes the floor function of = € R. Then, the results of [10],
[17], [25] show that the upper and lower bounds of (8) are attained by the distributions v,,(-) and w,(+), respectively.
In addition, by using topological method, Harremoés and Topsge [14] derived that the upper and lower bounds
of the Shannon entropy with a fixed index of coincidence IC(p) := ||p||3 are also attained by the distributions
v, (+) and w,(+), respectively. In the above previous works, we note that the error probability P,(X) and the index
of coincidence IC(p) are closely related to the ,,-norm and the ¢s-norm, respectively. Namely, these results are
related to the min-entropy H..(X) and the collision entropy H2(X). As a generalization of the above results, we

derived in [21] that the extremal Shannon entropies with a fixed ¢,-norm, « € (0,1) U (1, 00), are attained by the
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distributions v,,(-) and w,,(-). Therefore, the sharp bounds of the Rényi entropy of order a € (0,1) U (1, 00) with a
fixed Shannon entropy, and vice versa, were derived in [21]. Furthermore, in [22], we extended the result of [21] to
the relations between the conditional Shannon entropy and the expectation of {,-norm.

In this study, we investigate the sharp bounds of /g-norm with a fixed ¢,-norm for n-dimensional probability
vectors, as shown in Theorem 1 of Section II. Note that the case v = § is omitted in the study since it is obvious.
Since the Rényi entropy is closely related to the £,-norm, Theorem 1 implies the sharp bounds between two Rényi
entropies of distinct orders, which is described in Theorem 2 of Section II. On the other hand, in Theorem 3 of
Section III, we show the exact feasible regions between expectations of - and ¢z-norms for probability distributions
on a finite set. Since Arimoto’s conditional Rényi entropy [3] is closely related to the expectations of ¢,-norm, we
can apply Theorem 3 to it as Fig. 3 of Section IV. As applications of the above results, Section IV investigates the
sharp bounds on reliability functions, such as the mutual information of order « [3] and the Ej function [12], for

uniformly focusing channels of Definition 2 of Section IV under the uniform input distribution.

II. EXTREMALITY OF £,-NORM AND RENYI ENTROPY

In this section, the sharp bounds between the ¢,-norm and the £g-norm, a # 3, for n-dimensional probability
vectors are examined. As the result, Theorem | shows that the distributions v, (-) and w, (-) take extremal values
of norms for n-dimensional probability vectors. The following lemma shows the monotonicity of the ¢,-norms of

distributions v, (p) and w,, (p) with respect to p.

Lemma 1. For a fixed o € (0,1), ||vn(po)la (resp. ||wn(pw)lla) is strictly increasing (resp. strictly decreasing)

for p, €[0,1/n] (resp. py, € [1/n,1]). Conversely, for a fixed o € (1, 0], (Po) || (resp. |wn (Dw)||a) is strictly

decreasing (resp. strictly increasing) for p, € [0,1/n] (resp. p,, € [1/n,1]).

Proof of Lemma 1: We first prove Lemma 1 for ||v,(p)|. If @ = 1, then Lemma 1 is reduced to [21,
Lemma 1]. In this proof, we omit the case of & = 1 and we only consider ||v,(p)||o for o € (0,1) U (1,00]. A

direct calculation shows

W:%(Q-@-UM (n—1 pa)l/a (13)
(= vpr - 0) T (o (@ - e - 1)) (14)
— L@+ - 0p) T (Caln - )0 - (- D el - 1))
(15)
— -1 (A= m-1p +m-1p7) T (p = (= - 1)) (16)
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for p € (0,1/(n — 1)). Let

1 if x >0,
sgn(z) =40 if =0, (17)
-1 ifz<O
denote the sign function of z € R. Since
1 ifa<l,
%n@”ﬂ—(ﬂ—m—1MW*)= 0 ifa=1, (18)
-1 ifa>1

for p € (0,1/n), we obtain

sen (Wv) 1 gen ((n ~1) ((1 —(n—1)p)* + (n — 1)p“) et (zfH —(I=(n- 1)p)“1))

(19)
« (e (1/e)—1 a—1 a—1
= sgn(n—1)-sgn ( (1= (0= 1)p)" + (0 —1)p*) sgn (p*! = (1= (n—1)p)*~)
=1
=1
(20)
1 if <1,
D0 ifa=1, 21)
1 ifa>1

for p € (0,1/n), which implies that
o if & €(0,1), then ||v,(p)|| is strictly increasing for p € [0,1/n], and
o if @ € (1,00), then ||v,(p)||o is strictly decreasing for p € [0, 1/n].

Moreover, since || v, (p)|lcc =1 — (n — 1)p, the £oo-norm ||v, (p)|leo is also strictly decreasing for p € [0,1/n].
We next prove Lemma 1 for |w,(p)||o. In this part, we also omit the case of & = 1 and we only consider

[lwn, (p)]|a for o € (0,1) U (1, 00]. For an integer m € [2,n], we readily see that

[wn(P)lla = l[vm(P)la (22)
for p € [1/m,1/(m — 1)]; hence, we get

Aol 10 g — 1) (1= m— vy + - ) (= - D) )
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for p € (1/m,1/(m — 1)). Since

1 ifa>1,
sen (b7 = (L= (m=1p)* ) =30 ifa=1, 24)
-1 fa<l1

for p € (1/m,1/(m — 1)), we obtain

sen (252 ) 2 g (= 1) (0= = 0 = 02%) 7 (5 1= (= 1))

dp
(25)
«@ « (1/a)=1 a—1 a—1
—sgn(m — 1) -sgn ( (1= (m = 1p)* + (m — 1)p") sgn (p771 = (1= (m— 1)p)° )
=1
=1
(26)
1 ifa>1,
20 dfa=1, 27)
1 ifa<l
for p € (1/m,1/(m — 1)). Since
1 1 a\ 1/a
eon(1/n)]]a = (pr (1— Hp> ) (8)
p p U
— (nl—a +Oa)1/a (29)
— n(l/a)—l’ (30)
1 1 a\ 1/«
li ADe = L e (1|2 31
m twiole= g (] (-5 ))) e
. o o 1/
= Jm (mpe + (1= mp)*) (32)
= (v 0) (33)
— /)1, (34)
1 1 a\ 1/«
li A = i Sl (1= 35
el =t (Mp n ( Mp) ) (35)
. o o 1/«
= Jm o (n- e+ (- (m - 1)p)7) (36)
1/
- ((m “)me 4 m*a) 37)
_ (mlfa)l/a (38)
— m(l/a)*l’ (39)
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1 1 a\ 1/a
Jen(D)la = (Hp n (1 - Hp) ) (40)
p 1
1/«
- (1a +0“) (41)
-1 (42)

for a € (0,00) and an integer m € [2,n — 1], the £,-norm ||w,, (p)||« is continuous for p € [1/n, 1]. Thus, it follows
from (27) that
o if & €(0,1), then ||wy, ()|« is strictly decreasing for p € [1/n, 1], and
o if a € (1,00), then ||wy,(p)||q is strictly increasing for p € [1/n,1].
Moreover, since |wy,(p)|lcc = p, the s-norm ||w,(p)||«o is also strictly increasing for p € [1/n,1]. |
Since the strictly monotonic function has an inverse function, Lemma | implies that the distributions wv,,(-) and
w,,(+) are uniquely determined by a given /,-norm. By using distributions v,,(-) and w,(-), we show extremal

properties of £,-norm of n-dimensional probability vectors, as shown in Lemmas 2 and 3.

Lemma 2. For any n > 2, p € A, and o € (0,1) U (1, 0], there exists p € [0,1/n] such that

|vn(P)la = lIPlla (43)
lon(p)llg < llpllg for all § € (min{l, a}, max{1,a}), (44)
lvn()llg > [Ipllg  for all B € (0, min{l,a})U (max{l,a},oo]. (45)

Proof of Lemma 2: Following the notation used in [18], for a probability vector p = (p1,p2,---,Pn) € Ay, let
Pl = P2 2 2 P (46)
denote the components of p in decreasing order; and let
Py = (ppj>Pi2)s - - Pln)) (47)
denote the decreasing rearrangement of p. Note that
1< ||plla < nt/o—t for 0 < a <1, (48)
n/®=1 < |lp||, < 1 for 1 <a<oo (49)

for p € A, where it is assumed in (49) that n(!/®)~1 = 1/n when o = oo.

