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Abstract—This paper considers derivation of f-divergence In (), we take the continuous extengion
inequalities via the approach of functional domination. Baunds on

an f-divergence based on one or several othef-divergences are £(0) =1lim f(t) € (—o0, +00]. 4
introduced, dealing with pairs of probability measures defned o
on arbitrary alphabets. In addition, a variety of bounds are If p and ¢ denote, respectively, the densities Bfand Q

shown to hold under boundedness assumptions on the relative .. respect to as-finite measureu (i.e., p = g_z;’ q= z—f)'

information. then we can write[{2) as
Index Terms — f-divergence, relative entropy, relative

information, reverse Pinsker inequalities, reverse Saraso p
. L) L ) ) ’ Ds(P = = | du. 5
inequality, total variation distance;?> divergence. s(PIQ) /q / (q) a ©)

Remark 1:Different functions may lead to the samg
divergence for all P, @): if for an arbitraryb € R, we have

We assume throughout that the probability measitesd A= fo () bt —1 >0 6
Q are defined on a common measurable spa¢e%), and folt) = fo(t) +5( )tz ©
P <« @ denotes thaf is absolutely continuousith respect then

to Q.

|. BASIC DEFINITIONS

Definition 1: If P < @, therelative informationprovided Dy, (P||Q) = Dy, (P[|Q). @)
by a € A according to(P, Q) is given b Relative entropy isD, (P|Q) wherer is given by
dpP _ B
1pq(a) = log a0 (). 1) r(t) = tlogt + (1 —t)loge, ®)

and the total variation distand&® — Q| and x? divergence
Introduced by Ali-Silvey [[1] and Csiszar[{[4]), a usefuly?(P||Q) are f-divergences withf (t) = (t — 1)? and f(t) =

generalization of the relative entropy, which retains sashe |¢ — 1|, respectively.

its major properties (and, in particular, the data processi The following key property off-divergences follows from

inequality), is the class of-divergences. A general definitionJensen’s inequality.

of f-divergence is given in_[14, p. 4398], specialized next to Proposition 1:If f: (0,00) — R is convex andf(1) = 0,

the case wher® < Q. P <« @, then
Definition 2: Let f: (0,00) — R be a convex function, and

suppose thaP <« Q. The f-divergencdrom P to @ is given Dy(PlQ) 2 0. ©)
by If, furthermore, f is strictly convex att = 1, then equality in
dp (9@ holds if and only ifP = Q.
D (P|Q) :/f <@> dQ =E[f(2)] (2) The reader is referred ta_[19] for a survey on general
properties off-divergences, and also to the textbook by Liese
with and Vajdal[13].
The numerical optimization of aff-divergence subject to
Z =exp(ipo(Y)), Y ~Q. (8) simultaneous constraints girdivergencesi = 1, ..., L) was

recently studied in_[12], which showed that for that purpibse
1This work has been supported by the Israeli Science FoumdgtsF) IS enough to restrict attention to alphabets of cardindlity?2.

under Grant 12/12, by NSF Grant CCF-1016625, by the CenteBénce  The full paper version of our work, which includes several
of Information, an NSF Science and Technology Center undentaCCF- hes for the derivati tdi . lti .
0939370, and by ARO under MURI Grant W911NF-15-1-0479. approaches for the derivation gtdivergence inequalities, is

24E denotes the Radon-Nikodym derivative (or density)ofvith respect available in [17].

to Q. Logarithms have an arbitrary common base, and the expangicates
the inverse function of the logarithm with that base. 3The convexity off: (0,c0) — R implies its continuity on(0, co).
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Il. FUNCTIONAL DOMINATION B. Relationships Amon@®(P||Q), x*(P||Q) and |P — Q|

Let f and g be convex functions orf0,c0) with f(1) =  1heorem 2:
g(1) = 0, and letP and Q be probability measures definedd) If P < @ andcy,c; > 0, then

on a measurable spacel, 7). If, for a > 0, f(t) < ag(t) B 2
for all t € (0, 00) then, it follows from Definitior[ 2 that D(PIIQ) < (e1|P = QI+ e2x*(Pl|Q)) loge  (15)
holds if (c1,¢2) = (0,1) and (¢1,¢c2) = (3,1). Further-

Dy(P|Q) < aDy(P|Q). (10) more, if ¢; = 0 thenc, = 1 is optimal, and ifc; = 3 then
This simple observation leads to a proof of several inetjaali ¢1 = 7 Is optimal.
with the aid of Remark]1. b) If P <>QandP” 7 Q, then
D(P|Q) + D(Q|IP)

< iloge 16

A. Basic Tool CEIQ) T E@IP) ~ % (16)

We start this section by proving a general result, which and the constantin the right side bf{16) is the best possible
will be helpful in proving various tight bounds amonfy Proof: See [17, Theorem 2]. ]
divergences. Remark 4:Inequality [I5) strengthens the bound in [9,

