arXiv:2305.06250v1 [cs.IT] 10 May 2023

Entropy Functions on Two-Dimensional Faces of Polymatroidal Region of Degree Four

Shaocheng Liu and Qi Chen lsc@stu.xidian.edu.cn, qichen@xidian.edu.cn School of Telecommunication Engineering, Xidian University

Abstract—In this paper, we characterize entropy functions on the 2-dimensional faces of the polymatroidal region Γ4. We enumerate all 59 types of 2-dimensional faces of Γ4 and fully characterized entropy functions on 27 types of them, among which 4 types are non-trivial.

I. INTRODUCTION

Let N_n = {1, 2, · · · , n} and (X_i, i ∈ N_n) be a random vector indexed by N_n. The set function h : 2^{Nn} → R defined as follows h(A) = H(X_A), A ⊆ N_n is called the entropy function of (X_i, i ∈ N_n), while (X_i, i ∈ N_n) is called a characterizing random vector of h. The Euclidean space H_n ≜ R^{2Nn} where entropy functions live in is called the entropy space of degree n. The set of all entropy functions , denoted by Γ^∗_n, is called the entropy region of degree n and any h ∈ Γ^∗_n is called entropic. The characterization of entropy functions, i.e., determining whether an h ∈ H_n is in Γ^∗_n, is of fundamental importance in information theory.

Entropy functions are (the rank functions of) polymatroids, i.e., they satisfy polymatroidal axioms, that is, for all A, B ⊆ N_n,

h(A) ≥ 0 (1) h(A) ≤ h(B) if A ⊆ B (2) h(A) + h(B) ≥ h(A ∩ B) + h(A ∪ B). (3)

The region in H_n bounded by such inequalities, denoted by Γ_n, is called the polymatroidal region of degree n. Thus, Γ_n is an outer bound on Γ^∗_n. For more about entropy functions, readers are referred to [1, Chapter 13-16].

By definition, Γ_n is a polyhedral cone in H_n. It is natural to characterize entropy functions on a specific face F of Γ_n(cf. Subsection II-B). Let F^∗ ≜ F ∩ Γ^∗_n be the set of all entropy functions in F . A non-Shannon type information inequality, that is, an inequality that cannot be derived by inequalities in the polymatroidal axioms above, can be considered as an outer bound on F^∗ when F = Γ_n itself, the improper face of Γ_n. A constrained non-Shannon type information inequality is an outer bound on F^∗ when F is the face determined by the constrains that are equalities obtained by setting some Shannon-type inequalities as equalities. When F is an extreme ray, i.e, a 1-dimensional face of Γ_n, if it contains a matroid, entropy functions on F are called matroidal entropy functions, and they can be fully characterized by the probabilistically characteristic set of the matroid [2] [3]. Matúš fully characterized the first non-trivial 2-dimensional face of Γ_n in 2006 [4]. It is a 2-dimensional face of Γ_3. In 2012, Chen and Yeung characterized another 2-dimensional faces of Γ_3 [5]. They are the only two types of non-trivial 2-dimensional faces of Γ_3 need to be characterized.

In this paper, we characterize entropy functions on the 2- dimensional faces of Γ_4. We enumerate all 59 types of 2- dimensional faces of Γ_4 by an algorithm and characterize 27 types of them. Among the 27 types of faces, 13 types are allentropic ones, the characterization of 10 types can be obtained by the 2 types of non-trivial faces of Γ_3 characterized in [4] and [5]. The remaining 4 types are non-trivial, though the shape of entropy functions on one of them is the same as the one in [5]. Proofs of some of the theorems adopt the bipartite graph colorling technique in [4]. However, as the number of the random variables becomes four, we color bipartite graphs by two color systems or color a tripartite graph. These coloring systems implicitly contain some new combinatorial structures, which will be discussed in more detail in the journal version of this paper [6].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II gives the preliminaries on matroids and polyhedral cones. All the 59 types of faces are generated and listed in Table 1 in Section III. In Section IV, we characterized 27 types 2- dimensional faces of Γ_4 among them.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Matroids

For a polymatroid h ∈ Γ_n, if h(A) ∈ Z for all A ⊆ N_n, h is called integer. An ordered pair M = (N_n, r) is called a matroid with rank function r if r is an integer polymatroid with r(A) ≤ |A| for all A ⊆ N_n. Like polymatroids, in this paper, we do not distinguish a matroid and its rank function unless otherwise specified.

For a matroid M and e ∈ N_n, if r(e) = 0, e is called a loop of M. For e, e^′ ∈ N_n, if r({e}) = r({e^′}) = r({e, e^′}) = 1, then e and e^′ are called parallel. A uniform matroid U_{k,n} is a matroid with rank function r(A) = min{k, |A|} for all A ⊆ N_n. For more about matroid theory, readers are referred to [7].

B. Faces of a polyhedral cone

Let C ⊆ R^d be a full-dimensional polyhedral cone. For a hyperplane P containing O in R^d , if C ⊆ P^+, where P^+ is one of the two halfspaces corresponding to P , F ≜ C ∩ P is called a (proper) face of C, while C itself is its improper face. When dim F = d − 1, F is called a facet of C, and when dim F = 1, F is an extreme ray of C. Either the set of all facets or the set of all extreme rays of C uniquely determines the cone, and they are called H-representation and V -representation of the cone, respectively. For each face F of the cone, it can be written as the intersection of the facets of the cone containing F , or the convex hull of the extreme rays contained in F . We also call them the H-representation and V-representation of F , respectively. More details on this topic are referred to [8].

As we discussed in Section I, Γ_n is a polyhedral cone in H_n determined by polymatroidal axioms in (1)-(3), They are equivalent to the following elemental inequalities

h(N_n) ≥ h(N_n \ {i}) i ∈ N_n; (4) h(K) + h(K ∪ ij) ≤ h(K ∪ i) + h(K ∪ j), (5) i, j ∈ N_n, K ⊆ N_n \ {i, j} each of which determines a facet of Γ_n [1, Chapter 14].

When n = 4, it can be checked that there are 28 elemental inequalities, or 28 facets of Γ_4.

It can be seen in [9] that there are 41 extreme rays of Γ_4. Note that each extreme ray E of Γ_4 can be written in the form E = {ah : a ≥ 0} where h is the minimal integer polymatroid in the ray. Therefore, in this paper, when we say the minimal integer polymatroid, we mean the extreme ray containing it unless otherwise specified. Note that some of these integer polymatroids are matroids. The 41 extreme rays can be classified into the following 11 types.