We first consider the obvious case of Lemma 2 such that n = 2, ||p||o = 1, or ||p|la = n*/*)~1, It can be easily

seen that, for any p = (p1,p2) € A, there exists p € [0,1/2] such that p; = va(p); therefore, the lemma obviously
holds when n = 2.

It follows from Minkowski’s inequality (see, e.g., the proof of [5, Theorem 3]) that

e ||IP|la is strictly concave in p € A,, for a fixed o € (0,1) and

e ||Ip|lo is strictly convex in p € A, for a fixed a € (1, 00).
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In addition, since

1A + (1 = Nglloe = max {Xpi + (1 = A)a;} (50)
<M max pi) + (1= X)( max g) 51
= AIpllsc + (1 = N)[lql/oo (52)

for p,g € A,, and A € [0, 1], we also get that ||p||~ is convex in p € A,,. Note that the convexity of ||p|| is not
strict since the inequality of (51) holds with equality if
arg maxp; = arg max q;. (53)
1<i<n 1<i<n

The above convexity and concavity imply that
11 1 1
Va € (0,0¢], ||plla = nt/®1 = p= (,7...,> Zvn<), (54)
n
Va € (0,00], |Iplla =1 — py = (1,0,...,0) = v,(0). (55)

Therefore, the lemma obviously holds when either ||p|lo = 1 or ||p[|o = n(1/®)~1,
Thus, Lemma 2 is proved for the cases n = 2 and ||p|o € {1,n(}/®)=1} for a € (0,1) U (1,00]. Hence, it is
enough to prove the lemma for p € A,, such that n > 3 and ||p||o € (min{1,n/*) =1} max{1,n1/*)=1}) for
€ (0,1) U (1, 00| in the later analyses.
We now begin to prove Lemma 2 for @ # oo and 8 # oo. For fixed n > 3, a € (0,1) U (1,00), and

A € (min{1, n/* =1} max{1,n1/¥)~1}), we assume for p € A, that
[plla = A. (56)

For that p satisfying (56), let k € {2,3,...,n — 1} be an index such that pp,_1] > pp41] = p[n); namely, the index

k is chosen to satisfy the following inequalities:

Pl 2 Pl 2 2 Plk—1] 2 Plk] 2 Ple+1] = Ple+2] = = = P[n] (Pik—1) > Ple+1))- (57)

Since p; + p2 + -+ + pn = 1, we observe that

sz:l (58)
=1
— 4 ipz = (1) (59)
dp — ]
d n
= (Zplo =0 (60)

dppr) \ <
d " dpy
— AP(k) + Z APy =0 61)
dp iy, 4P
— 3 dpJ " (62)
i—taigtk CPIK]
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In this proof, we assume that

dpy;
PRy =0 (63)
dpik)
fori e {2,3,...,k—1} and
dpg) _ dpin) 64)
dppry  dppy
forje {k+1,k+2,...,n}. By constraints (63) and (64), we get
Y pi=1 (65)
i=1
i} S P (66)
dpik
i=Liztk LK
- doy
= 2+ — =1 (67)
; dpx j_zk;l dp)
d " dpy;
£, Py Sy (68)
dppy 51, o
L9 A ) (69)
dpw) dppx)
dpyy) dppn)
= =—-1—-(n—k . (70)
dp(x) ( )dp[k]
Defining the a-logarithm function [27] as
Inz if =1,
In, z = l—a _ (71)
LA T
11—«
for > 0, where note that L’Hdpital’s rule shows
l—a __
im S g (72)
a—1 1—«
we observe from the constraint (56) that
Iplla = (73)
— > pf = A (74)
i=1
d " d
— — Py | = —(A® (75)
dpp (ZT ) Ty

p
— L (soem ) =0 (76)
dpy) : (7]

— ) =0 77
£ dp[k] (P[ ])
d " d
- (p{y) + (pgy) =0 (78)
dpa (K] Z_%k dpa (4]
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a—1 a
= appy + ‘ IZ# o (ppy) =0 (79)
— i i(p‘iq) = —apfy’ (80)
=1tk dpix)
@ = dpy; d am
N ( L ) ((pﬁ])> = TP ! (81
it NP/ \dpp
" dpy; a
= > (d H) (apfy ") = —apjy’ (82)
i=1:1#k Pk]
- dpl oa— oa—
= > <d H>p[il =iy (83)
imtrgk \OPIF
k—1 n
dpm) a1 (dpm> a1 a1
= plr o+ Pl =P (84)
P (dp[k] [i] j:zk;rl dpp 4] k]
(57) <« ( dpp ~ (dpy
= (dz )1@11 piy (d - ) =-ph (85)
iz1 \OPIK] =1 NPk
(63) dpu]> a1 | a1 % <dPU]> a1
= por o =-p (86)
(64) dpu}> a1 1 (dphﬂ> a1
= ph i (n =-p (87)
(dp[k] P B g "
(70) dp[n]) a1 (dp[n]> a—1 a—1
— -1-(n—-k% P +(n—k P =—p (88)
( (=) ) Pl T =B (G ) Pl i
_ dp _ dp _ _
a—1 [n] a—1 [n] a—1 a—1
— —p —k < )p +(n—k ( )pn =-p (39)
i (B (G ) P =R g ) Pl i
dp[n] a—1 a—1) __ a—1 a—1
< (n - k) (dp[k]) (p[n] P ) = - (p[k] — P ) (90)
a—1 a—1
dpy, p - D
— (n—k) ( a ]> == [:]4 5]71 O
dpiy Pl ~ Pl
a—1
Plk)
d IGR
— (nk)( p[”])(p[1]> _ (92)
a—1
dpiy (m) 1
P
11—«
Pl
dpj, o -1
<:> (n_k)( p[]>:_(p[k])la (93)
dpix (m 1
Pln]
d In, (2
Uil (n—k) ( : [”]) () ©4)
dpix In,, (”“1 )

(95)

where (a) follows by the chain rule of the derivative.
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We now check the sign of the right-hand side of (95). Since In, x is a strictly increasing function of x > 0 for

0<Ing (p[”) <1In, (p“]) (96)
Dlk) D]

for 1 > pyp = pig) 2 Py > 0 (pm > p[n]), where the left-hand inequality holds with equality if and only if

every o € R, we get

P[] = P[x)- Note that the monotonicity of a-logarithm function can be verified as follows: For a € R\ {1}, a simple

calculation yields

1—a _
g (220
- ! . (i(fﬂ)) (98)
= i — ((1 - a)x_o‘) (99)
—g° (100)
>0 (101)

for > 0, which implies that In,, x is a strictly increasing function of z > 0 for every a € R\ {1}; on the other

hand, if a = 1, then In; x = In x is clearly a strictly increasing function of x > 0. It follows from (96) that

In, (M)

; 102
@\ Pln)
and therefore, we obtain
dpr, 0 if ppy =P,
sgn (dp[]) = = [+ (103)
Pik] —1 otherwise,
which implies that py,) is strictly decreasing for p(x) under the constraints (56), (57), (63), and (64).
Similarly, we check the sign of the right-hand side of (70):
dp[l] dp[n]
=—1-(n—k)—= (104)
dpik) ( )dpm
v (3
U PR C LV (105)
In, (m)
Pin]
It follows from (102) that
d
1< P g (106)
dpik)

which implies that pyy) is also strictly decreasing for py; under the constraints (56), (57), (63), and (64).
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We next consider ||p||g for a fixed 5 € (0,1) U (1,00). A direct calculation yields

d||PH§_ d i:pﬂ
dp] dp) !

i=1
®2 8 pﬁ—l T zn: (dp[i] ) pg_1
[k] i:hi#k dp[k] [l]
k—1 n
_ dp[i] 5_1 dp ar) -1
=B |p "+ ( Py P
[k] Zz:; dp[k] [i] p[k (5]