Theorem 1:Let P < @, and assume (2.8)],

o f .is convex on(0, o) w_ith f(1)=0; D(P||Q) < % (|p —-Ql+ X2(p||Q)) loge. (17)

o g is convex on(0, co0) with g(1) = 0;

e g(t)>0forallte(0,1)U(1,00). Note that the short outline of the suggested proofin [9, 8] 71

leads not [(I[7) but to the weaker upper boudtl— Q| +

Denote the functiom: (0,1) U (1,00) — R
0L o) L ?(P)|Q) nats.

k(t) = o) te(0,1)U(1,00) (11) C. An Alternative Proof of Samson’s Inequality
g For the purpose of this sub-section, we introditarton’s
and divergence15]:
R=  sup k(1) (12) d3(P,Q) = minE [P*[X # Y | Y]] (18)

te(0,1)U(1,00) o . .
where the minimum is over all probability measursy

Then, with respective marginal®x = P and Py = (. From [15,
a) pp. 558-559]
_ d%(P,Q) = D,(P 19
D (P|Q) < 7 Dy(PQ). 13) o(FQ) = Do(FIIe) a9
with
b) If, in addition, /'(1) = ¢’(1) = 0, then
s(t) = (t—1)2 1{t < 1}. (20)
sup M”Q) =K. (14) Note that Marton’s divergence satisfies the triangle inégua
P£q Dy(PlIQ) g g

[15, Lemma 3.1], and (P, Q) = 0 implies P = Q; however,
due to its asymmetry, it is not a distance measure.

Proof: See [17, Theorem 1]. B An analog of Pinsker's inequality, which comes in handy
Remark 2:Beyond the restrictions in Theorehiila), théor the proof of Marton’s conditional transportation inedjty
only operative restriction imposed by Theoréil 1b) is th@, Lemma 8.4], is the following bound due to Samsbnl [16,

differentiability of the functionsf andg att = 1. Indeed, we Lemma 2:

can invoke Remark]1 and adti(1) (1 — ¢) to f(¢), without Theorem 3:If P < Q, then

changingD; (and likewise withg) and thereby satisfying the ) ) )

condition in Theorenildb); the stationary point at 1 must be a d3(P,Q) +d5(Q, P) < 57 D(P||Q). (21)
minimum of bothf andg because of the assumed convexity, |, [L7, Section 3.D], we provide an alternative proof of

which implies their non-negativity of0), oc). Theorem[B, in view of Theoreri[]lb), with the following
Remark 3:1t is useful to generalize Theorer]1b) by dropadvantages:

ping the assumption on the existence of the derivatives atgh. This proof yields the optimality of the constantinl(213, j

As it is explained in[[1F7], it is enough to require that the " \ye prove that

left derivatives of f and g at 1 be equal td). Analogously, ) )

if & = supg.,.«q (), it is enough to require that the right d3(P, Q) +d3(Q, P) (22)

. sup = Toge
derivatives off andg at 1 be equal td. P£Q D(P|Q) log
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where the supremum is over all probability measuPe® where the supremum i _(R9) is over &l < Q with P # Q,
such thatP # Q and P <> Q. and the supremum if_(BO) is over dll <> @ with P # Q.

b) A simple adaptation of this proof results in a reverse Proof: See [17, Corollary 1]. [ ]
inequality to [[21), which holds under the boundednessRemark 6:The results in[{29) and (B0) form counterparts
assumption of the relative information (see SeclionlI-Dpf (22).

D. Ratio of f-Divergence to Total Variation Distance I1l. BOUNDED RELATIVE INFORMATION
Let f: (0,00) — R be a convex function withy' (1) = 0, In this section we show that it is possible to find bounds
and letf*: (0,00) — R be given by among f-divergences without requiring a strong condition of
* functional domination (see Sectidd 1) as long as the nedati
Fw=tr () (23) ( ) as long

information is upper and/or lower bounded almost surely.
for all t > 0. Note thatf* is also convex,f*(1) = 0, and L
D;(P|Q) = Dy (Q||P) if P <> Q. By definition, we take A Definition of 3, and 5.
) The following notation is used throughout the rest of the
£7(0) =lim f*(¢t) = lim o (24) paper. Given a pair of probability measucés @) on the same

o uee measurable space, dengtg 3, € [0,1] by
Vajda [18, Theorem 2] showed that the range of &n
divergence is given by A1 = exp(—Dw(P[Q)), (31)
0 < D4(PIIQ) < £(0) + f*(0) (25) B2 = exp(~Dw(QIIP)) (32)

where every value in this range is attainable by a suitakite p#ith the convention that ifDo. (P[|Q) = oo, then g, = 0,
of probability measures® < Q. Recalling Remarkl1, note @d if Doo(Q[|P) = oo, then 3, = 0. Note that if 5, > 0,
that £,(0) + f7(0) = £(0) + £*(0) with £,(-) defined in [6). then P <« @, Whll(_e B2 > 0 implies QQ <« P. Furthermore, if
Basuet al. [2, Lemma 11.1] strengtheneld {25), showing thaf” <>> @, then withY ~ @,