• U^i_{1,1}, i ∈ N_4;

• U^α_{1,2}, α ⊆ N_4, |α| = 2; • U^α_{1,3}, α ⊆ N_4, |α| = 3; • U^α_{2,3}, α ⊆ N_4, |α| = 3;

For U^α_{k,m} with α ⊆ N_4 and |α| = m, we mean a matroid on N_4 whose restriction on α is a U_{k,m} and e ∈ N_4 \ α being loops.

• U_{1,4};

• W^α_2 , α ⊆ N_4, |α| = 2;

For W^α_2 with α ⊆ N_4, |α| = 2, it is called a wheel matroid with order 2.^1 It is a matroid with two parallel elements in α, and each element in α and the other two elements in N_4 form a U_{1,3}. • U_{2,4} • U_{3,4} • Û i_{2,5}, i ∈ N_4 • Û i_{3,5}, i ∈ N_4

1We adopt the notation and terminology in [7, Section 8.4]

• V^α_8 , α ⊆ N_4, |α| = 2;

For Û^i_{2,5}, Û^i_{3,5} with i ∈ N_4 and V^α_8 , α ⊆ N_4 with |α| = 2, it is a polymatroid whose free expansion is U_{2,5}, U_{3,5} and V_8, respectively.^2 As we will not characterize the faces containing them, we will not list their rank function in this paper, readers are referred to [9].

It can be seen that for an extreme ray in the form E^α with α ⊆ N_4, it is in a type with

(_4 |α| ) extreme rays, and each extreme ray in the type can be obtained from each other by permuting the indices in N_4. For a specific extreme ray, say U^{{1,2}}_{1,2} , for simplicity, we will drop the bracket and comma of the set in the superscript, and write it as U^{12}_{1,2}.

In the same manner, we denote the 8 extreme rays of Γ_3 and classify them in the following 4 types.

• U^{i,3}_{1,1}, i ∈ N_3;

• U^{α,3}_{1,2} , α ⊆ N_3, |α| = 2; • U_{1,3}; • U_{2,3};

Here we put second superscript 3 to U^{i,3}_{1,1} and U^{α,3}_{1,2} to distinguish them from U^i_{1,1} and U^α_{1,2}, the extreme rays of Γ_4, respectively.

In this paper, we will characterize entropy functions in the 2-dimensional faces of Γ_4. The representations of these 2- dimensional faces are discussed in the next section.

III. TWO-DIMENSIONAL FACES OF Γ_4

As we discussed in the previous section, each face of a polyhedral cone has two representations, i.e, H-representation, the intersection of the facets containing the face, and Vrepresentation, the convex hull of the extreme rays contained in the face. For 2-dimensional faces of Γ_4, each of them contains exactly two extreme rays. Thus in this paper we adopt the Vrepresentation. For each two extreme rays of Γ_4, to determine whether the convex hull of them forms a face of Γ_4, we only need to check that the intersection of the facets containing the two extreme rays is a face of dimension 2, that is, containing no other extreme rays. The catalogue of all 2-dimensional faces of Γ_4 is generated by Algorithm 1.

The result of Algorithm 1, i.e., 2-dimensional faces corresponding to those “1”-entries in C are classified in Table 1. Similar to the fact that the 41 extreme rays can be classified in 11 types, the 2-dimensional faces can also be classified to 59 types, and in each type, each face can be obtained from another by permuting the indices in N_4. These 59 types of faces are listed in the upper triangle of Table 1. Rows and columns are both labeled by the 11 types of extreme rays of Γ_4. For simplicity, we denote the face F = cone(E_1, E_2) by (E_1, E_2). In each cell with “(E_1, E_2) n, Thm. m”, “(E_1, E_2)” denote a representative of the type of 2-dimensional faces, where “E_1 (E_2)” is a representative of the type the extrem rays in the column (row), “n” is the number of the faces in this type and this face is characterized in “Thm. m” in Section IV. For the

2See [10, Theorem 1.3.6] and [11, Theorem 4] for the definition of free expansion.

cell with “0”, the convex hull of the two extreme rays in each type forms no 2-dimensional faces of Γ_4.

Algorithm 1 Two-dimensional Face of Γ_4 Generating Algorithm.

Input: The family F of all 28 facets and the family E of all 41 extreme rays of Γ_4.

Output: Upper triangle of a 41 × 41 (0, 1)-matrix C,where C(i, j) = 1 if and only if the convex hull of the i-th extreme ray E_i and the j-th extreme ray E_j forms a 2- dimensional face of Γ_4.

1: for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 41 do 2: C(i, j) ← 1 3: for k = 1 to 28 do 4: if the k-th facet F_k contains both E_i and E_j , then 5: put F_k in F^′. 6: end if 7: end for 8: for E ∈ E \ {E_i, E_j } do 9: if E is contained in the face ∩_{F ∈F} ′ F then 10: C(i, j) ← 0 11: break 12: end if 13: end for 14: end for

IV. CHARACTERIZATION OF ENTROPY FUNCTIONS ON

SOME FACES

In this section, we characterize the entropy functions on 2- dimensional faces of Γ_4. We embed each face F = (E_1, E_2) in the first octant of a 2-dimensional cartesian coordinate system whose axis are labeled by a and b. Thus, for each (a, b), a, b ≥ 0, it represents the polymatroid ar_1 + br_2, where r_i, i = 1, 2 is the rank function of the minimal integer polymatroid in E_i, respectively.

Lemma 1 (Lemma 15.3, [1]). For any h_1, h_2 ∈ Γ^∗_n, h_1 +h_2 ∈ Γ^∗_n.

Theorem 1. For F = (E_1, E_2), where distinct E_i, i = 1, 2 contains a rank-1 matroid, i.e., the first 4 types of extreme rays, any h ∈ F is entropic.

Proof. The fact that the whole E_i is entropic, together with Lemma 1 immediately implies the theorem.

Theorem 1 is also a corollary of [12, Proposition 4] or [13, Theorem 2]. The faces characterized in this theorem are the “black” faces listed in the first 4 columns of Table 1.

