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Abstract—Distribution matchers for finite alphabets are shown
to have informational divergences that grow logarithmically with
the block length, generalizing a basic result for binary strings.

I. INTRODUCTION

Distribution matchers (DMs) are random number generators
with a one-to-one mapping [1]]. An important application of
DMs is probabilistic amplitude shaping for energy-efficient
communication [2]. The objective of this paper is to prove
that block (fixed-length) DMs cannot give low informational
divergence for finite alphabets, thereby generalizing a basic
result of Schulte and Geiger [3] for binary strings. The main
tool we use is a large deviation theorem of Bahadur and Ranga
Rao [4] that applies more generally than the binomial bounds
and identities in [3].

This paper is organized as follows. Sec. introduces
notation and a few lemmas. Sec. gives bounds on sums
and establishes two further results, namely Lemma [3] that
bounds the size of optimal DM codebooks and Theorem
that bounds a divergence for average empirical distributions.
Sec. [Vl develops the desired scaling results. Appendixes
provide proofs of Lemmas and a Theorem.

II. PRELIMINIARIES
A. Basic Notation

Sets are written with calligraphic letters A and the empty
set with (. The cardinality of A is |A| and the n-fold
Cartesian product of A is A™. For sequences f(n) and g(n),
n=1,2,..., the little-o notation f(n) = o(g(n)) means that
lim,, o f(n)/g(n) =0, see [5, p. 61].

Random variables (RVs) are written with uppercase letters
such as A and their realizations with lowercase letters a. A
probability mass function (pmf) of A is denoted by Py € P or
Qa € P, where P is the set of pmfs for alphabet 4. We often
discard subscripts on pmfs. Pmfs or functions are also written
as vectors, e.g., we write pmf ) with the L-letter alphabet
A={1,...,L} as @ = [Q(1),...,Q(L)]. The uniform pmf
over a set of K elements is denoted by Uk.

A random string A” = AjA,...A, has realizations a" =
aias...a, € A" The probability of a set S C A™ of strings
with respect to Pan is written as

Pan(S) = > Pan(a™). (1)
anesS

We write Qa» = QR for the pmf of a string of independent
and identically distributed (iid) RVs.

The ¢; distance between two pmfs P and ) on A is

d (P,Q) =Y |P(a) — Q(a)] 2)
acA
and we have d; (P,Q) < 2 with equality if and only if
supp(P) N supp(Q) = 0. Of course, one may alternatively
use the variational distance [6, Ch. 11.6].
The expectation of a real-valued function f of a RV A with
respect to the pmf P is denoted as
2.

Ep(P) =Ep[f(A)] = P(a)f(a) (€)
a€supp(P)

where supp(P) is the support of P, i.e., the set of a € A
with P(a) > 0. The notation E;(P) is useful because we
usually consider P as the variable while f is fixed. Observe
that E;(P) is linear in P.

The variance of f(A) with respect to P is Vp (f(A)) and
the entropy of P is H (P) = Ep [—logy P(A)]. The cross
entropy and divergence of pmfs P and () with common
alphabet A are the respective

X (PQ) = Ep [~ logs Q(A)] @
D(P|Q) = Ep [1og2 %] )

and we have X (P||Q) = H (P) + D (P||Q).

B. Empirical Probability

Let P,, C P be the set of pmfs that have rational values
with denominator n, also called the n-types. For a string a”,
let n; = n;(a™) be the number of occurrences of the letter 4
for i € A. The empirical pmf, or type, of a” is

1

w(a"):E[nl,...,nL] 6)

and w(a™) € P,. The number of a™ with the same empirical
pmf 7(a™) is given by the multinomial

(o)t o
ny ... g ny....nr.

Let n; = ) ncan Pan(a™) ni(a™) be the average number
of occurrences of letter ¢ for a specified Pa~». The average
empirical pmf is

= Z Par(a™) m(a ):E[ﬁla---aﬁL] ()
anc A"
and for any target pmf Q1 we have

D (Pan||@QF) = n X (7]|Q1) — H (Par) . €
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C. Four Lemmas

We state several lemmas; the first three are proved in Ap-
pendixes [AUC] Let puiy and ppay be the respective minimum
and maximum probabilities of P, and define similar notation
for the minima and maxima of the pmfs ) and R.