Sy +k_1 dppi 1 dpm
= P P dpir m p[n]
i=1 (] Jj= k+1

-1, (dpny -1y~ (e
P (dp[] Py P 2 oy

j=k+1

dp d
©H B—1 [1]> S—1 B—1 < P[n]))
= Blpy + +p n—k
( [kl <dp[k] Py (] ( ) dppy

1 op1 Ina (%) -1 -1
=0 (p[k] Py )_ p (p[n] — P )
In ( [”)
« Pin]
8—1  B—1 Pl
=8 (et o) | e Sl
n 1 B8—1 s—1 1
Py — Py In, (;:[[n]]

Py —Ppy

@B< B-1 5_1) (lnﬁ (%) na (2:%

Since ||p|lg = (Hp||g)1/f3, it follows by the chain rule that

B
dllplls _ (1lplls )  (dlpls
dpgy \ Blpll} dppy

n (1/6)-1 In (M> In (
(119) 8 g—1 _  B-1 Plow) @
= <Zpi> (p[n] P ) e

i=1 ng (72) e (
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(107)

(108)

(109)

(110)

(111)

(112)

(113)

(114)

(115)

(116)

(117)

(118)

(119)

(120)

(121)
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Thus, we get

n (1/8)—-1 1 Py 1 ppy
d[|pls B ( 51 ﬁ—l) ne (Pm) Ha (p[k])
= - — — 122
n ( b sgn ;Pz D) Py Ing (,,[1]) . pm> (122)
Pin) Pn]
NS () (2
B No
— ] Plk] Plk]
= sgn (sz> san (v —pfy ") e s (22) g (22) (129
i=1 ng lna e
Pin] Pin]
=1
Ing (2L In, (20
= sgn (p[ﬁnfl —pﬁ] 1) sgn (2[:]]) — (z[ ]) (124)
Ins (P[nl) Ina (P[ ])
For pj) > ppn) > 0, we readily see that
1 ifB<l,
sen (ppy " = o) =q0  ifp=1, (125)
1 i B> 1.
It was derived in [21, Lemma 5] that, for « < S and 1 <z <y (y # 1),
lnax<lnﬁx (126)
Inay ~ Ingy
with equality if and only if « € {1, y}. Therefore, since
< P P (1#%]) (127)
Plk] Pin) Pin)
for 1 > pyy = ppry = Py >0 (p[l] > p[n]), it follows from (126) that
1 if 8>« and > > Dinl,
o, ( 1 ) n, ( . ) B Pl > Pl > Plal
P[k] _ Pk _ . _ _ _ 128)
el P o 0 if = o or ppy = pp or pp) = P, (
Ing (24) o (52)
=1 if B <« and pyy > pry > Py
Combining (125) and (128), if pj1) > pix) > pjn), We obtain
Py 1 Py
lpls oo (o oy (o () e (5)
sgn (021 2 g (0 ) g ey 129
. I (P[nl) Ina (Pm)
1 if 8 € (min{l, a}, max{1,a}),
=40 if Be{l,a}, (130)

—1 if g € (0,min{l,a}) U (max{1, a}, o),
which implies that
o if & €(0,1), then
- |lplls with a fixed 8 € (a, 1) is strictly increasing for pyz), and
- |Iplls with a fixed 8 € (0,a) U (1,00) is strictly decreasing for pyy,
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o if @ € (1,00), then
- ||plls with a fixed 8 € (1, ) is strictly increasing for py), and
- |Ipllp with a fixed 8 € (0,1) U (a, 00) is strictly decreasing for pry.
Note that the above monotonicity hold under the constraints (56), (57), (63), and (64).
To accomplish the proof of Lemma 2 for o # oo and 8 # co by using the above relations, we repeat the following

operation until the vector p = (p1,p2,. .., pn) satisfies piy = pp), ie.,

Pl > Pl =PpE| =" =Pm >0, (131)
which is equivalent to the vector v,,(-). If the index k € {3,4,...,n — 1} of constraint (57) satisfies pj,_1} >
P[k] = Plr+1)» then we reset the index & to k — 1; namely, we choose the index k € {2,3,...,n — 1} to satisfy the
following inequalities:

Pl = P2) 2 2 Plk—1] = Plk] > Plk+1) = Plk+2] = = P} = 0. (132)

For that index k, we consider to decrease the value pj;) under the constraints (56), (57), (63), and (64). It follows
from (103) that the value pyy) is strictly increased by according to decreasing py). Hence, if pp) is decreased,
then the strict inequality pj;) > pjz) must be held. Similarly, it follows from (64) and (106) that, for all indices
je{k+1,k+2,...,n}, the value p[j) 1s also strictly increased by according to decreasing ppy). Hence, if pp; is
decreased, then pjj41] = Plr42] =+ = P[] > 0 also must be held. Let ¢ = (q1, g2, . .., ¢,) denote the probability
vector such that made from p by decreasing pyi; until the equality ppz; = p[r+1) holds under the conditions of (56),
(57), (63), (64), and (132). Namely, the vector g satisfies the following inequalities:

auy > 2] 2 i3] = - 2 qk-1) > Gk = k1] = 00 = Gy > 0. (133)
Since g is made from p under the constraint (56), note that
Iqlla = lIPlla (134)
for a fixed « € (0,1) U (1, 00). Moreover, it follows from (130) that
lglls < llplls  for € (min{l, a}, max{1, a}), (135)
lglls = llplls  for 8 € (0, min{1, a}) U (max{1, a},c0). (136)

Repeating these operation until (131) holds, we have

[vn(®)]la = [|Plla (137)
|vn ()|l < |lpllg for B € (min{l, o}, max{1,a}), (138)
|vn(p)llg > llplls for B € (0,min{1,a}) U (max{1, a},oo) (139)

for any p € A,,, any fixed a € (0,1) U (1, 00), and some p € [0,1/n].
Finally, we consider the /g-norm with a fixed {s-norm for 8 € (0,1) U (1,00), i.e., @ = oo. In a similar

way to [16, p. 1214], we now prove the Schur-convexity of the ¢g-norm for 5 € (0,1) U (1, 00) by introducing
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the method of majorization [18]. A probability vector p = (p1,p2,...,pn) € A, is said to be majorized by

q= ((J17Q27~-~,(Jn) S An if
k k
i=1 i=1
and we write it as p < g. Then, a function ¢ : A,, — R is said to be Schur-convex if

p=<q = ¢(p) <o(q) (141)

for p,q € A,,, where ¢(-) is also said to be strictly Schur-convex if the inequality of (141) is strict. Similarly, a

function ¢ : A,, — R is said to be Schur-concave if

p=<q = ¢(p) > o(q) (142)

for p,q € A,,, where ¢(-) is also said to be strictly Schur-concave if the inequality of (142) is strict. It is known

that if a function g : [0, 1] — R is convex, then the function
n
¢(p) =Y 9(p:) (143)
i=1

is Schur-convex in p € A, (cf. [18, p. 64]). Since —¢(-) is Schur-concave when ¢(-) is Schur-convex, it also

follows that if a function g : [0,1] — R is concave, then the function

n

¢(p)=>_ g(p:) (144)

i=1

is Schur-concave in p € A,,. Thus, since z” is strictly concave in z > 0 for every 3 € (0, 1), we see that
n
lplls = > _ v/ (145)
i=1

is Schur-concave in p € A,, for every « € (0, 1); similarly, since 8 is strictly convex in 2 > 0 for every § € (1, 00),
we also see that ||p||g is strictly Schur-convex in p € A,, for every a € (1,00). Therefore, since  +— z/7 is a
strictly increasing function of = > 0 for every 3 € (0, o), we have that ||p||g = (||p||g)1/ 8 is strictly Schur-concave
inp € A, for every 8 € (0,1) and ||p||s is strictly Schur-convex in p € A,, for every 5 € (1,00).