The characterization of 3 “purple” faces in Table 1 can be obtain by the characterization of the 2-dimensional face (U_{2,3}, U^{12,3}_{1,2} ) of Γ_3, which has been done in [4]. Thus, the entropy functions on them have the same shape as those on (U_{2,3}, U^{12,3}_{1,2} ), which is depicted in Figure. 1.

Theorem 2. For F = (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{12}_{1,2}), (W^{34}_2 , U^{12}_{1,2}), or (W^{14}_2 , U^{124}_{1,3} ), h = (a, b) ∈ F is entropic if and only if a + b ≥ log⌈2^a⌉.^3

Proof. Let F be any of the 3 faces and h ∈ F . Let h = ar_1 + br_2, where r_1 and r_2 are the rank functions of the matroids on the two extreme rays of the face, respectively. Restricting h on N_3, we obtain h^′ = ar^′_1 + br^′_2, where r^′_i, i = 1, 2 are the restriction of r_i on N_3. It can be checked that they are the rank functions of U_{2,3} and U^{12,3}_{1,2} , respectively. Thus, h^′ ∈ (U_{2,3}, U^{12,3}_{1,2} ) and a + b ≥ log⌈2^a⌉ by [4, Theorem 1].

Now we prove the “if part” of the theorem. Let h = ar_1 + br_2 ∈ F and a + b ≥ log⌈2^a⌉. Let h^′ be the restriction of h on N_3. Therefore, h^′ ∈ (U_{2,3}, U^{12,3}_{1,2} ) and let (X_1, X_2, X_3) be its characterizing random vector. Now for

• F = (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{12}_{1,2}), let X_4 be a constant; • F = (W^{34}_2 , U^{12}_{1,2}), let X_4 = X_3; • F = (W^{14}_2 , U^{124}_{1,3} ), let X_4 = X_1.

Then (X_1, X_2, X_3, X_4) is the characterizing random vector of h, which implies that h is entropic.

a b Olog2log3log4

log2

Figure 1. The faces (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{12}_{1,2}), (W^{34}_2 , U^{12}_{1,2}) and (W^{14}_2 , U^{124}_{1,3} )

For “blue” faces in Table 1, the entropy regions on them have the same shape as 2-dimensional face (U_{2,3}, U^{1,3}_{1,1} ) of Γ_3, which has been characterized in [5].

Theorem 3. For F = (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^1_{1,1}), (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^4_{1,1}), (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{14}_{1,2}), (W^{14}_2 , U^1_{1,1}), (W^{34}_2 , U^1_{1,1}), (W^{14}_2 , U^{14}_{1,2}) and (W^{24}_2 , U^{14}_{1,2}), h ∈ F is entropic if and only if a = log k for integer k > 0.

a b Olog2log3log4

Figure 2. The faces (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^1_{1,1}), (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^4_{1,1}), (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{14}_{1,2}), (W^{14}_2 , U^1_{1,1}), (W^{34}_2 , U^1_{1,1}), (W^{14}_2 , U^{14}_{1,2}) and (W^{24}_2 , U^{14}_{1,2})

3We take the base of the logarithm for computing the entropy be 2.

Table 1. Two-dimensional faces of Γ_4

U^i_{1,1} U^α_{1,2} U^α_{1,3} U_{1,4} U^α_{2,3} W^α_2 U_{2,4} U_{3,4} Û^i_{2,5} Û^i_{3,5} V^α_8

U^j_{1,1}

(U^{12}_{1,2}, U^1_{1,1}) (U^{123}_{1,3} , U^1_{1,1}) (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^1_{1,1}) (W^{14}_2 , U^1_{1,1})

(U_{2,4}, U^1_{1,1}), 4 (U_{3,4}, U^1_{1,1}), 4

(Û^1_{2,5}, U^1_{1,1}), 4 (Û^1_{3,5}, U^1_{1,1}), 4 (V^{12}_8 , U^1_{1,1}), 12 (U^1_{1,1}, U^2_{1,1}) 12, Thm.1 12, Thm.1 (U_{1,4}, U^1_{1,1}) 12, Thm.3 12, Thm.3

6, Thm.1 (U^{12}_{1,2}, U^3_{1,1}) (U^{123}_{1,3} , U^4_{1,1}) 4, Thm.1 (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^4_{1,1}) (W^{34}_2 , U^1_{1,1}) (Û^1_{2,5}, U^2_{1,1}), 12 (Û^1_{3,5}, U^2_{1,1}), 12 (V^{12}_8 , U^3_{1,1}), 12 12, Thm.1 4, Thm.1 4, Thm.3 12, Thm.3

U^β_{1,2} \

(W^{14}_2 , U^{14}_{1,2})

(U_{2,4}, U^{12}_{1,2}), 6 (U_{3,4}, U^{12}_{1,2}), 6 (Û^1_{2,5}, U^{12}_{1,2}), 12 (Û^1_{3,5}, U^{12}_{1,2}), 12 (V^{12}_8 , U^{13}_{1,2}), 24

(U^{12}_{1,2}, U^{13}_{1,2}) (U^{123}_{1,3} , U^{12}_{1,2}) (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{12}_{1,2}) 6, Thm.3

12, Thm.1 12, Thm.1 (U_{1,4}, U^{12}_{1,2}) 12, Thm.2 (W^{24}_2 , U^{14}_{1,2})

(U^{12}_{1,2}, U^{34}_{1,2}) (U^{123}_{1,3} , U^{14}_{1,2}) 6, Thm.1 (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{14}_{1,2}) 24, Thm.3

3, Thm.1 12, Thm.1 12, Thm.3 (W^{34}_2 , U^{12}_{1,2})

6, Thm.2

U^β_{1,3} \ \

(U^{123}_{1,3} , U^{124}_{1,3} ) (U_{1,4}, U^{123}_{1,3} ) (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{124}_{1,3} ) (W^{14}_2 , U^{124}_{1,3} ) (U_{2,4}, U^{123}_{1,3} ), 4 (U_{3,4}, U^{123}_{1,3} ), 4 (Û^1_{2,5}, U^{123}_{1,3} ), 12 (Û^1_{3,5}, U^{234}_{1,3} ), 4 (V^{12}_8 , U^{134}_{1,3} ), 12 6, Thm.1 4, Thm.1 12, Thm.4 12, Thm.2