Lemma 1. Let dy = d; (P, Q) Ifdl < 2Pmin then

Pmax + d1/2 . Tmax)
Pmin — d1/2

d
D(QIR) - D(PIR) < G o o
(10)
Next, consider a threshold I and define the pmf and string
sets £ = {P : Efy(P) <I}and § = {a" : w(a") € &}.
We further define Pa~(a™) = Q™(a™)/Q™(S) for a™ € S and
consider 7 to be a function of I.

Lemma 2. Consider any P* for which E;(P*) = I. Then
there is a P € £ N'P,, such that

2(L—1)

di (P, P*) <
1(7 )— n

Y
Lemma 3. E;(7) is non-decreasing in I.
Next define

P* = argmin D (P||Q). (12)
peg

We have the following standard result, see e.g. [6, Ch. 11.5].

Lemma 4. Let fiyin = Mingegupp(q) f(a) and suppose that
fmin < I < Ef(Q). Then the solution of (12) is

_ Q(a) 9—7f(a)
B ZbeA Q(b)2-7F®)

fora € A, where T is positive and chosen so that Ey(P*) = I.
Observe that P*(a) = 0 if and only if Q(a) = 0.

P*(a) (13)

III. BOUNDS FOR SAMPLE MEANS

Consider the sample mean

Sn=—>_ f(A). (14)
i=1

We are interested in characterizing Pr[S,, < I]. Observe that

S, = Ef(m(A™)) so that S,, < I is the same as requiring

w(A™) to lie in the half-space £ = {P : E¢(P) < I}.

A. Deviations of the Sample Mean
We distinguish between two classes of RVs:

1) lattice: there are constants cg and d > 0 such that A C
{co + jd : j an integer};
2) non-lattice.
For example, every real-valued binary RV is lattice because
one may choose d as the absolute difference between the two
alphabet values. In general, one chooses d as the greatest com-
mon divisof] of the differences between consecutive possible

'The greatest common divisor of a set of real numbers is the largest d such
that all all numbers in the set are integer multiples of d, e.g., the set {1,5/3}
has greatest common divisor d = 1/3.

values of A, see [4] Sec. 4]. The following large deviation
theorem is developed in [4, Thm. 1], see also [7, Ch. 3.7].

Theorem 1 (Bahadur and Ranga Rao). Consider the iid string
A" with pmf Q™ and the real-valued function f with domain
A. Let fyin = Mingesupp(@) f(a) and consider an I satisfying

fmin <I< EQ[f(A)] = Ef(Q) (15)
and also Pr[S,, = I] > 0 if f(A) is a lattice RV. We have

9—nD(P* Q)
Pr[S, <I]= Tb(1+0(1)) (16)
where P* is given by (13). The values
b L_td . if f(A) is a lattice RV (17
| 1/a, else
P*(A
e \/vp* (m Q((A;) (18)

satisfy 0 < b < oo and 0 < a < 0o, and 7 is as in Lemma 4
Moreover, given I the b, o, and T are independent of n.
However, if f(A) is lattice and Pr[S,, = I| = 0 then one
must replace b with b, = be~ "% where 0 < 6,, < 1. Thus,
the right-hand side of (16) is an upper bound on Pr[S,, < I|.

Corollary 1. Choosing Q = Uy, in Theorem [l (16) becomes

L 2nH(P*)
Pr[S, <I|= ———0b(1+0(1)) (19)
2mn
where the value b is as in and
a = /Vp- (ln P*(A)). (20)

Furthermore, P*(a) > 0 for all a € A.

B. Example

We apply Corollary [I to an example that corresponds to
optimal DM [1]]. Consider a target pmf @7, e.g., a shaping
pmf for energy-efficient communication. Suppose we wish to
count the number of a™ with at least a specified probability

with respect to @7, i.e., the number of a™ satisfying
Qr(a") =27 @

and where equality holds for some a™. The bound 1) is the
same as

LY lomy Qrla) = X (r(@)|@n) < T (22)
i=1

which has the same form as with f(a) = —log, Q1(a).
We thus restrict attention to the interval (see (13)

—logy tmax < I < E¢(Q) = X (QQ7)

where tmax = max.e 4 Q(a).
Now consider the pmf set £ = {P : X (P||@Q7) < I} and

the corresponding string set S = {a™ : w(a™) € £}. We have

NEEDY <np(1).7.l.nP(L))'

PeENP,

(23)

(24)



Normalizing 24) by L™, one obtains a probability with respect
to the uniform pmf over all strings in .A™. We thus choose A"
with pmf Q™ where Q = U, and can write

S| =L"-Pr[S, <I]. (25)

Corollary [1] gives the following result.

