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Abstract—We study message identification over a g-ary uni-
form permutation channel, where the transmitted vector is
permuted by a permutation chosen uniformly at random. For
discrete memoryless channels (DMCs), the number of identifiable
messages grows doubly exponentially. Identification capacity, the
maximum second-order exponent, is known to be the same as
the Shannon capacity of the DMC. Permutation channels support
reliable communication of only polynomially many messages. A
simple achievability result shows that message sizes growing as
2¢n™""" are identifiable for any ¢, — 0. We prove two converse
results. A “soft” converse shows that for any R > 0, there is
no sequence of identification codes with message size growing as
27777 with a power-law decay (n~ ") of the error probability.
We also prove a “strong” converse showing that for any sequence

of identification codes with message size gRn?" ! logn (R > 0), the
sum of type I and type II error probabilities approaches at least 1
as n — oo. To prove the soft converse, we use a sequence of steps
to construct a new identification code with a simpler structure
which relates to a set system, and then use a lower bound on
the normalized maximum pairwise intersection of a set system.
To prove the strong converse, we use results on approximation
of distributions.

I. INTRODUCTION

In reliable communication over a channel, the message is
encoded into a vector of transmit symbols, and the decoder
outputs a message based on the received vector. The maximum
possible exponential rate of transmission under an arbitrarily
low probability of error is known as the Shannon capacity (C)
of the channel.

We consider a uniform permutation channel over a g-ary
alphabet A,, where the components of the transmitted n-
length vector x € A} are permuted by the channel using a
permutation chosen uniformly at random from S,,, the set of
permutations of {1,2,--- n}. Since the transmit vectors of
the same type are not distinguishable, it is easy to show that
the maximum number of messages M that can be reliably
transmitted is the number of all possible types N over the
channel input alphabet; this number grows polynomially with
blocklength n. Thus the Shannon capacity is zero.

Ahlswede and Dueck [1] introduced the problem of message
identification, where the decoder is interested in knowing
whether a particular message, which is unknown to the en-
coder, was transmitted. It needs to be ensured that both the
false negative (type I) and false positive (type II) error prob-
abilities should be small. Message identification is a weaker
requirement than decoding, and here the decision regions for
different messages are allowed to overlap. It was proved that
by using stochastic encoding, a doubly exponential number

of messages can be identified for DMCs. The identification
capacity, defined as the maximum achievable second order
rate, %log log M, was proved to be the same as the Shannon
capacity C of the DMC. A “soft” converse was proved. Later,
a strong converse was proved by Han and Verdu [10], [11]
(also see Steinberg [29]).

Proposition 1 (a version of Gilbert’s bound) in [1]] guar-
antees the existence of set systems with bounded pairwise
intersection, and this played a key role in the proof of their
achievability result.

Proposition 1. [[I| Proposition 1] For any finite set Z, A €
(0,0.5), and € > 0 such that

1 1
/\log<——1>>2ande<g, D
€

there exist M subsets Uy, - , Uy C Z, each of size ¢|Z
such that {U; NU;| < Xe|Z| Vi # j and

5

M > |z| ozt )

The achievability proof in [1] considers the set Z to be
the set of about 2" messages, which can be communicated
reliably. Since log N bits can be reliably communicated over
the uniform permutation channel, one may expect that 2¢V
messages may be identified. However, condition (1) implies
that for the probability of error A\, of a sequence of codes
to go to 0, €, must also go to 0. We prove a soft converse
in this paper in support of the claim that 2V (where € is
fixed) messages cannot be identified via uniform permutation
channel.

We prove two converse results for identification over uni-
form permutation channels over A,. Proposition [I] directly
gives an achievability result showing that any message size
growing as 2027 Wwhere cn, — 0, is identifiable. We prove
a soft converse showing that for any R, > 0, no sequence
of ID codes exist with message size growing as 2Rn""" and
probability of errors vanishing as n~*. The soft converse
meets the achievability result in terms of the message size,
but it rules out only a power-law decay of the probability of
errors. We also prove a strong converse showing that for any
R > 0, and a sequence of ID codes with message size growing
as 2Rn"" logm the sum of type I and type II probability of
errors approaches at least 1. While the strong converse gives a
stronger guarantee on the probability of error, it gives a weaker
bound on the message size.