U_{1,4} \ \ \ \ (U^{123}_{2,3} , U_{1,4}) 0 0 (U_{3,4}, U_{1,4}), 1 0 0 (V^{12}_8 , U_{1,4}), 6 4, Thm.7

U^β_{2,3} \ \ \ \ (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{124}_{2,3} ) (W^{12}_2 , U^{134}_{2,3} ) (U_{2,4}, U^{123}_{2,3} ), 4 (U_{3,4}, U^{123}_{2,3} ), 4 (Û^1_{2,5}, U^{234}_{2,3} ), 4 (Û^1_{3,5}, U^{123}_{2,3} ), 12 (V^{12}_8 , U^{123}_{2,3} ), 12 6, Thm.5 12, Thm.6

W^β_2 \ \ \ \ \ (W^{12}_2 , W^{13}_2 ), 12 (U_{2,4}, W^{12}_2 ), 6 0 (Û^1_{2,5}, W^{12}_2 ), 12 (Û^1_{3,5}, W^{23}_2 ), 12 0

U_{2,4} \ \ \ \ \ \ \ 0 (Û^1_{2,5}, U_{2,4}), 4 (Û^1_{3,5}, U_{2,4}), 4 0

U_{3,4} \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ 0 0 (V^{12}_8 , U_{3,4}), 6 Û^j_{2,5} \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ 0 0 Û^j_{3,5} \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ 0 0 V^β_8 \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ \ 0

Proof. For F = (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^4_{1,1}) and h ∈ F , restricting h on N_3, we obtain h^′ = ar^′_1, where r^′_1 is the rank function of U_{2,3}, the matroid on the extreme ray of Γ_3. Thus, if h is entropic, then a = log k for some integer k > 0. Now for any h ∈ F with a = log k, let h^′ be its restriction on N_3 and (X_1, X_2, X_3) be the characterizing random variable of h^′. Let X_4 be an arbitrary random variable independent of (X_1, X_2, X_3) with H(X_4) = b. Then it can be checked that (X_1, X_2, X_3, X_4) is the characterizing random variable of h. Thus h is entropic.

For F be any of the other 6 faces and h ∈ F , let h = ar_1 + br_2, where r_1 and r_2 are the rank functions of the matroids on the two extreme rays of the face, respectively. Restricting h on N_3, we obtain h^′ = ar^′_1+br^′_2, where r^′_i = 1, 2 is the restriction of r_i on N_3, and the rank function of U_{2,3} and U^{1,3}_{1,1} , respectively. Thus, h^′ ∈ (U_{2,3}, U^{1,3}_{1,1} ) and a = log k for positive k ∈ Z by [5, Theorem 1].

Now we prove the “if part”. Let h = ar_1 + br_2 ∈ F and a = log k for some integer k ≥ 0. Let h^′ be the restriction of h on N_3. Therefore, h^′ ∈ (U_{2,3}, U^{1,3}_{1,1} ). Note that h^′ = ar_1 + br_2, where r_1 and r_2 are respectively the rank functions of U_{2,3} and U^{1,3}_{1,2} . Let (X^′_1, X^′_2, X^′_3) be the characterizing random vector of ar_1, that is, X^′_1 and X^′_2 are independent and both uniformly distributed on N_k, and X^′_3 = X^′_1 +X^′_2 mod k. Let (X^{′′}_1 , X^{′′}_2 , X^{′′}_3 ) be characterizing random vector of br_2, that is, X^{′′}_1 is an arbitrary random variable with H(X^{′′}_1 ) = b, and X^{′′}_2 and X^{′′}_3 are both constant. Let X_i = (X^′_i , X^{′′}_i ), i ∈ N_3. Then it can be checked that (X_1, X_2, X_3) is the characterizing random vector of h^′.

Now for

• F = (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^1_{1,1}), let X_4 be a constant; • F = (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{14}_{1,2}), let X_4 = X^{′′}_1 ; • F = (W^{14}_2 , U^1_{1,1}), let X_4 = X^′_1; • F = (W^{34}_2 , U^1_{1,1}), let X_4 = X^′_3; • F = (W^{14}_2 , U^{14}_{1,2}), let X_4 = X_1; • F = (W^{24}_2 , U^{14}_{1,2}), let X_4 = (X^′_2, X^{′′}_1 ).

Then (X_1, X_2, X_3, X_4) is the characterizing random vector of h, thus h is entropic.

Now we characterize the 4 “red” non-trivial faces in Table 1. For h ∈ (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{124}_{1,3} ), if we restrict it on N_3, it can be seen that its restriction h^′ ∈ (U_{2,3}, U^{12,3}_{1,2} ). However, we will prove in Theorem 4 that the shape of the entropy functions on (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{124}_{1,3} ) is the same as (U_{2,3}, U^{1,3}_{1,1} ), which is depicted in Figure 3. For (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{124}_{2,3} ), (W^{12}_2 , U^{134}_{2,3} ) and (U^{123}_{2,3} , U_{1,4}), they are characterized in Theorems 5, 6 and 7, and depictred in Figure 4, 5 and 6, respectively.

Theorem 4. For F = (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{124}_{1,3} ), h ∈ F is entropic if and only if a= log k for integer k > 0.

a b Olog2log3log4

Figure 3. The face (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{124}_{1,3} )

Proof. If h ∈ F is entropic, its characterizing random vector (X_i, i ∈ N_4) satisfies the following information equalities,

H(X_{N4} ) = H(X_{N4−i}), i ∈ N_4 H(X_{ij} ) = H(X_i) + H(X_j ) i = 3, j ∈ N_4 − 3 H(X_{ik}) + H(X_{jk} ) = H(X_k) + H(X_{ijk} ) k ≠ 3, {i, j, k} ≠ {1, 2, 3} H(X_{i∪K} ) + H(X_{j∪K} ) = H(X_K ) + H(X_{ij∪K} ) K ⊆ {1, 2, 3}, |K| = 2, {i, j} = N_4 \ K.