Lemma 5. The set S of a™ satisfying @2) has cardinality
onH(P*)

V2mn
where P* is given by (13).

|S| = b(1+o(1)) (26)

Example 1. Fig.[Ilillustrates the probability simplex for A =
{1,2,3} and n = 10. Consider Q = Uy, and the lattice RV
F(A) with
f=-log, Q1 =¢o+[0,1,8/3] 27
where ¢y ~ 0.7290, Qv =~ [0.6033,0.3017,0.0950], and
d = 1/3. The bounds specify ¢co < I < ¢o + 11/9.
Consider I ~ 1.5290 and n = 10 so that P, = [7,0,3]/10
and P, = [2,8,0]/10 are both in P,, and satisfy the constraint
E;(P) = X (P||Qt) < I with equality. We compute P* ~
[0.4915,0.3336,0.1749] and H (P*) ~ 1.4720. Consider the
strings
a"=1,1,1,1,1,1,2,2,3,3
a"=1,1,1,1,1,2,2,2,2,3

(28)
(29)

with empirical pmfs 7(a") = [6,2,2]/10 and 7(a") =
[5,4,1]/10. The pmf (™) maximizes the entropy in £ NP,
and 7(a") has the smallest ¢; distance to P* in ENP,,. The en-
tropies are H (7(a™)) ~ 1.3710 and H (7(a™)) ~ 1.3610. The
1 distances are dy (Py, P*) = 0.6672, d; (P, P*) ~ 0.9328,
dy (7(a™), P*) ~ 0.2672, and dy (7(a"), P*) ~ 0.1498.

C. Convergence of the Average Empirical Distribution

We develop a scaling result for the conditional limit the-
orem [6, Ch. 11.6]. Let pj,;, and p} .. be the respective
minimum and maximum probabilities of P*. Suppose that
Gmin > 0 so that py . > 0 by Lemma 4! Define the function

A(P) = D(P|Q) = D (PQ)- (30)

Observe that A(P) is bounded and convex in P, and non-
negative for P € £. We have the following scaling result.

Theorem 2. Consider the iid string A™ with pmf Q™. If I
satisfies (13) then we have

1 -
D (w|P7) < A(m) < 2771 (1+0(1)) (D
where
&= (L — 1) log, Pmax Tmax (32)

min dmin
Proof. Observe that E¢(7) < I by the linearity of expectation.
The first inequality in (3I) thus follows by a “Pythagorean”
inequality [6, Ch. 11.6]. The second inequality is proved in
Appendix O

Fig. 1. Probability simplex for A = {1, 2,3} with grid lines for n = 1
The red shaded area shows the set £ of pmfs P satisfying X (P||Qt) <
where QT A [0.6033,0.3017, 0.0950] and I ~ 1.5290.

0.
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IV. DIVERGENCE FOR DISTRIBUTION MATCHERS

The problem of DM, as described in [1]], [3], is to choose a
codebook S of strings a™ so that the divergence D (Pan || Q%)
is minimized where Pan = U)s|. Without loss of essential
generality, we assume supp(Qt) = A and Q1 # Up. We
have H (Pa») = log, |S], and the rate in bits per symbol is
Rinfo = %1Og2 |S|

The paper [1, Prop. 3] shows that optimal S have all strings
a™ satisfying X (m(a™)||@Q1) < I for some I, see (22). The
paper [3] shows that for L = 2 the divergence D (Pax||Q%) of
the best S scales as %log2 n with n, i.e., binary DMs cannot
provide low divergence. We prove the same result for general
discrete alphabets .4 by using Lemmas and Theorem

A. Small T

The case I < —logytmax makes sense only if equality
holds. S is thus the set of a™ having only letters with maximal
probability Q1 (a) = tmax. The positive Pa» (a™) then all have
the same value 1/N _ where Ny,.x is the number of letters
a with probability Qt(a) = gmax. Moreover, we compute

1
D (Par]| Q%) = nlogy —— (33)

max “max
and the divergence grows linearly with n since Nyax tmax < 1
by our assumption that @)1 is not uniform.
B. Large I
For I > X (UL||Qt), the following result is the analog of
Lemma 17 in [1, App. B].
Lemma 6. D (Pan||Q%) scales linearly with n for I > log, L.