For proving the soft converse, we use a sequence of steps
to derive a sequence of ID codes with a simple structure
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and then prove the zero-rate converse for such a sequence
of codes. However, one of these steps is to reduce the encoder
distributions to uniform distributions, in a similar manner as in
[L]. This step increases the probability of error by a (arbitrarily
small) power of n. As a result, this argument works if the
original sequence of codes has a probability of error decaying
at least as fast as n~* for some p > 0. Several other steps
in the argument are new, and arise due to the current channel
model.

To prove the strong converse result, for a given sequence
of ID codes, we first construct a sequence of ID codes with
stochastic decoders for noiseless channels over types. We then
use a result on approximation of distributions and a relation
of the variational distance between encoder distributions with
probability of error. The technique is similar to that in [10],
[L1]. Note that a direct application of the strong converse
results of [10], [11] only implies a zero second-order rate
(since the Shannon capacity is zero), while our strong converse
bounds the message size to 2R logn,

After the identification problem was introduced in [1], it
has been studied in various setups. We now give a glimpse
of such works, without being exhaustive. Identification over
DMCs with noisy feedback under both deterministic and
stochastic encoding was studied in [4]], while identification
over wiretap channels was studied in [28], [21], [4]. Iden-
tification over broadcast channels was investigated in [6],
[22], while identification in the presence of feedback over
multiple-access channels and broadcast channels was studied
in [3]]. Identification was studied over Gaussian channels in
[24], [17]; over additive noise channels under average and
peak power constraints in [32]; over compound channels and
arbitrarily varying channels in [2]]. Deterministic identification
over DMCs with and without input constraints was studied in
[23].

The permutation channel is relevant in DNA-based stor-
age systems, multipath routing of packets in communication
networks, and diffusion-based molecular communication [[19].
In multipath routed networks, in the absence of any packet
id in the packets, the out-of-order arrival of packets due to
varying delay or changing topologies may be thought to be
due to random permutations [9]], [31]]. The study by [16], [15]
examined coding in channels with random permutations and
other impairments such as insertion, deletion and substitution.
See [3] and [20] for a comprehensive survey of molecular com-
munication systems and the role of the permutation channel
in diffusion-based communication systems.

An overview of coding challenges for DNA-based storage
is presented in [27], while [26] presents an optimal code
construction for correcting multiple errors in unordered string-
based data encoding within DNA storage systems. See [25]] for
a comprehensive study of DNA-based storage systems. [18],
[7] examined coding for permutation channels with restricted
movements. Noisy permutation channels have been studied in
[19] and [30]. To the best of our knowledge, identification
over permutation channels has not been studied before.

The organization of this paper is as follows. We present the
problem setup in Sec. [ and the main results in SecIIll In
Sec. we give a series of constructions through which we

derive a new ‘canonical’ code from a given identification code.
In Sec. [Vl we prove a bound on the intersection of a set system;
this bound is later used in the proof of the soft converse. The
proof of the soft converse is presented in Sec. In Sec.
we present the proof of the strong converse. We conclude this
paper in Sec[VIII

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

For a positive integer k, we denote [k] := {1,---,k}.
For any set A, P(A) denotes the set of all probability
mass functions over A. Let A, be a set of ¢ elements and
T(n) C P(A}) be the set of all types over A7 and denote

= |7 = ("F971). We note that
(¢=1)
<N<=

e <—1>!(1+q;1>q_1' @

For convenience, we index the types in T( m) by [N] and denote
T(n = {T1,Ts,--- ,Tn}. For two sets A, B, we denote by

P(A|B) the set of all conditional distributions Px|y where
X € AY € B. Any channel with input alphabet .4 and
output alphabet B are specified by a conditional probability
distribution P € P(B|.A). The “noiseless channel” with input
and output alphabets .4, where the output is the same as
the input, is denoted by NL 4. In particular, NL[) denotes
the noiseless channel with input and output alphabets [N].
We now consider g-ary permutation channels. Without loss
of generality, consider the g-ary alphabet A, := [¢]. For any
x € Ay and 0 € S,,, we define

n(q_l)

IN

0X = (To=1(1), To=1(2)s "+ 1 To=1(n))-

The n-block g-ary uniform permutation channel I1¢ is defined
as the channel with input and output alphabets A7 and
transition probability

] Z Liy=ox}

" oeS,

P(ylx) =

for all x,y € Aj. We will refer to the sequence of channels
{II%},en as the uniform permutation channel over A, and
denote it by I1? . For every x € Ay, the action of permutations
generate the typeclass of x:

T = {ox|o € S, },

In the language of group action, 7;(") is the orbit of x under the
action of S, on A7 It is easy to check that if x is transmitted
and a permutation o € S, is chosen uniformly at random,
then the output o(x) is uniformly distributed in T,

Definition 1. An M-ary identification (ID) code with deter-
ministic decoders for any channel P € P(B|A) is a set

{(QiDy) [i=1,...,M}

of pairs with Q; € P(A), and D; C B, for i = 1,..., M.
For such a code, a message i is encoded to a symbol © € A
with probability Q;(x), and the decoder for message i outputs
1 (“Accept”) if the received symbol y € D;, and outputs O
(“Reject”) otherwise. If, for each 1, the encoding distribution



Q; is the uniform distribution over some support set A;, then
the ID code is specified by {(A;,D;) |i=1,...,M}.

Definition 2. An M -ary identification (ID) code with stochas-
tic decoders for any channel P € P(B|A) is a set

{(Q’La
of pairs with Q; € P(A), and P, € P({0,1}|B), for

i = 1,...,M. For such a code, when vy is received, the
decision rule P; for message i outputs 1 with probability
Pi(1ly) and 0 with probability P;(0|y). Clearly, an ID code
with deterministic decoders is a special case with P;(1|y) :=

Liyep,}-

D li=1,...,M}

For a stochastic ID code, the probability that a message
j # 1 is accepted (“false alarm” for j) when i is encoded is
given by

Xinj = Qi(x)P(ylz)P;(1ly) “4)
reA,yeB
= Z Qi(x)P(ylx) (for deterministic decoders)

z€AyeD;

Similarly, the missed detection probability for message i, i.e.
the probability that the decoder rejects message ¢ while ¢ was
encoded, is given by

Xigi =Y Qi(z)P(ylz)Pi(0ly) ()
zeA,yeB
= Z Qi(x)P(y|x) (for deterministic decoders)

€A, y¢D;

We define the Type-I and Type-II probability of errors of the
code as
/\1 = )\2 =

max

max, disi 1<iZj<M

1<i< M Aimgs - (6)

And we define the sum probability of error as
/\ = /\1 + )\2. (7)

We refer to an M-ary (i.e. with M messages) ID code for
112 as an (n, M) ID code (or (n, M,A1,\2) ID code) for
the uniform permutation channel 11?7 (or IIZ ), and similarly,
an ID code for NLy is referred as an (N, M) ID code
(or (N, M, 1, )2) ID code) for NLjy) . Unless otherwise
specified, an ID code will refer to one with deterministic
decoders throughout the paper. For an (n, M) ID code with
deterministic decoders for 11 , the probability of errors are

given by
)N D; |
Aisj = Y Qilx - ®)
eAr |T< |
and
(n) c
N D |
z%)z = Q n . (9)
2 |T< |

xEAD

III. MAIN RESULTS
We first present an achievability result for I17 .
Theorem 1 (Achievability). For any €, — 0O, there exists a

sequence of (n, 9enn? ! ,0,A2.n) ID codes for 117 with Ag ,, —
0.

Proof: Recall that IV is the number of types in A7. First,
for any n, let us construct an ID code for NL 7 .
Let us take

nd—!

B 1+ log N
€, = N (en—i- ) ) , (10)
4
Aoy = ———, (1)
1
log (6%)
Z =[N]. (12)

in Proposition [II It follows from (@) that ¢/, — 0 as n — oo,
and hence for large enough n, €, < %. Also, for large enough

n,
1 1
A2, log ——1 > Ao log (13)
el 2¢! -
1
= Ay X (10g (—/) - 1) (14)
en
4 1 1
log (E—,) €n
=2 (16)
Hence €, and )2, satisfy the conditions in Proposition [I]

which guarantees that there exist

M Z ZE;N—I—logN (17)
{"" (en+M) N—1— logN}

- (18)
— ofemnr} (19)

number of distinct subsets {U,...,Up } of [N] such that
|U;| =€, N, Vi, (20)
|L{Z ﬂL{j| S )\2_’77,6;1]\7, Vi # j (21)
This collection gives an ID code {(U;,U;)|i =1,..., M)} for

NL () with probability of errors A =0, A2 = Aa .