Assume that each X_i is distributed on X_i and x_i ∈ X_i, p(x_i) > 0. For (x_i, i ∈ N_4) ∈ X_{N4} with p(x_{1234}) > 0, above information equalties imply that the probability mass function satisfies

p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2, x_3) (6) = p(x_1, x_2, x_4) (7) = p(x_1, x_3, x_4) (8) = p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (9) p(x_1, x_3) = p(x_1)p(x_3), (10) p(x_2, x_3) = p(x_2)p(x_3), (11) p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_3)p(x_4), (12) p(x_1, x_2)p(x_1, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x_1, x_2, x_4), (13) p(x_1, x_2)p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_2)p(x_1, x_2, x_4), (14) p(x_1, x_4)p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_4)p(x_1, x_2, x_4), (15) p(x_1, x_3)p(x_1, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x_1, x_3, x_4), (16) p(x_1, x_4)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_4)p(x_1, x_3, x_4), (17) p(x_2, x_3)p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_2)p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (18) p(x_2, x_4)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_4)p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (19) p(x_1, x_2, x_3)p(x_1, x_2, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4), (20) p(x_1, x_2, x_3)p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_3)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4), (21) p(x_1, x_2, x_3)p(x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_2, x_3)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4). (22)

By (6)-(9) and (20)-(22), we have

p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2, x_3) (23) = p(x_1, x_2) (24) = p(x_1, x_3) (25) = p(x_2, x_3), (26)

which implies that each of the random variables X_i, i ∈ N_3 is a function of the other two.

Consider the bipartite graph G = (V, E) with V = X_1 ∪ X_2 and (x_1, x_2) ∈ E if and only if p(x_1, x_2) > 0. By (24), for each (x_1, x_2) ∈ E, we color it by the unique x_3 ∈ X_3. Assume |X_3| = k and G has t connected components. We denote the number of the vertices in X_i of each connected compoent C_j by n^{(j)}_i , i = 1, 2, j = 1, 2, · · · , t and the probability mass of C_j by p_j . In light of (25) and (26), equating (10) and (11), we have p(x_1) = p(x_2). (27)

Let (x^′_1, x_2) ∈ E be another edge incident to x_2, by the same argument, we have

p(x^′_1) = p(x_2). (28)

As x^′_1 is arbitrarily chosen, all vertices adjacent to x_2 have the same probability mass. Then by symmetry, so do all vertices in the connected component C_j , and n^{(j)}_1 = n^{(j)}_2 for each j. Herein, we simplify n^{(j)}_1 to n^{(j)}. By (11), X_2 and X_3 are independent, which implies that all colors x_3 ∈ X_3 appear on the edges incident to a vertex x_2 ∈ X_2. Hence,

n^{(j)} ≥ k (29) for each j. Then,

H(X_1) = − t∑ i=1 n^{(i)} p_i n^{(i)} log( p_i n^{(i)} ) (30)

= H(p_1, p_2, . . . , p_t) + t∑ i=1 p_i log n^{(i)}. (31)

By (23), canceling p(x_1, x_2, x_3) and p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) on either side of (20), we obtain p(x_1, x_2) = p(x_1, x_2, x_4). (32) Together with (13) and (14), we have p(x_1) = p(x_1, x_4) (33) and p(x_2) = p(x_2, x_4). (34) By (32), X_4 is a function of X_1 and X_2. We recolor each (x_1, x_2) ∈ E by x_4 ∈ X_4. By (33) and (34), all the edges adjacent to a vertex have the same color, which implies edges in the whole component have the same color. Hence H(X_4) ≤ H(p_1, p_2, . . . , p_t). (35) The inequality holds strictly when there exist two components of G having the same color.

As h ∈ (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{124}_{1,3} ) and (X_i, i ∈ N_4) is its characterizing random vector, we have H(X_1) = a + b, (36) H(X_2) = a + b, (37) H(X_3) = a, (38) H(X_4) = b. (39) Replacing the right hand side of (36) into (31) yields

a + b = H(p_1, p_2, . . . , p_t) + t∑ i=1 p_i log n^{(i)}. (40)

By (35) and (39), canceling b and H(p_1, p_2, . . . , p_t) at either side of (40), we obtain a ≥ t∑ i=1 p_i log n^{(i)}, (41)

which together with (29) yields a ≥ t∑ i=1 p_i log k = log k. (42)

Note that H(X_3) ≤ log k. Thus, by (38) and (42), log k ≥ a ≥ log k, (43) which implies that a can only take log k for some positive integer k.

The ”if part” of the theorem is immediately implied by Lemma 1 and the fact that the a = log k in U^{123}_{2,3} and whole ray U^{124}_{1,3} are entropic.

Theorem 5. For F = (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{124}_{2,3} ), h = (a, b) ∈ F is entropic if and only if a = log k_1, b = log k_2 for positive k_1, k_2 ∈ Z.

a b Olog2log3log4

log2log3log4

Figure 4. The face (U^{123}_{2,3} , U^{124}_{2,3} )

Proof. If h ∈ F is entropic, its characterizing random vector (X_i, i ∈ N_4) satisfies the following information equalities, H(X_{N4} ) = H(X_{N4−i}), i ∈ N_4 H(X_{ij} ) = H(X_i) + H(X_j ) i, j ∈ N_4, i < j H(X_{ik}) + H(X_{jk} ) = H(X_k) + H(X_{ijk} ) {i, j, k} ≠ {1, 2, 3}, {1, 2, 4} H(X_{123}) + H(X_{124}) = H(X_{12}) + H(X_{N4} ).

Assume that each X_i is distributed on X_i and x_i ∈ X_i, p(x_i) > 0. For (x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) ∈ X_{N4} with p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) > 0, the probability mass function satisfies

p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2, x_3) (44) = p(x_1, x_2, x_4) (45) = p(x_1, x_3, x_4) (46) = p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (47) p(x_1, x_2) = p(x_1)p(x_2), (48) p(x_1, x_3) = p(x_1)p(x_3), (49) p(x_1, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x_4), (50) p(x_2, x_3) = p(x_2)p(x_3), (51) p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_2)p(x_4), (52) p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_3)p(x_4), (53) p(x_1, x_3)p(x_1, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x_1, x_3, x_4), (54) p(x_1, x_3)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_3)p(x_1, x_3, x_4), (55) p(x_1, x_4)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_4)p(x_1, x_3, x_4), (56) p(x_2, x_3)p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_2)p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (57) p(x_2, x_3)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_3)p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (58) p(x_2, x_4)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_4)p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (59) p(x_2, x_4)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_4)p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (60) p(x_1, x_2, x_3)p(x_1, x_2, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4). (61) By (45), canceling p(x_1, x_2, x_4) and p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) on either side of (61), we have p(x_1, x_2, x_3) = p(x_1, x_2). (62)