Dy(P|Q) < L (F(0)+ f*(0) [P=Q|.  (26) B, — essin g_g (v) = ( sup S_P (y)) T @
If f£(0) and f*(0) are finite, [26) yields a counterpart to a @ 1
result by Csiszar (se&l[6, Theorem 3.1]) which implies that By = ess inf d_g (Y) = <ess sup g_g (y)) ) (34)

f:(0,00) = Ris a strictly convex function, then there exists d
a real-valued function); such thatlim, o ¢s(z) =0, and  The following example illustrates an important case in \hic
|P — Q| <y (Ds(P|Q)). (27) B1 and 3, are positive.

Example 1:(Shifted Laplace distributionsLet P and@ be
Next, we demonstrate that the constant [in] (26) cannot tige probability measures whose probability density fuori

improved. are, respectively, given by, (- — ag) and f»(- — a1) with
Theorem 4:If f: (0,00) — R is convex with f(1) = 0, N
then fa(z) = 5 exp(=Alz]), z€R (35)
Dy¢(P X here\ > 0. In this case,[(35) yields
o O Lo o) e " s case[(35) y
P#Q By = B2 = exp(—Ala1 — aol) € (0,1]. (36)
where the supremum is over all probability measufes) ]
such thatP < Q and P # Q. B. Basic Tool
Proof: See [17, Theorem 5]. [ ] Sincey =1< fy=1< P =Q, itis advisable to avoid

Remark 5:Csiszar[[5, Theorem 2] showed thatfif0) and trivialities by excluding that case.
f*(0) are finite andP < @, then there exists a constant Theorem 5:Let f andg satisfy the assumptions in Theo-
C; > 0 which depends only orf such thatD;(P||Q) < rem[1, and assume thét,, 5) € [0,1)%. Then,
Cy+/|P — Q|. Note that, if|P — Q| < 1, then this inequality

is superseded by (P6) where the constant is not only explicit Dy(PlQ) = 5" Dy(Pl|Q) (37)
but is the best possible according to Theofgm 4. where
A direct application of Theorefn 4 yields .
Corollary 1: K= sup K(B) (38)
BE(B2,1)U(L,61 )
B3(PQ) 1

sup

= (29) andk(-) is defined in[(1lL).
pq IP=QI 2 Proof: See [17, Theorem 5]. ]
 d3(P,Q)+d3(Q,P) 1 Note that if3; = 3> = 0, then Theorerhl5 does not improve
;i% [P — Q)| - (30) upon Theorenhiia).
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Remark 7:In the application of Theorerhl 5, it is oftenE. Local Behavior off-Divergences
convenient to make use of the freedom afforded by Reflark 15 iher application of Theorerfll 5 shows that the local

and choose the corresponding offsets such that: _ behavior off-divergences differs by only a constant, provided
. the. p.03|t|V|ty property ofg required by Theoreml5 is ihat the first distribution approaches the reference measur
satisfied; _ a certain strong sense.
« the lowests* is obtained. Theorem 8:Suppose tha{P, }, a sequence of probability
Remark 8: Similarly to the proof of Theoreid1b), under theneasures defined on a measurable sfateZ), converges

conditions therein, one can Vel’ify that the constants |n'Thﬁ) Q (another probab”'ty measure on the same Space) in the
orem[$ are the best possible among all probability measukgsse that, fob” ~ Q,

PvQ with given (51752) € [Oa 1)2

Remark 9:Note that if we swap the assumptions grand lim esssup ar, (Y)=1 (47)
g in Theoren{h, the same result translates into n—oo d
inf k(8) - D,(P|Q) < Ds(P|Q). (39) Where it is assumed that, < Q for all sufficiently largen.
BE(B2,1)U(1,81 ") ' If f andg are convex or{0,c0) and they are positive except

Furthermore, provided botlf and g are positive (except at att =1 (where they are 0), then
t = 1) andx is monotonically increasing, Theordm 5 apdl|(39 . .
) andr Y 0. Theord 5abd(@9)  yy py(p, Q) = lim D,(PIQ) =0,  (48)

result in
K(B2) Dy(PQ) < Df(P||Q) (40) and
< A(B1) Dy(PlQ)- (1) mings(17),5(1%)} < lim 7?5113"”85 < max{r(17),x(17)}
In this case, if3; > 0, sometimes it is convenient to replace g (49)