To consider probability vectors p € A,, with a fixed {,,-norm, we assume in (56) that o = o0, i.e,

[Pl =pp) = A (146)

for a constant A € (1/n,1). Then, since

w(=n) = (4 = e o) <7 (4

(n — 1) times

for all p € A,, under the constrain (146), it follows from the Schur-convexity of the ¢g-norm that

Hm(éjiﬂtswm for 6 € (1,00), (148)

1-A
Hu(m_nﬂtzwm for 8 € (0,1) (149)
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for all p € A,, under the constraint (146), where note that

1-A 1
O<m<ﬁ (150)

for A € (1/n,1). Combining (137)—(139), (148), and (149), for any n > 2, p € A,,, and a € (0,1) U (1, 00|, we

have that there exists p € [0,1/n] such that

[vn(P)]la = lIPlla (151)
an(p)HB < ||pHﬁ for /B € (min{lvo‘})max{lva})? (152)
[vn(P)llg > lIpllg  for B € (0,min{l, a}) U (max{1,a},oo], (153)

where the inequality (153) for 5 = oo follows from (148), (149), and the monotonicity of ||v,,(p)||cc for p € [0,1/n]

(cf. Lemma 1). This completes the proof of Lemma 2. [ ]

Lemma 3. For anyn > 2, p€ A, and o € (0,1) U (1, 00), there exists p € [1/n,1] such that

wn(®P)lla = IPlas (154)
|lwn()lg > |lpllg for all 8 € (min{l, a}, max{l, a}), (155)
|lwn(p)llg < lpllg  for all 8 € (0, min{l, a}) U (max{l,a},co]. (156)

Proof of Lemma 3: Tt can be easily seen that, for any p € A, there exists p € [1/2, 1] such that p|; = w2 (p);

therefore, the lemma obviously holds when n = 2. As with (54) and (55), we readily see that

11 1 1
Va € (0,00], |plla =ntt/*~? = p= ( n ) = 'wn<n> (157)

n’'n’ n
Ya € (0,00], |plla=1 PRI py = (1,0,...,0) = w,(1) (158)
Therefore, the lemma obviously holds when ||p||o € {1,7(1/®)=11; thus, Lemma 3 is proved for the case n = 2 and
Iplle € {1,n1/*)=1} for a € (0,1) U (1, 00). Hence, it is enough to prove the lemma for p € A,, such that n > 3
and ||p||o € (min{1,n/®) =1} max{1,n1/*)=1}) for a € (0,1) U (1, 0] in the late analyses.
We now begin to prove Lemma 3 for o # oo and 8 # oo. For fixed n > 3, @ € (0,1) U (1,00), and
A € (min{1,n(/)=1} max{1,n(1/*)~1}), we assume for p € A,, that

plla = A. (159)

For that p satisfying (159), let k,l € {2,3,...,n} (k < I) be indices such that pj;j = pjr—_1] > pr+1) and

Py > Pu+1) = 0; namely, the indices &,/ are chosen to satisfy the following inequalities:

PR = = Dh—1] = Plk] = Plit1] = 2 Pli—1] 2 P > P41 = = Pm] =0 (Pp—1] > Pey1])- (160)

Since p; +p2 + -+ + pp, = 1, we observe as with (62) that

Spi=1 = SO (161)
i=1 i=1:ik dpix)
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In this proof, we assume that

forie{2,3,...,k—

1},

forje{k+1,k+2,...,1

forme{l+1,1+2,...,

—
=N
Z

=
k— 1
<
P P[k]
oy 1) S
dp[k]
; d
SN k1) 20
dps]
164
<~
<
<

where note in (173) that £ > 2. Moreover, we observe from the constraint (159) that

!

)

!

November 1, 2021

— 1}, and

z": dpg _
=Ttk dpiy
Z L ey Z”: dppmy _
i dp[k] " Sl
1—1
L dr
-1
];1 dp[k] dp[k] mzl:H dp[z]
dpy ¢
+(—k-— + =1
dp[k] mzl:H P[l]
dppy dppy
k-1 T (l—k—1)+ =1
(k—1)—= FE ( ) W
dpp l
(k - 1)dp” - dp[[k]} — (k)
(= 1)dpm _ - _dpy
dpiw) dppy
= (a-K+
dp[k} k—1 ( )

-1

=3

j=k+1

dp _ dppy

dppr;  dpp
dpy _
dpik)
dppm)
dpik)

n}. By constraints (162), (163), and (164), we get

n
Zpi =1
i=1

IPllo = A

n
> o=
=1

l
Zp? =

i=1:1i#k

l
a—1 a—
=P
> () ai = i

1

dpm) o1 (dpm) a1 o1
Pyt Py =-p
dppy )P0 dpp ) P [k]

16

(162)

(163)

(164)

(165)

(166)

(167)

(168)

(169)

(170)

(171)

(172)

(173)

(174)

(175)

(176)

77

(178)
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k—1 -1
dpy; dp
(160) pol ( [z]) + ( [J]) a.—1+( )pa—l — _parl (179)
[1] = dp[k] J:zk_:;rl dp[k] (5] dp[k] [1] (k]
-1
162 a—1 (4P dpyi\ acr | (AP0 a1 a1
(k=1)p ()+ < >p- +< py =D (180)
1\ dpgy 2 \dpyg 4] dpyg ) 0 (K]
-1
163 a—1 dp[l] a—1 dp[l] a—1 a—1
(k= 1) pp) () + 2 +< )pm = Pl (181)
dpwy ) 5V dpiw)
-1
(1] dp[k] dp[k] [1] o [4]
-1
173 a1 1 de)) (dp[z]> a1 a1
k—1)p <— <l—k+ + Py =P (183)
G=Drhy = (R T g, oy ) Pl Jz_; il
_ dp[u) 1 (dpm) 1 = ot
— —(l=k)pR7" ( ot Py == )P (184)
(U= k) pyy dpy ) T dpy ) 0 ]gj 1]
-1
_(l_k) a—1 + dp[l] ( a—1 _ (1—1) _ _Z a—1 (185)
— Py dpyy )\ TP ) T T 2P
J:
dp[l] a—1 a—1) __ — a—1 a—1
(dp[k] (vt =i )“,ZC(%] -#) o)
iz
-1 a—1 a—1
d Yk P P
Py _ = a(—lm O4_1[1] ) (187)
dpiy Py — P
-1 Py
dpy 2=k (Pm) 1)
1 _ 188
— i —— (183)
[k] (P[z]) 1
P
Sk () -
dpy; 3=k \ \ry)
1 _ 189
— i T (139)
[K] (m) 1
[
d =L (e (G5
(71) dp[l] — _ (z[J]) . (190)
pe) S\ I, (ﬁ)

dppy 100y <= [ (ﬁ)

dppy Z( (Pm) (19
p )

_ \PIK/ (192)

Pl
)
— (k) o (22 (193)
1]
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®)
<0, (194)

where (a) follows by the monotonicity of the a-logarithm function (cf. (101)), the inequality (a) holds with equality

if and only if pjy) = p;—1), and the inequality (b) holds with equality if and only if p;; = pp for k < [ — 1. Thus, it

follows from (194) that py; is strictly decreasing for pjx) under the constraints (159), (160), (162), (163), and (164).
Similarly, we check the sign of the right-hand side of (173) as follows:

dpp) 1 ( dpp )
=——((-k)+ (195)
dp[k] k—1 ( ) dp[k]

_ (1]
awo I-k 1 <« ma(ﬁ])
T k-1 k—lj:k In, (M)

(196)

_ Pl
@ -k 1 lzl Ino (H) (197)
k—1 k—1+4 In (M)
i=k e o)
-1
l—k 1
- *m + m : 1 (198)
i=k
-k 1—-k
R R (199)
=0, (200)

where (a) follows by p(y) > py (cf. the constraint (160)) and the monotonicity of the a-logarithm function (cf.
(101)). Hence, it follows from (200) that py; is also strictly decreasing for py) under the constraints (159), (160),
(162), (163), and (164).