Equating (48) and (62) yields p(x_1, x_2, x_3) = p(x_1)p(x_2). (63) By (49) and (50), replacing p(x_1, x_3) and p(x_1, x_4) by p(x_1)p(x_3) and p(x_1)p(x_4) in (54), we have p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x_3)p(x_4). (64) By the same argument, we have p(x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_2)p(x_3)p(x_4). (65) By (44) and (47), equating (63) and (65) yields p(x_1) = p(x_3)p(x_4). (66) By (64), X_1, X_3 and X_4 are mutually independent. Let x^′_3 ∈ X_3 with x^′_3 ≠ x_3, then

p(x_1, x^′_3, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x^′_3)p(x_4) > 0. (67) As p(x_1, x^′_3, x_4) = ∑ x_2

p(x_1, x_2, x^′_3, x_4), (68)

there exists x^′_2 ∈ X_2 such that p(x_1, x^′_2, x^′_3, x_4) > 0. (69) By the same argument above, we obtain p(x_1) = p(x_3^′)p(x_4). (70) Equating (66) and (70), we have p(x_3) = p(x_3^′). (71) As (71) holds for any x^′_3 ∈ X_3, X_3 is uniformly distributed on X_3 and h(3) = log k_1 for some integer k_1 > 0. By the same argument, h(4) = log k_2 some integer k_2 > 0.

For the “if part” of the theorem, as h ∈ U^{123}_{2,3} and h^′ ∈ U^{124}_{2,3} are entropic if a = log k_1, b = log k_2 for integers k_1, k_2 > 0 [14]. By Lemma 1, all (log k_1, log k_2) are entropic. Theorem 6. For F = (W^{12}_2 , U^{134}_{2,3} ), h ∈ F is entropic if and only if a + b = log k, a = H( α_1 k , α_2 k , . . . , α_t k ) , where integer k > 0 and (α_1, α_2, · · · , α_t) is a number partition of k, i.e., α_i are positive integers and ∑_t i=1 α_i = k.

a b Olog2log3log4

log2log3log4

Figure 5. The face (W^{12}_2 , U^{134}_{2,3} )

Proof. If h ∈ F is entropic, its characterizing random vector (X_1, X_2, X_3, X_4) satisfies the following information equalities, H(X_{N4} ) = H(X_{N4−i}), i ∈ N_4 H(X_{ij} ) = H(X_i) + H(X_j ), {i, j} ≠ {1, 2} H(X_{ik}) + H(X_{jk}) = H(X_k) + H(X_{i,j,k}) k ∈ {1, 2} ⊆ {i, j, k} H(X_{i∪K} ) + H(X_{j∪K} ) = H(X_K ) + H(X_{ij∪K} ) K ⊆ {1, 3, 4}, |K| = 2, {i, j} = N_4 \ K. Assume that each X_i is distributed on X_i. For (x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) ∈ X_{N4} with p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) > 0, the probability mass function satisfies

p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2, x_3) (72) = p(x_1, x_2, x_4) (73) = p(x_1, x_3, x_4) (74) = p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (75) p(x_1, x_3) = p(x_1)p(x_3), (76) p(x_1, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x_4), (77) p(x_2, x_3) = p(x_2)p(x_3), (78) p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_2)p(x_4), (79) p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_4)p(x_4), (80) p(x_1, x_2)p(x_1, x_3) = p(x_1)p(x_1, x_2, x_3), (81) p(x_1, x_2)p(x_2, x_3) = p(x_2)p(x_1, x_2, x_3), (82) p(x_1, x_2)p(x_1, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x_1, x_2, x_4), (83) p(x_1, x_2)p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_2)p(x_1, x_2, x_4), (84) p(x_1, x_2, x_3)p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_3)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4), (85) p(x_1, x_2, x_4)p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_4)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4), (86) p(x_2, x_3, x_4)p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_3, x_4)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4). (87) By (72), canceling p(x_1, x_2, x_3) and p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) on either side of (85) yields p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_3). (88) Together with (76), we have p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1)(x_3). (89) By the same argument,

p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x_4) (90) = p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_3)p(x_4). (91) Equating (89), (90) and (91), we have p(x_1) = p(x_3) = p(x_4). (92) By (88)-(91), X_1, X_3 and X_4 are pairwise independent and each one is a function of the other two. Thus, (X_1, X_3, X_4) is the characterizing random vector of an entropy function on U_{2,3}, an extreme ray of Γ_3, and X_i is uniformly distributed on X_i for i = 1, 3, 4.

As h ∈ F , (X_i, i ∈ N_4) is its characterizing random vector, we have

H (X_1) = a + b = log k, (93) H(X_2) = a, (94) H (X_3) = a + b = log k, (95) H (X_4) = a + b = log k. (96)

By (72), (74) and (88),

p(x_1, x_2, x_3) = p(x_1, x_3). (97)

By (97), canceling p(x_1, x_2, x_3) and p(x_1, x_3) on either side of (81), we have

p(x_1) = p(x_1, x_2). (98)

By (98), X_2 is a function of X_1. Thus there exists a unique x_2 ∈ X_2 with p(x_1, x_2) > 0, then | X_2 |≤| X_1 |= k and

p(x_2) = ∑ x_1

p(x_1, x_2) = α (x_2) k , (99)

where α(x_2) is the number of x_1 with p(x_1, x_2) > 0. Then (α (x_2) : x_2 ∈ X_2) is a number partition of k, i.e., ∑ x_2∈X_2

α(x_2) = k. By (94), a can only take the vaule H( α(x_2) k : x_2 ∈ X_2).

Now we prove all these points are entropic. Let X_1, X_3 be indenpendent and uniformly distributed on X_1 = X_3 = {0, 1, . . . , k−1}. Let X_4 = X_1 +X_3 mod k. It can be checked that X_4 is uniformly distributed on X_4 = {0, 1, . . . , k − 1}. Let (A(x_2) : x_2 ∈ X_2) be a partition of {0, 1, . . . , k − 1}, where |A(x_2)| = α(x_2). Let X_2 be a function φ of X_1, where φ(x_1) = x_2 if x_1 ∈ A(x_2). Then it can be checked that (X_1, X_2, X_3, X_4) is the characterizing random vector of h ∈ F .