Proof. We have log, L < X (UL||Qt) because Q1 # Ur.
Moreover, if logy, L < I < X (UL||Qt) then Theorem 2] gives



7 — P* as n — oo and thus X (7||Q7) — X (P*|QT) =1
since X (P*||Qt) = I by Lemma[l But H (Pa») < nlog, L
and thus the divergence (@) grows linearly with n. Finally,
Lemma [ states that X (7||@Qt) is non-decreasing in I. O

C. Intermediate I
For —logy tmax < I < X (UL||Q7), Lemma gives

1
H (Pan) = . logy n 4+ nH (P*) 4 log, \/—_ +o(1).
(34
Inserting (34) into (9) gives

1

D (Par Q%) = 5 logan — n[H (P7) — H ()]
b
+nD (7]|Qr) — log, Nor: +o(l) (35

which is the analog of [Tl Eq. (107)]. Theorem2lwith Q = U,
now gives

0<A(7)=H(P*)—H (%) < % 271 (1 +0(1)).  (36)

Inserting (36) into (33) and taking n — oo, we have

_ 2E+1 _

lo b
B2 o
- 1 _
< timint (D (Pael|Q8) = g logon - nD (7n) )
log, —2 (37)
B2 o

The divergence D (Pa~||Q%) thus grows at least as 3 log, n
with n. The next result shows that one can achieve this growth.

Theorem 3. Finite-alphabet block DMs that minimize the
divergence D (Pan||Q%) have D (Pan||Q%) that grows as
%log2 n with n and Ry, — H (Q1) as n — oo.

Proof. We have already proved the converse. For the coding
theorem, one may quantize Q1 to a Q1 € P, satisfying

dq QT,QT) < L/(2n) [8, Prop. 2]. Now choose I =
QT) so that P* = Q. Theorem [ gives nD (7?||QT) <

2¢+1(1 + 0(1)), and using (33) and the left-hand side of (36)

we find that the divergence D (Pan||Q%) grows as 1 log, n.
Furthermore, Rinfo — H (Q1) by Lemmas [1] and O
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA[T]

The condition pyin > di1/2 implies ¢min > 0 and therefore
supp(P) = supp(Q) = A. Consider the pmfs P and Q) =
P+ A where > A(a) =0 and ) |A(a)| = d;. Define

> Al), A= Z Aa (38)
a:A(a)>0 a:A(a
and observe that Ay = —A_ = d; /2. Now expand
D(Q[R) - D (P|R)
P(a) + A(a)
=-D(P A(a)logy ——=——= 39
a:A(a)#0
and compute the bounds
P(a) + A(a) dl Pmax + d1/2
Aa)logy —F——> < —logy ————
Z (a) R(a) =9 0g2 Tmin
a:A(a)>0
Slog, Pmaxtdi/2
(40)
P(a) + A(a) dl Pmin — d1/2
Aa)logy ———"+ < ——1 .
Z (a) g2 R(a) = 2 g2 F'max
a:A(a)<0
Zlosz EminCa 2
(4D
APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 2]

The proof applies the approach in [8, Sec. III and Sec. VI.C]
with small changes. Order the values P*(i), i = 1,...,L,
such that f(i) < f(j) if i < j. Define the pmf P via

| [nP*(i)]/n, i=2,...,L
o= {8 e, 2 “
and note that P € P,,. Define e(i) = P*(i) — P(i) for all i.

We have 0 < e(i) < L fori=2,...,L and } ;" e(i) =0

so that —(L — 1)/n < e( ) <0. We thus have (1) and
L
Ep(P)=Ef(P") = > e(i) f(i) <1 (43)
— i ~
=1 >f(1)
where the last step uses e(i) > 0 for ¢ = 2,...,n. We thus

have P € ENP,.
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APPENDIX C
PROOF OF LEMMA[3]

Suppose we increase I from I; to I with the corresponding
string sets S and Sz and average empirical pmfs 77 and 7o,
respectively. Suppose I — I; is sufficiently large so that S\
Sy # (). The definition (|S[) gives