We next consider ||p|| for a fixed 8 € (0,1) U (1,00). A direct calculation yields

dllp|l d (& 5
- P (201)
dpp  dpp ;

l
60y d 8
= — (> (202)
dpx] ( >

l
82 dpz _
SRS ( - ) i (203)

=itk dpi
z<> )
ol e S0 £ @) (@) e
2ot ooy () 5 () () e
(@6 pﬁe]—l“k 1) ﬁl (jﬁ:) Z (dp[[g}>p6]_l o

=k+
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_1 (dpp — 5 dpy
- —1pit (2 f-1 2
((kf )p[l] (dp[k-]> + _:kpb] + dp[k] p[l] (208)
) 1

(173) B-1 1 dpp — 51 dpiy\ p-1
B (k=1)p <_k—1 (( ) dp[k]) +2}j€pm + ( aop ) 70 (209)
j:
-1
=B -0=Rpy" - (dpm )pﬁ]_l +y p (dp“] )pﬁfl (210)
dpi) jrd dpk)
-1
=8| (" o) e G @11)
& Py~ P dppy ) P P
iz
-1 -1 [1n, (ﬂ)
(190) -1 B—1 Plj] B—1 B—1
S\l ) - P (v =" (212)
= = \na (32)

L (i (32) e ()
@ g (pp- ( ( ) Pla) ) (214)
i =+ ); S(2) e (22)

Since ||p|lg = (Hp||g)1/f3, it follows by the chain rule that

B
dlpls (1 ||p|ﬁ) _ (dllpllﬁ> 215)
_ 2 (5
dppyg B el Pl

n (1/8)-1 -1 [In (m) n (g)
@14) 8 -1 -1 Flpy) e \bp
g (Z}%) (p[l] pm ) Z | (M) : (M) . (216)
i=1 j=k ng P Na P
Thus, we get
n 1/p)-1 -1 {1 Pr 1 Py
d||P||/3) < B) -1 A1 s (Pm) e\ by
1 ( = sgn Zp- (p -p ) Z - (217)
d 4 i (1 (1] 4 Pl P[]
p[k] i=1 =k lnﬂ (m) lna (H)
n 1/8) =1 (Ing (ﬂ) In (ﬂ)
B -1 _  B-1)\ Pij) > \ru)
= sgu (Z pl) sgn (p[l] Py ) - sgn 1 P N 1 P
= \ma (5) e (52)
=1
(218)
iy (5 (e () ma ()
— sgn (p[l] — ) sgn Z (p{l ) - (m) . (219)
J=k Py >\ ru
Since p1) > pp > 0 by the constraint (160), we readily see that
1 ifB<1,
()= {0 e
-1 if > 1.
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Moreover, since

Py P Py
for j € {k,k+1,...,1— 1}, it follows from (126) (cf. [2], Eq. (20)]) that
Iy (%) In, (22) 1 5> aandppy>py) > P,
son P(j) _ Pj] — i o . . (222)
g » (M) : (@) 0 if 8=« or py = py or py = P
B Pl >\

—1 if <« and ) > P > P
for j € {k,k+1,...,1 —1}; and therefore, we have

1 (ﬂ) " (M) 1 if 8>« and (ppy > pp or pry > o),
[s] >\ Py .
sgn Z - - =140 if B=a or (ppy = pp and prr1) = Pp)) OF P = P
1 Pny 1 Pny
j=k \'1B J20) Do 120

—1 if 8 <« and (p[l] > Plk] O Pk > p[l]).
(223)
Combining (220) and (223), if pj;) > ppx) or p) > ppj» We obtain

I=1 [1Ing (B0l In, (2
d 219) _ _ B\ o a |
n< d]f)[;!]ﬂ> er sgn (p[ﬁl] ! —p[ﬁl] 1) - sgn E ( “) - ( [’ ) (224)

1 if g€ (min{l, a}, max{1,a}),
=40 if Be{1,a}, (225)
-1 if g € (0,min{1, a}) U (max{1, a}, o),
which implies that
o if & € (0,1), then
- |Iplls with a fixed 8 € (a, 1) is strictly increasing for pyz), and
- |lpllp with a fixed 5 € (0,a) U (1,00) is strictly decreasing for pyy,
o if @ € (1,00), then
- |lplls with a fixed 8 € (1, ) is strictly increasing for pyz), and
- |lplls with a fixed 8 € (0,1) U (c, 00) is strictly decreasing for py.
Note that the above monotonicity hold under the constraints (159), (160), (162), (163), and (164).
To accomplish the proof of Lemma 3 for o # oo and 3 # oo by using the above relations, we repeat the following

operation until the vector p = (p1,p2,...,p,) satisfies pj,_1) = ppp) and | =k + 1, ie.,

Pl =P =" =DPk-1] = P&] = Plk+1] > Plk+2] = Pk+3] " = P[] = 0, (226)

which is equivalent to the vector wy (-). If pj_1) = pjp) and k < I —1, then we reset the index k € {2,3,...,n—2}

to k + 1; namely, we now choose the indices k,l € {2,3,...,n} (k <) to satisfy the following inequalities:

P = PR = =Pk-1] > Pk] 2 Ple+1] = " = Pli—1] = Pl > Pli+1] = Pli+2] = = = P = 0. (227)
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For that index k&, we consider to increase pjy) under the constraints (159), (160), (162), (163), and (164). Note that
the constraint (163) implies that, for j € {k+ 1,k +2,...,l — 1}, the value py;) is increased at the same speed as
Px)- 1t follows from (162) and (200) that, for 7 € {1,2,...,k — 1}, the value pyq i strictly decreased by according
to increasing pyz). Similarly, it follows from (194) that py; is also strictly decreased by according to increasing piy-
Let ¢ = (q1, 42, - - -, qn) denote the probability vector such that made from p by increasing pj;) until the equality
Plk—1] = PJx) or p) = 0 holds under the conditions of (159), (162), (163), (164), and (227). Namely, the vector q

satisfies either
qu =42 = = Q-1 = qk] 2 dk+1] = 2 q1-1] > 9@ = Q1) = qu2) = =G =0 (228)
or
qu) =4 = = Qh-1] 2 Gk 2 dik+1] = 2 qi—1] > 90 = Qa1 = qu+2) = = Gy = 0. (229)
Note that there is a possibility that both of (228) and (229) hold as follows:
q) =42 = = Q-1 = qKk] 2 dk+1] = 2 4i-1] > 9@ = Q1) = qie2) = =gy = 0. (230)
Since g is made from p under the constraint (159), note that
Iglla = [1Pllo (231)
for a fixed o € (0,1) U (1, 00). Moreover, it follows from (225) that
llgllsg > lipllg  for B € (min{l, a}, max{1, a}), (232)
lglls < llplls  for 5 € (0,min{1,a}) U (max{l,a},oc0). (233)

Repeating these operation until (226) holds, we have

[wn(P)lla = IPllas (234)
|wn(p)llg > llplls  for 8 € (min{l, a}, max{1,a}), (235)
|wn(p)lls < llplls for B € (0,min{l,a}) U (max{l, a},o0) (236)

for any p € A,,, any fixed o € (0,1) U (1, 00), and some p € [1/n, 1].
Finally, we consider the {z-norm with a fixed {-norm for 8 € (0,1) U (1, 00). To consider probability vectors

p € A, with a fixed £,,-norm, we assume in (159) that o = o0, i.e,
[Plloc =Py =A (237)

for a constant A € (1/n,1). Recall from the proof of Lemma 2 that

e ||p||g is strictly Schur-concave in p € A,, for every 5 € (0,1) and

e ||p||g is strictly Schur-convex in p € A, for every 5 € (1, 00).
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Thus, since
1

wy(A) = (A7A,...,A71— {A

[1/A] times

JA,0,07...,0> - p (238)

for all p € A,, under the constrain (237), it follows from the Schur-convexity of the ¢g-norm that
lwn(A)llg = l[plls for 5 € (1,00), (239)
lwn(A)lls < lplls for 5 €(0,1) (240)

for all p € A,, under the constraint (146). Combining (234)—(236), (239), and (240), for any n > 2, p € A,,, and

a € (0,1) U (1, 00], we have that there exists p € [1/n, 1] such that

[wn(P)]la = [IP]la (241)
lw,(®)|sg < llpllg for B € (min{l, a}, max{1,a}), (242)
|lwn(p)llg > |lplls for B € (0,min{l, a}) U (max{1, a}, oo], (243)

where the inequality (243) for 8 = oo follows from (239), (240), and the monotonicity of ||w,,(p)|l- for p € [1/n,1]
(cf. Lemma 1). This completes the proof of Lemma 3. [ ]

Lemmas 2 and 3 show that, among all n-dimensional probability vectors with a fixed /,-norm for a given
a € (0,1) U (1, 00], the distributions v,,(-) and w,,(-) take extremal ¢g-norm for all positive 8 (# «). Combining

Lemmas 2 and 3, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1. For any n > 2, p € A, and o € (0,1) U (1,00], there exist unique numbers p, € [0,1/n] and
Pw € [1/n,1] such that