Theorem 7. For F = ( U^{123}_{2,3} , U_{1,4} ) , h ∈ F is entropic if and only if a ≥ 0, b > 0 or (a, b) = (log k, 0) for some positive integer k.

a b Olog2log3log4

Figure 6. The face (U^{123}_{2,3} , U_{1,4})

Proof. If h ∈ F is entropic, its characterizing random vector (X_1, X_2, X_3, X_4) satisfies the following information equalities, H(X_{N4} ) = H(X_{N4−i}), i ∈ N_4 H(X_{ik}) + H(X_{jk}) = H(X_k) + H(X_{ijk} ) {i, j, k} ≠ {1, 2, 3} H(X_{i∪K} ) + H(X_{j∪K} ) = H(X_K ) + H(X_{ij∪K} ) K ⊆ {1, 2, 3}, | K |= 2, {i, j} = N_4 \ K Assume that each X_i is distributed on X_i and x_i ∈ X_i, p(x_i) > 0. For (x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) ∈ X_{N4} with p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) > 0, the probability mass function satisfies p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2, x_3) (100) = p(x_1, x_2, x_4) (101) = p(x_1, x_3, x_4) (102) = p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (103) p(x_1, x_2)p(x_1, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x_1, x_2, x_4), (104) p(x_1, x_2)p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_2)p(x_1, x_2, x_4), (105) p(x_1, x_4)p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_4)p(x_1, x_2, x_4), (106) p(x_1, x_3)p(x_1, x_4) = p(x_1)p(x_1, x_3, x_4), (107) p(x_1, x_3)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_3)p(x_1, x_3, x_4), (108) p(x_1, x_4)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_4)p(x_1, x_3, x_4), (109) p(x_2, x_3)p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_2)p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (110) p(x_2, x_3)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_3)p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (111) p(x_2, x_4)p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_4)p(x_2, x_3, x_4), (112) p(x_1, x_2, x_3)p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4), (113) p(x_1, x_2, x_3)p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_3)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4), (114) p(x_1, x_2, x_3)p(x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_2, x_3)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4). (115) By (100), canceling p(x_1, x_2, x_3) and p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) on either side of (113), we obtain p(x_1, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2). (116) Equating (102) and (116) yields, p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2). (117) By the same argument, p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_3) (118) = p(x_2, x_3). (119) In light of (101) and (117), we have p(x_1, x_2) = p(x_1, x_2, x_4). (120) By (120), canceling p(x_1, x_2) and p(x_1, x_2, x_4) on either side of (104), we have p(x_1, x_4) = p(x_1). (121)

Similarly,

p(x_2, x_4) = p(x_2), (122) p(x_3, x_4) = p(x_3). (123)

By (121)-(123), replacing p(x_1, x_4) by p(x_1), p(x_2, x_4) by p(x_2) and p(x_3, x_4) by p(x_3) in (106), (109) and (112), we obtain

p(x_1)p(x_2) = p(x_4)p(x_1, x_2, x_4), (124) p(x_1)p(x_3) = p(x_4)p(x_1, x_3, x_4), (125) p(x_2)p(x_3) = p(x_4)p(x_2, x_3, x_4). (126)

Then, by (101)-(103), (124)-(126) we conclude

p(x_1) = p(x_2) = p(x_3). (127)

Consider the tripartite graph G = (V, E) with V = X_1 ∪ X_2 ∪ X_3 and (x_i, x_j ) ∈ E if and only if p(x_i, x_j ) > 0, i, j ∈ N_3, i < j. By (117)-(119), for each (x_i, x_j ) ∈ E, we color it by the unique x_4 ∈ X_4. Assume G has t connected components. We denote the number of the vertices in X_i by n^{(j)}_i , i = 1, 2, 3, j = 1, 2, · · · , t in the connected component C_j and the probability mass of C_j by p_j . Now for any (x_1, x_2) ∈ X_1 × X_2 with p(x_1, x_2) > 0, by (117), there exists unique x_3 and x_4 with p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) > 0, and so by (127), p(x_1) = p(x_2). Similarly, for p(x_1, x_3) > 0 and p(x_2, x_3) > 0, we have p(x_1) = p(x_3) and p(x_2) = p(x_3). Then we conclude that p(x_i)=p(x_j ) when p(x_i, x_j ) > 0. Thus each vertex in a component of G has the same probability mass. By (121)-(123), all the edges adjacent to a vertex have the same color, which implies edges in the whole component have the same color. Hence

p(x_4) ≥ p_j . (128)

The inequality strictly holds when there exist two components sharing the same color.

By (101), replacing p(x_1, x_2, x_4) by p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) in (124), we obtain

p(x_1)p(x_2) = p(x_4)p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4). (129)

By (129), it can be seen that p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) are all equal for (x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) ∈ X^{(j)}_{N4} with p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) > 0, where X^{(j)}_{N4} is the alphabet X_{N4} in the connected component C_j . Summing up over all p(x_1) in C_j ,

p_j = ∑ x_1∈X^{(j)}_1

p(x_1). (130)

Since each vertex has the same probability mass in C_j , the number of the vertices n^{(j)}_1 = n^{(j)}_2 = n^{(j)}_3 = p_j p(x_1)

, where

p_j is the probability mass of C_j . We simplify n^{(j)}_i , i = 1, 2, 3 to n^{(j)}, then p(x_1) = p(x_2) = p_j n^{(j)} . Then substituting p(x_1)

and p(x_2) by p_j n^{(j)} in (129), we have

p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = p^2_j (n^{(j)})^2p(x_4)

. (131)

Summing up all probability mass in C_j ,

p_j = ∑ (x1 ,x2,x3 ,x4)∈X (j) N4 : p(x1 ,x2,x3,x4)>0 p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4). (132)

= ∑ (x1 ,x2)∈X (j) N2 : p(x1 ,x2)>0 p(x_1, x_2) (133)

as p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2). Since n^{(j)}_1 = n^{(j)}_2 = n^{(j)}, we have

|{(x_1, x_2) ∈ X^{(j)}_{N2} : p(x_1, x_2) > 0}| ≤ |X^{(j)}_{N2} | = (n^{(j)})^2. (134) Since p(x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4) = p(x_1, x_2), p(x_1, x_2) are equal for all (x_1, x_2) ∈ X^{(j)}_{N2} with p(x_1, x_2) > 0. Then by (133) and (134),

p_j ≤ (n^{(j)})^2p(x_1, x_2). (135)

By (117) , (131) and (135), we have

p_j ≤ (n^{(j)})^2p(x_1, x_2) = p^2_j p(x_4)

, (136)

which implies p_j ≥ p(x_4). Together with (128), we have

p_j = p(x_4). (137)

Therefore, there exist no two components sharing the same color, that is t = |X_4|. (138)

By (137), (136) holds with equality, which implies (135) and (134) hold with equality as well. Hence for any x_1 ∈ X^{(j)}_1 , x_2 ∈ X^{(j)}_2 , x_1 is adjacent to x_2. By the same argument, we conclude that x_i ∈ X^{(j)}_i is adjacent to the vertex in X^{(j)}_{N3−i} for i = 1, 2, 3.