(m(a™))
a"ESz
Q (81) — Qn(an)E n
m m (m(a™))
KRR g\s Q(s) !
> Ey(m) (44)

where the last step follows by Ef(m(a
a” € Sy \81

n)) >1 > Ef(ﬁ'l) for

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF THEOREM 2]

There may be no P € £ N P, such that E;(P) = I.
However, for each n there is an I* such that Ef(P) < I* <
forall P € ENP,,, and with E¢(P) = I* for some P € ENP,,.
Define the optimized pmf (note that I* replaces I)

P* =argmin D (P||Q)
P

subject to E,(P) = I*. (45)
Next, by convexity of A(P) we have
7)< > Pan(a™) A(m(a™). (46)

anes

Now partition S into the sets {S; }
a™ € § satisfying

70 < Ax(a")) <

~o Where S; is the set of

G+1)6

for small positive § and sufficiently large N. Let Ap.x be an
upper bound on A(P). We select a Ny < N and use @7) and
A(P) < Apax < 00 to write

(47)

N;—1
A7) < ZPAn )G+ 1) | 6+ Pan (U, Sj) Amax
lel
= Z PAn (U,f\;l]*lsl) 6+ PAn ( = le ) Amax

(48)

where the second step follows because {S; }j-V:O is a partition.
Let 7; = UfV:jSl- and note that 7; # () for small ¢ and j.
Define the following parameters of 7;:

: I; = Ey(n(al)),

P = arg;nin D (P||Q) subject to E¢(P) = I}

(49)

aj = argmax E¢(m(a")),
an€eT;

(50)

J

and observe that I§ = I* and P = P*. Observe also that
a™ € T; if and only if Ey(m(a™)) < I because D (PJ?*HQ)

increases as [ decreases. In fact, since 7 is the Lagrange
multiplier for the optimization problem in (I2), we have
aD (P]|Q)
dl

Let phin; and pp..,; be the respective minimum and
maximum probabilities of P;". For j 4 not too large we have

=-7<0. (51)

Prin,j > 0, see Lemma [4] We further define
aj = argmin D (7(a")[|Q) (52)
an€eS;

and note that a7 # a in general, see Fig. [ Next, if n >
(L = 1)/pjin,; then Lemmas [T and [ imply that there is an

aj € §; such that

2(L—1
dy (m(a}), Py) < % (53)
D (r(@j)llQ) = D (P7lQ) < = (54
where
* L1
¢j = (L —1)log, <p‘ja’<=i j o ‘;méx> . (59
min,j n min

Note that a7 # a7 in general, see Fig. m
By definition we have D (7(a})[|Q) <
that @7) and (34) give
J0 < A(m(aj)) < A(r(a
We can thus use Theorem [I to write
Pr (Ef( (An

D (x(a})||Q) so

D<A+ (s6)

)
)
b(I})
b(13)
where the b(I}) are the bs in Theorem [T] corresponding to Pr.
The inequality in (37) accounts for lattice RVs for which one
may have Pr[S,, = IJ*] =0forj=1,..., NNy, see Theorem[ll

We now choose 6 = 1/n and Ny = [y/n] so that the
expressions {@8), (36), and (37) give

L)
I5)

(1+0(1))

<
Pan (T;) = i

Pr(E;(m(A"

<o nalP)) 12 (57)

Am < [[ 27 ] 1+ A2 V7| 02001 +0(1))
7=0
(58)

where
b(I7)

" o02en: b(Ig)’
Next, since N1/n — 0 we have (j+1)6 — 0 in (@7) and hence
Py — P* forall j =0,1,...,N;. We thus have pg;, . —
Pmin a0d Pro. o = Phiax. Moreover, by continuity of « and
7 with respect to the threshold I, we have b(1;) — b for all
7 =20,1,..., Ny and therefore b, — 1. Finally, evaluating the

sum in (38) gives (BI).

(59)

max CJ
T 0<ji<N,



	I Introduction
	II Preliminiaries
	II-A Basic Notation
	II-B Empirical Probability
	II-C Four Lemmas

	III Bounds for Sample Means
	III-A Deviations of the Sample Mean
	III-B Example
	III-C Convergence of the Average Empirical Distribution

	IV Divergence for Distribution Matchers
	IV-A Small I
	IV-B Large I
	IV-C Intermediate I

	References