[Pl = vn(Po)lla = lwn(Pw)llas (244)
[vn(Po)llg < lIPllg < [[wn(pw)llg for all B € (min{l, o}, max{1,a}), (245)
|wn(Pw)llg < lIPllg < [lvn(pu)lls  for all B € (0, min{l,a}) U (max{l, a},oo]. (246)

Proof of Theorem 1: Forn >2,p € A, and « € (0,1) U (1, 00), it follows from Lemmas 2 and 3 that there

exist p, € [0,1/n] and p,, € [1/n,1] such that satisfy the following:

[Plla = llvn(Po)lla = llwn(pw)lla; (247)
[wn(puw)lls < [IPlls < lon(po)lls  for all § € (min{l, a}, max{1, a}), (248)
lon(po)lls < lIpllp < llwn(pw)lls  for all B € (0, min{1, a}) U (max{1, o}, 0c), (249)
which are equivalent to (244)—(246). The uniqueness of the values p, and p,, follow by Lemma 1. |

Theorem 1 shows that, among all n-dimensional probability vectors with a fixed ¢,-norm for a given o €

(0,1) U (1, 0], the distributions v,,(-) and w,,(-) take the extremal £z-norm for 8 € (0,1) U (1, 00|, 8 # «. Hence,
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9 1.0 1.0
81 0.94
. 0.1 0s]
= =04 . _o7
] & wn() v &Y
=4 =07 =03 wy,(+)
3 wp(Y) 0.61 03]
2] 0.2{
n 0.57

0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 04 05 06 07 08 04 05 06 07 08

09 1.0 09 10 09 10
|plla |plla Plla
(a) Case: a =3 and 8 = 1/2. (b) Case: a = 3 and 3 = 3/2. (c) Case: @ = 3 and 8 = 100.

Fig. 1: Sharp bounds between ||p||o and ||p||g for p € A, with n = 9. The boundaries are correspond to either the distribution vy, (-) or

wn ().

Theorem 1 identifies the boundaries of the region

Ru(e, ) = {(llplla, Ills) | P € An} (250)

forn>2and o, 5 € (0,1) U (1, 00], o # 8. We illustrate boundaries of R, («, ) in Fig. 1.
By using Theorem 1, we derive the sharp bounds of the Rényi entropy of order 5 with a fixed Rényi entropy of

another order «, as shown in Theorem 2.

Theorem 2. For any n > 2, p € A, and o € (0,00), there exist unique numbers p, € [0,1/n] and p,, € [1/n,1]

such that
Ha(p) = Ha(wn(pe)) = Ho(w,(p)), 251)
Hy(wa(p,)) < Hp(p) < Hs(va(p,)  for all B € (0,a), (252)
Hy(0,(p2)) < Hy(p) < Hy(wn(p))  for all § € (a,00]. (253)

Proof of Theorem 2: 1If o = 1, then Theorem 2 is reduced to [21, Corollary 1]. Similarly, if § = 1, then
Theorem 2 is also reduced to [2], Theorem 2]. Therefore, in this proof, it is enough to prove Theorem 2 for
a€ (0,1)U(1,00] and B € (0,1) U (1, 0.

Consider the function

Iz if ac (0,1)U(1,00),
flo) = 1_anx if @€ (0,1)U(1,00) o54)

—Inz if « =00

for x > 0. Then, we readily see that

Ha(p) = folllplla) (255)

for a € (0,1) U (1,00] and p € A,,. It is clear that f,(x) is a strictly monotonic function of = > 0 for every

a € (0,1) U (1, 00]; hence, it follows from (255) that (245) of Theorem 1 implies the equalities:

Ha(p) = Ha(vn(pv)) = Ha(wn(pw))a (256)
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which is equivalent to (251) of Theorem 2.

We now suppose that a € (0, 1). Then, Eq. (245) of Theorem | can be written as

[on(po)lls < llplls < llwn(pu)lls  for all § e (a,1). (257)

Since fg(x) of (254) is a strictly increasing function of > 0 for every 8 € (0, 1), it follows from (255) that (257)

implies the inequalities:
Hy(0u(p.)) < Hy(p) < Hy(wa(p)  for all B € (a,1). (258)
In addition, Eq. (246) of Theorem | can be written as
[wn(puw)lls < [IPlls < lon(po)lls  for all 5 € (0,a) U (L, 00). (259)

Since fz(x) is a strictly increasing function of > 0 for every 8 € (0, 1), it follows from (255) that (259) implies

the inequalities:

H,@(wn(pw)) < H,B(p) < Hﬂ(vn(pv)) for all ﬁ S (0,0é); (260)

similarly, since fz(x) is a strictly decreasing function of = > 0 for every § € (1, 0], it follows from (255) that

(259) implies the inequalities:
Hy(va(p,)) < Hy(p) < Hp(wy(pu))  for all f € (1,00] 261)

Combining (258), (260), and (261), we have
Hy(w,(p)) < Ha(p) < H(vu(p,)  for all B € (0,0), (262)
Hy(va(p,)) < Hy(p) < Hp(wa(p,))  for all B € (1) U(L,00], (263)

which are (252) and (253) of Theorem 2, respectively, when « € (0, 1).

On the other hand, we now suppose that a € (1, 00]. Then, Eq. (245) of Theorem 1 can be written as

lon(po)lls < llplls < llwn(pu)lls  for all § e (1,a). (264)

Since fg(z) of (254) is a strictly decreasing function of x > 0 for every § € (1, o0], it follows from (255) that

(264) implies the inequalities:
Hg(wn(pw)) < Hp(p) < Hp(vn(py))  for all € (1,a). (265)
In addition, Eq. (246) of Theorem 1 can be written as

[wn(pw)lls < [IPlls < lon(po)lls  forall 5 € (0,1) U (e, 00). (266)

Since fg(x) is a strictly increasing function of z > 0 for every 5 € (0, 1), it follows from (255) that (266) implies

the inequalities:

Hg(wn(pw)) < Hp(p) < Hg(vn(py))  forall g€ (0, 1); (267)
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[nats]

H,(p)

0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 02 04 06 08 1 1.2 14 16 18 .

Fig. 2: Boundaries of the region { (Ha (p), H3(p)) | p € An} with n =7, o = 2, and 8 = 1/2. The upper and lower bounds are established

by the distributions vy, (-) and wy, (-), respectively.

similarly, since fz(x) is a strictly decreasing function of = > 0 for every § € (1, 0], it follows from (255) that

(266) implies the inequalities:
Hg(vp(pv)) < Hg(p) < Hp(wyn(pw)) for all 8 € (o, 0. (268)

Combining (265), (267), and (268), we have

Hg(wn(pw)) < Hp(p) < Hp(va(py))  for all € (0,1), (269)
Hg(v,(py)) < Ha(p) < Hg(wp(pw)) for all 5 € (0,1) U (ax, 0], (270)
which are (252) and (253) of Theorem 2, respectively, when « € (1, o0]. [ |

Theorem 2 shows that, for a fixed Rényi entropy of order a € (0, 00, the distributions v,,(-) and w,(-) take the
maximum and minimum Rényi entropy of order 8 € (0, «), respectively, and the distributions v,,(-) and w,(-) take
the minimum and maximum Rényi entropy of order 8 € («, o], respectively. Therefore, the distributions v,,(-) and
w,,(+) have extremal properties in the sense between two Rényi entropies of distinct positive orders. We plot the

bounds of Theorem 2 in Fig. 2.

Remark 1. We remark that Theorem 2 is a generalization of [21, Corollary 1] since the Rényi entropy of order 1
is the Shannon entropy. Many axiomatic definitions of entropy are closely related to the {,-norm of the probability
distribution (cf. [21, Table 1]). Therefore, in a similar way to Theorem 2, we can obtain the sharp bounds on several

entropies [4], [5], [7], [15], [26] with two distinct orders.