Now we prove that for all h = (a, b) ∈ F , a ≥ 0, b > 0 is entropic. Consider a = log k for some positive integer k and b > 0. Let X_4 be any random variable on X_4 = {1, 2, . . . , t} with H(X_4) = b. Note that its probability mass is p_i, i ∈ X_4. Thus b = t∑ i=1 −p_i log p_i. (139)

Now assume in each connected component C_j of G, X^{(j)}_i has k element, that is, n^{(j)} = k for all j ∈ X_4. Let X^{(j)}_1 and X^{(j)}_2 be independent and uniformly distributed on {(j − 1)k + s : s = 0, 1, . . . , k − 1}, and X^{(j)}_3 = (j − 1)k + (X^{(j)}_1 + X^{(j)}_2 mod k). Let X_i, i = 1, 2, 3 distributed on {0, 1, . . . , tk − 1} such that X_4 = f(X_i), where x_4 = j = f(x_i = (j − 1)k + s), and p_{Xi} ((j − 1)k + s) = p_j p_X (j)_i ((j − 1)k + s). Then

H(X_1) = H(X_2) = H(X_3) = t∑ j=1 −p_j log p_j k (140)

= t∑ j=1 p_j log k + t∑ i=1 −p_j log p_j (141)

= log k + H(X_4) = a + b. (142)

It can be checked that the entropy function of such constructed (X_i, i ∈ N_4) is (a, b).

Consider a ≠ log k, b > 0. Let c = ⌊2^a⌋. Let X_4 be a random variable on X_4 = {1, 2, . . . , t} with H(X_4) = b. Let n^{(j)} = c for j ∈ X_4 − t and n^{(t)} = c + l for some sufficiently large l. Let X^{(j)}_1 and X^{(j)}_2 be independent and uniformly distributed on {(j − 1)c + s : s = 0, 1, . . . , c − 1} for j ∈ X_4 − t and X^{(j)}_3 = X^{(j)}_1 + X^{(j)}_2 mod c. Let X^{(t)}_1 and X^{(t)}_2 be independent and uniformly distributed on {(t − 1)c + s : s = 0, 1, . . . , c + l − 1} and X^{(t)}_3 = (t − 1)c + ((X^{(t)}_1 − (t − 1)c) + (X^{(t)}_2 − (t − 1)c) mod c + l). Let X_i, i = 1, 2, 3 distributed on {0, 1, . . . , tc + l − 1} such that X_4 = f(X_i), where x_4 = j = f(x_i = (j − 1)c + s), and p_{Xi} ((j − 1)c + s) = p_j p_X (j)_i ((j − 1)k + s). Then,

H(X_1) = H(X_2) = H(X_3) (143) = t−1∑ i=1 (−p_i log( p_i c )) − p_t log p_t c + l (144)

= t∑ i=1 −p_i log(p_i) + t−1∑ i=1 p_i log c + p_t log(c + l)

(145) = H(X_4) + log c(1 − p_t) + log (c + l)p_t. (146)

Note that l is sufficiently large, so let

p_t = a − log c log (c + l) − log c

, (147)

we have

H(X_1) = H(X_2) = H(X_3) = H(X_4) + a. (148)

It can be checked that the entropy function of such constructed (X_i, i ∈ N_4) is (a, b).

Hence, all h = (a, b) ∈ F are entropic when a ≥ 0, b > 0. Note that h ∈ U^{123}_{2,3} are entropic if and only if a = log k for positive integer k. The theorem is proved.

REFERENCES

[1] R. W. Yeung, Information theory and network coding. Springer Science & Business Media, 2008.

[2] Q. Chen, M. Cheng, and B. Bai, “Matroidal entropy functions: a quartet of theories of information, matroid, design and coding,” Entropy, vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 1–11, 2021.

[3] Q. Chen, M. Cheng, and B. Bai, “Matroidal entropy functions: Constructions, characterizations and representations,” in IEEE Int.Symp. Info. Theory, Espoo, Finland June 2022.

[4] F. Matúš, “Piecewise linear conditional information inequality,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 52, no. 1, pp. 236–238, 2005.

[5] Q. Chen and R. W. Yeung, “Characterizing the entropy function region via extreme rays,” in IEEE Information Theory Workshop, Lausanne, Switzerland Sep. 2012.

[6] S. Liu, Q. Chen, and M. Cheng, “Information theoretic constraints breed new combinatorial structures: Entropy functions on two-dimensional faces of polymatroidal region of degree four,” in preparation.

[7] J. G. Oxley, Matroid theory. Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2011. [8] G. M. Ziegler, Lectures on polytopes. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[9] F. Matúš, “Extreme convex set functions with many nonnegative differences,” Discrete Mathematics, vol. 135, no. 1-3, pp. 177–191, 1994.

[10] H. Q. Nguyen, “Semimodular functions and combinatorial geometries,” Transactions of AMS, vol. 238, pp. 355–383, 1978.

[11] F. Matúš, “Two constructions on limits of entropy functions,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 53, no. 1, pp. 320–330, 2007.

[12] Q. Chen, F. Cheng, T. Liu, and R. W. Yeung, “A marginal characterization of entropy functions for conditional mutually independent random variables (with application to wyner’s common information),” in IEEE Int.Symp. Info. Theory, Hong Kong, China June 2015.

[13] F. Matúš and L. Csirmaz, “Entropy region and convolution,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 62, no. 11, pp. 6007–6018, 2016.

[14] Z. Zhang and R. W. Yeung, “A non-shannon-type conditional inequality of information quantities,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 43, no. 6, pp. 1982–1986, 1997.