0 with f 0 at the expense of loosening the
g(l)uid XVIsimﬁérib(se’rélgtion appliexspm "9 where we have indicated the left and right limits of the fimrct

Example 211 £(1) — (1 - 1)? andg(t) ¢ - 1], we get (). defined in[[I), at by (1) and (1), respecively.
Proof: See [17, Theorem 9]. ]

X(PQ) < max{f; ' — 1,1~ fa} [P~ Q|- (42)  cCorollary 2: Let {P, < Q} converge taQ in the sense of
C. Bounds ongggH% @1). Then,D(P,| Q) and D(Q|| P,) vanish asn — oo with
The remaining part of this section is devoted to various i D(P,||Q) 1 (50)
applications of Theorem] 5. From this point, we make use of rroo D(Q||P,)

the definition ofr: (0,00) — [0, 00) in (8). _ .
An illustrative application of Theorerml 5 gives upper and Corollary 3; Let { P, < Q} converge tOQ in the Sense of
lower bounds on the ratio of relative entropies. (40). Then,x*(P.[|Q) and D(F, ||Q) vanish asn — oo with

Theorem 6:Let P <> Q, P # Q, and(f1, 52) € (0,1)2. . DFQ)
Let x: (0,1) U (1,00) — (0,00) be defined as im AR loge. (51)
k(t) = tlogt+ (1—¢) 1Oge. (43) Note that[(51L) is known in the finite alphabet case [7, Theo-
(t—1)loge —logt rem 4.1]).
Then,
F. Strengthened Jensen'’s inequalit
w(2) < DI g, (44) ’ SN
(Q||P) Bounding away from zero a certain density between two
Proof: See [L7, Theorem 6]. m Probability measures enables the following strengtheresd v
, , sion of Jensen’s inequality, which generalizes a resultLiy [
D. Reverse Samson’s Inequality Theorem 1.

The next result gives a counterpart to Samson’s inequalityLemma 1:Let f: R — R be a convex function,

21). ) P, < P, be probability measures defined on a measurable
Theorem 7:Let (31, 32) € (0,1)%. Then, space (A, .7), and fiann arbitrary random transformation

. d3(P,Q) +d3(Q,P) ) B Pzix: A — R. Denotd Py — Pz x — Pz, and P —

inf = D(P||C;) = min{n(F"), w(F2)}  (45) Pz x — Pgz,. Then,
where the infimum is over alP < @ with given (31, 82), B (E [f(E[Zo]| Xo))] — f(IE[ZO]))
and wherex: (0,1) U (1,00) — (0, 127) is given by < E[f(E[Z|X1])] — f(E[Z1]) (52)

(t—1)
K(t) = mv t€(0,1)U(1,00). (46) “We follow the notation in[[20] wheré?y — Py x — Pz, means that

) the marginal probability measures of the joint distribatify Pz x are Po
Proof: See [17, Theorem 7]. B andPg,.
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where Xy ~ Py, X1 ~ P;, and

. .dP

B £ essinf d—P(l) (Xo)-

Proof: See [17, Lemma 1]. [ ]
Remark 10:Letting Z = X, and choosing? so thats = 0
(e.g., P, is a restriction ofP, to an event ofP,-probability
less than 1),[{32) becomes Jensen’s inequalifig[X;]) <

E[f(X1)]. -

(53)

Furthermore, ifQ < P and 3, is defined as in[(32), then the
following tightened bound holds:

D(P|Q) < log (1 ¥

P — 2
|2C27Q|) - %52|P - Q|2 loge.

Proof: See [17, Theorem 25]. ]

Remark 12:The result in Theorem_12 improves the in-
equality by Csiszar and Talatal [8, p. 1012]:

Lemmall finds the following application to the derivation

of f-divergence inequalities.

Theorem 9:Let f: (0,00) — R be a convex function with

f(1) = 0. Fix P < @ on the same space witfB;, 82) €
[0,1)2 and letX ~ P. Then,

B2 Dy (PIQ) < E[f (exp(rpe(X)))] - f(1+x*(PlQ))
< By Dy(P[Q). (54)
Specializing Theorerf] 9 to the convex function @noo)

where f(t) = —logt sharpens the inequality
D(P||Q) <log (1 +x*(P[Q)) (55)
<X (P[Q)loge. (56)

under the assumption of bounded relative information.
Theorem 10:Fix P <> @ such that(8, 82) € (0,1)%
Then,
B2 D(Q|P) <log(1+x*(P[Q)) — D(P||Q)
< Br' D(Q|P).

IV. REVERSEPINSKER INEQUALITIES

(57)
(58)

D(P|Q) < (gi) 1P QP

min

(62)

For further reverse Pinsker Inequalities and some of their
implications, seel[17, Section 6].

(1]

(2]

(3]
(4]

(8]
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