We now consider to extend Theorem 2 from the Rényi entropy to the Rényi divergence [20]. For p,q € A,, such
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that p < g, i.e., p is absolutely continuous with respect to g, the Rényi divergence of order « is defined by

11—«
11n Z p5q; 271)

i=1:q; >0

Du(pllq) =

for a € (0,1) U (1, 00). Moreover, it is also defined that

n

— 1 _ D
Di(pllg) = lim Da(plla) = > piln o (272)
1=1:p; >0
1 _ pi
Deo(pllg) = lim Da(pfq)=In max (qi > (273)
where the most right-hand side of (272) is called the relative entropy or the Kullback-Leibler divergence. For the
n-ary uniform distribution w,, == (1/n,1/n,...,1/n) € A, since
D.(p||uy) =lnn — H,(p) (274)

for a € (0, o0], the Rényi divergence from the uniform distribution wu,, is a strictly decreasing function of the Rényi

entropy; thus, the following corollary holds from Theorem 2.

Corollary 1. For any n > 2, p € A,, and « € (0, 00|, there exist unique values p, € [0,1/n] and p,, € [1/n,1]

such that
Da(p | tn) = Da(wa(ps) | n) = Da(wn(pu) | wn). 275)
Dj(0u(py) | ) < Dp(p | wn) < Ds(wn(po) || n) for all 8 € (0, ), 276)
Dg(wn(pw) [ un) < Da(p [l un) < Dp(vn(po) || un) for all 5 € (a, oq]. 277

As with Theorem 2, Corollary 1 also shows the sharp bounds of Rényi divergence from the uniform distribution

of order § with a fixed Rényi divergence from the uniform distribution of another order «.

ITI. FEASIBLE REGIONS OF ARIMOTO’S CONDITIONAL RENYI ENTROPIES FOR TWO DISTINCT ORDERS

In this section, we extend the results of Section II from unconditional settings to conditional settings. Consider a
pair of discrete random variables (X,Y’) ~ Px|y Py such that Py (y) > 0 for all y € ). The conditional Shannon

entropy [23] of X given Y is defined by

HX|Y)=> Pr(yH(X|Y =y) (278)
yey
= ZPY(?J)<_ ZPX\Y(x y)lnPX|Y(33|Z/)>a (279)
yey TEX

which is also called the equivocation. When we denote by

1/«
No(X |Y) =) Pyly (Zny(a:y)a> (280)

yeY zeX
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"""" °2f Ho(X | Y)
r 0

0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 0 02 04 06 08 1 12 14 1.6 1.8 [nats]

1.0
No(X [Y)
(a) Bounds between N (X | Y) and Ng(X | Y). (b) Bounds between Hq (X | Y) and Hg(X | Y).

Fig. 3: Boundaries of the region ’R%O“d(a, B) withn =7, « = 2, and 8 = 1/2, and its application to the conditional Rényi entropy. The

dotted lines correspond to the boundaries in unconditional settings (cf. Fig. 2).

the expectation of /,-norm for o € (0,00] and (X,Y’) ~ Px|y Py, Arimoto [3] defined the conditional Rényi
entropy of order « as

(67

Ho(X | Y) = 7= Na(X | V) (281)

—

for o € (0,1) U (1,00). As with (5) and (6), it is defined that

Hy(X | V) = lim Ho(X | V) = H(X | Y), (282)
Hoo(X | V)= lim Ho(X |Y) = ~InNee(X | V), (283)

where the last equality of (282) is shown in [3, Theorem 2] and [ |, Proposition 1], and the last equality of (283)

is shown in [11, Proposition 1]. If the cardinality of the finite set is denoted by |- |, for the region

Reend (o, B) == {(Na(X |Y), Ng(X | Y)) ’ (X, Y)e X x Y, |X]|=n, and |Y]| > 2}, (284)
we present the following theorem.

Theorem 3. RS (a, 3) = Conv (R, (e, B)), where Conv(R) denotes the convex hull of the set R C R* (k € N).

Proof of Theorem 3: We prove Theorem 3 in a similar way to [22, Theorem 3]. It is clear that if |X| = n, then
the point (N (X | Y), Ng(X |Y)) is a convex combination of the points (||p;lla, |pillg) for p1,p2,--- € Ay (cf.
(280)). Therefore, Theorem 3 holds. |

It is worth noting that R, (e, 8) is derived from Theorem 1 (cf. (250)). Since the points (No(X | Y), N3(X | Y))
and (Ho (X |Y), Hg(X |Y)) are in one-to-one correspondence (cf. (281)) for every distinct o, 3 € (0,1) U (1, 00],
we obtain the exact feasible regions of two conditional Rényi entropies of distinct orders from Theorem 3, where
the exact feasible regions when the order « or 3 is 1 are derived from [22, Theorem 3]. We illustrate an application

of Theorem 3 in Fig. 3. In Fig. 3-(b), note that the dotted lines are identical to the boundaries shown in Fig. 2.
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IV. UNIFORMLY FOCUSING CHANNELS

We consider a discrete memoryless channel (DMC) as an application of the previous sections in the rest of paper.
Let finite sets X and ) be the input and output alphabets of a DMC, respectively. Let random variables X € X and
Y € Y be the input and output of a DMC, respectively. The input distribution of a DMC is denoted by Px (z) for
x € X. In particular, let Ux be the uniform input distribution on X, i.e., Ux(z) = 1/|X| for all x € X. Then, the
DMC consists of a transition probability distribution { Py |x(y | z) | (z,y) € X x Y}. We now define the following
three classes of DMCs.

Definition 1. A DMC Py |x is said to be uniformly dispersive [19] or uniform from the input [9] if there exists a

permutation w, : Y — Y for each x € X such that
Py x(m:(y) | ©) = Py |x (72 (y) | 27) (285)
for all (z,2',y) € X% x ).

Definition 2. A DMC Py |x is said to be uniformly focusing [19] or uniform from the output [9] if there exists a

permutation m, : X — X for each y € Y such that
Pyix(y | my(2)) = Pyix(y' | my (2)) (286)
for all (z,y,y') € X x Y2

Definition 3. A DMC is said to be strongly symmetric [19] or doubly uniform [9] if it is both uniformly dispersive

and uniformly focusing.

If suppose that X = Y = {0, 1,...,n—1}, we define the following two n-ary input and output strongly symmetric
channels: (i) the strongly symmetric channel Vy|x : X — ) is defined by
1—(n—1)p if y==x,

Vyix(y|z) = (287)
p ify#uw

for (z,y) € X x Y and some p € [0,1/n], and (ii) the strongly symmetric channel Wy |y : X — ) is defined by

D if y=x+4 (mod n) for 0<i<|[1/p],
Wyix(ylz)=q1-[1/p|p if y=z+|1/p] (mod n), (288)
0 otherwise

for (z,y) € X x Y and some p € [1/n,1]. It is clear that, for all x € X, the decreasing orders of the conditional
distributions {Vy|x(y | z) | y € Y} and {Wy | x(y | ) | y € Y} are identical to the distributions v, () and w,(-),
respectively. Note that the channel V| x is sometimes called the n-ary symmetric channel.

For a DMC (X,Y’) ~ Px Py|x, Arimoto [3] proposed the mutual information of order o as

Io(Px; Pyx) = Ho(X) — Ho(X | Y) (289)
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for a € (0, 00], where note that I(Px; Py|x) = I1(Px; Py|x) is the (ordinary) mutual information. Since

Io(Ux; Py|x) = Da(Pxy (- | y) | Ux) (290)

for any uniformly focusing channel Py x : X — ) and all y € Y (cf. [21, Eq. (325)]), we apply Corollary 1 to

uniformly focusing channels in Theorem 4.

Theorem 4. For any uniformly focusing channel Py|x and o € (0,00|, there exist unique channels Vy x and

Wy x such that

Io(Ux; Py|x) = Io(Ux; Vy x) = 1a(Ux; Wy |x), (291)
Is(Ux; Vyx) < Ig(Ux; Pyx) < Ip(Ux; Wy|x) for all 8 € (0,), (292)
Is(Ux; Wy x) < Ig(Ux; Pyix) < Ig(Ux; Vyx) for all B € (o, 00]. (293)

Proof of Theorem 4: 1t is easy to see that

d Wix(ylz) =Y Wyix(y|z) =1 (294)
reX TeX

for all y € Y. For a DMC (X,Y’) ~ UxVy|x, defined in (287), we readily see that
(1/1X)Vyix(y | -)

. B 295

xv (1Y) Yowex /XDy x(y | o) -
Vyix(y|-)

B 296

dwex Vyix(y | 2) .

9% Vle( | ) @97

o) (298)

for all y € Y and some p, € [0,1/n]. Similarly, for a DMC (X,Y’) ~ Ux Wy |x, defined in (288), it also follows

that
Pxy (- ly) =Wy ix(y ) (299)
= wy(pw) (300)
for all y € Y and some p,, € [1/n,1]. Hence, Theorem 4 directly follows from Corollary 1 and (290). [ ]

In Theorem 4, we note that the input alphabets of channels Py |y, Vy|x, and Wy | x are identical. Therefore,
as with v,,(-) and w,(-) for Theorem 2 and Corollary 1, the strongly symmetric channels Vy-|x and Wy |x have
extremal properties in the sense of the mutual information of order o for uniformly focusing channels.

For a DMC Py |x, we now consider the £y function

1+p
Eo(p, Px, Pyx) =—Iny (Z Px () Pyx (y | )"/ 1*’”)

yeYy \zeX
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for p € (—1,00), which is defined by Gallager [12]. The E, function is used in the random coding exponent [12]'
Er(Ra PX7 PY\X) = prél[%)i] {EO(p7 PX7 PY|X) - pR} (301)

for a rate R > 0, and other error exponents [2], [24]. It is known, e.g., [!, Eq. (6)], that
EO(pa UX7 PY|X)

p
for p € (—1,0) U (0,00). Note that the limiting value of the left-hand side of (302) as p — 0 is the (ordinary)

=111+ (Ux; Py|x) (302)

mutual information I (Ux; Py| x ). Namely, the Ey function is closely related to the mutual information of order «,
and sharp bounds of two distinct Ey functions for uniformly focusing channels can be obtained in a similar manner
to Theorem 4. Therefore, we present the sharp bounds of the error exponent with a fixed mutual information of

order « in Theorem 5.

Theorem 5. For any uniformly focusing channel Py |x and o € (0,1/2]U[1, 00], there exist unique channels Vy | x

and Wy | x such that satisfy
Io(Ux; Pyix) = 1o(Ux; Vy x) = 1o (Ux; Wy |x) (303)
and the following: (i) if o € (0,1/2], then
E(R,Ux,Wy|x) < E:(R,Ux, Py|x) < Ex(R,Ux, Vy|x), (304)
forall R >0, and (ii) if o € [1,00], then
E.(R,Ux,Vyx) < E:(R,Ux, Py|x) < E:(R,Ux, Wy|x) (305)
for all R > 0.
Proof of Theorem 5: Let Py x be a uniformly focusing channel. For a fixed o € (0, 00}, assume that
Io(Ux; Py|x) = Ia(Ux; Vy|x) = Io(Ux; Wy x). (306)
Then, it follows from Theorem 4 that
Is(Ux; Vyix) — R< Ig(Ux; Pyix) — R< Ig(Ux; Wy x) — R for 5 € (0, ), (307)
Is(Ux; Wy x) — R < Is(Ux; Pyjx) — R < I3(Ux;Vy|x) — R for 8 € (a, 0] (308)
for all R > 0. By change the variable as

f= 1 = =50 (309

'In the paper, we omit the maximizing over the input distribution Px .
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we rewrite (307) and (308) as

11—«
Iyja4o)(Ux; Vyix) = R < 11)(140)(Ux; Pyix) — R < L4 (Ux; Wy x) =R forpe <a7 00)7

11—«
Laspy(Ux; Wy x) = R< L4 (Ux; Pyix) = R< Iyja4p) (Ux; Vyix) — R forpe (- 1, o )

for all R > 0. Then, since
(302)
Eo(p,Ux, Pyx) — pR =" plij14,)(Ux; Py|x) — pR (312)
= p(1/p) (Uxs Prix) = R), (313)
it follows from (310) and (311) that
Eo(p,Ux, Vy|x) — pR < Eo(p, Ux, Py|x) — pR < Eo(p, Ux, Wy|x) — pR (314)
for p € (—1,min {0, (1 — a)/a}) U (max {0, (1 — a)/a},o0) and R > 0, and
Eo(p, Ux,Wy|x) — pR < Eo(p,Ux, Py|x) — pR < Eo(p,Ux, Vy|x) — pR (315)
for p € (min {0, (1 — a)/a}, max {0, (1 —a)/a}) and R > 0. Note that
E.(Ux, Py|x,R) = max {EO(P, Ux,Py|x) — PR}' (316)
p€[0,1]

By dividing the range of the order a € (0, o0], we consider (314) and (315) as follows:

Case (i): 0 < a<1/2

If o € (0,1/2], then (1 — «)/a > 1; hence, it follows from (315) that
Eo(p,Ux, Wy |x) — pR < Eo(p,Ux, Py|x) — pR < Eo(p,Ux, Vy|x) — pR (317)
for all p € [0,1] and R > 0. Therefore, we get
E(Ux,Wy|x,R) < E:(Ux, Py|x, R) < E:(Ux, Vy|x, R) (318)
for all R > 0.

Case (ii): 1 < a < o0

If « € [1, 00, then lim, (1 — 2)/2 < 0; hence, it follows from (314) that
Eo(p,Ux, Vyx) — pR < Eo(p,Ux, Py|x) — pR < Eo(p, Ux, Wy |x) — pR (319)
for all p € [0,1] and R > 0. Therefore, we get
E.(Ux,Vyx,R) < E.(Ux, Py|x,R) < E:(Ux, Wy|x, R) (320)

for all R > 0. u
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"0s: Ex(0,Ux, Py|x) = I /2(Ux; Py x) e
£ = (In8)/4 =
< ol I(Ux; Py|x) = (In8)/2
% 0.3 < 0.61
) 2 .
h 3 Y|X
& 02 = 0
< <)
0.1 Vy|x 0.2 Vyix
Wy
’ 0
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 p 1 fnas 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 5 1
(@) Fixed symmetric cutoff rate I /(Ux; Py|x) = (In8)/4. (b) Fixed symmetric capacity I(Ux; Py|x) = (In8)/2.

Fig. 4: Upper and lower bounds of Ey(R,Ux, Py, x ) for octonary-input uniformly focusing channels Py | x with fixed mutual information of

order o € {1/2,1}. The upper and lower bounds correspond to either the strongly symmetric channel Vy|x of (287) or Wy | x of (288).

Theorem 5 shows that, among all n-ary input uniformly focusing channels with a fixed mutual information of
order o € (0,1/2] U [1, 00| under the uniform input distribution, the strongly symmetric channels Vy|x and Wy x
take the extremal random coding exponents. We illustrate the sharp bounds of E.(Ux, Py|x, R) for uniformly
focusing channels Py |x in Fig. 4.

Finally, note that the uniform input distribution maximizes the mutual information of order « if a channel is

strongly symmetric (cf. [3, Eq. (20)] and [12, p. 145]).

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we examined the sharp bounds between the £,-norm and the £g-norm of n-dimensional probability
vectors for distinct v, 8 € (0,1) U (1, 00|, as shown in Theorem 1. By using the result, Theorem 2 established the
sharp bounds between two Rényi entropies of distinct positive orders. In Remark 1, we mentioned that sharp bounds
on other axiomatic definitions of entropy [4], [5], [7], [15], [26] can be obtained by using Theorem 1, as with
Theorem 2. In Section III, we considered to extend the above results from unconditional settings to conditional
settings. Then, Theorem 3 identified the exact feasible regions between two expectations of /- and {g-norms, which
implies the exact feasible regions between two conditional Rényi entropies of distinct orders (cf. Fig. 3). Finally,
Section IV examined the sharp bounds on channel reliability functions, such as the mutual information of order
« and the Ey function, for uniformly focusing channels under the uniform input distribution. Then, Theorem 5
provided the sharp bounds on the random coding exponent of uniformly focusing channels under the uniform input
distribution with a fixed mutual information of order «. Finally, we remark that the sharp bounds of error exponents,
such as the strong converse [2] and the sphere packing [24] exponents, of uniformly focusing channels under the
uniform input distribution with a fixed mutual information of order « are also obtained from Theorem 4, as with

Theorem 5.
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