Now, since permutations preserve the type of a vector, the
above code can be used to construct an ID code for IT¢ .
Suppose x1,X2,--- ,Xn are a set of representatives from the
N distinct type classes 11,75, -, Ty respectively in Aj.
Then we define the code {(Q;,D;)|i =1,..., M)} where Q;
is the uniform distribution over {x,|j € U;}, and

D; = Ujeu, Tj. 22)

Since permutations do not change the type of a transmitted
vector, the probability of error for this code are also A\; = 0,
A2 = Ag2.p. Since g, — 0, this proves the theorem. |

Remark 1. It is reasonable to expect that if €, diminishes
slowly, effectively insisting on a faster growth of the message
size, then the probability of error Aa ., will decay slowly as



well. By using the bounds (), one can check that for the
construction in the achievability proof /\2 n 18 of the order
1 .
[ Y if <
log %
Mo = ( IL)

log (% )
For the special case of binary uniform permutation channels
12 , Theorem [I] implies that any ‘sub-exponential’ message

size can be identified over the binary uniform permutation
channel.

1 — 00,
ogn

(23)

otherwise.

Corollary 1 (Binary Uniform Permutation Channel). For any
en, — 0, there exists a sequence of (n,2",0, A2 ,,) ID codes
for the binary uniform permutation channel with X\, — 0.

We now present our converse results for the g-ary uniform
permutation channel.

Theorem 2.

A. Soft Converse: For any given p, R > 0, there does not
exist a sequence of (n;, QR"gfl,)\l,i, A2.i) ID codes for
the q-ary uniform permutation channel 119 such that n; —
0o and probability of errors A\, Ao < n;~* for all i.

B. Strong Converse: For any given R > 0 and any
sequence of (ni,2R”§711°g"i,/\171-,/\271-) ID codes with
n; — 00 for the q-ary uniform permutation channel,
lim lnfli)oo()\lz + Agyi) Z 1.

Remark 2. Note that the probabilities of type-1 and type-I11
errors for decoder j (i.e. when the decoder is interested in
identifying message j), are X\ jx; and A j4; respectively.
The strong converse also holds for each decoder, i.e., in
Theorem 2B, lim inf;_, o max;(\; j4;+maxg2; A k—;) > 1.

For the binary uniform permutation channels (i.e. for ¢ = 2),
the soft converse shows that no non-zero first order identifi-
cation rate R = # is achievable under power law decay
of the probability of errors.

IV. MoODIFICATION OF ID CODES

Towards proving Theorem [21A, in this section, we provide
five simple code modification steps through which, given an
ID code for IT} , we construct a code for NL|yj with uni-
form encoder distributions and equal-sized supports. The first
step, i.e., constructing an ID code for NL with stochastic
decoders from an ID code for IIZ , is also used in the proof

of the strong converse Theorem 2B.

A. From ID code with deterministic decoders for 11 to a ID
code with stochastic decoders for NL{n)

For every (n, M) ID code with deterministic decoders for
I1¢ , we present a construction of an (N, M) ID code with

stochastic decoders for NLy) with the same probability of
error.

Lemma 1. Given an ID code with deterministic decoders
{(Qi,Dy)|i =1,..., M} for I, there exists an ID code with
stochastic decoders for the noiseless channel NLyj , having
the same probability of errors {\;—;|1 < i # j < M} and
{Nipili=1,..., M}

Proof: We will construct an ID code {(Q}, P;)|i =

., M} with stochastic decoders for NL Let
Ty,Ts,--- , Ty be the distinct types for vectors in Ag. For
every type T € T, let T C A2 denote the rype class
containing all n-length vectors with type 7'. Recall that for an
X € A’q’, 7;(n) is the set of all n-length vectors that share the
same type as x. For every i € [M], j € [N], we define

Qi) = Qi(Tr,) = > Qi(x)
XETT
|D; N Tz, |
Pi(1)5) = Tl

The probability of errors for the new code are given by

Z Q' (k)P;(1k)
k€E[N] |TT’“|
NiTakel N
Z QZ n) - 12—
xEAY |T |
and
Xipi =Y Qi(k)Pi(0lk)
k€E[N]
|7Erk|
ZQ |DcmT”>|_ »
e 7]
This proves the lemma. [ ]

B. From ID codes with stochastic decoders to ID codes with
deterministic decoders for noiseless channels

In this subsection, we present a construction for an ID code
with deterministic decoders for NL) from an ID code with
stochastic decoders for NLyj .

Lemma 2. Given an (N, M) ID code with stochastic decoders
{(Qi, P)|i = 1,..., M} for NLy) , with error probabilities
{Nisj]l <4 75 J < M} and {\ipilt = 1,..., M}, there
exists D; C [N], for i = 1,..., M, such that the (N, M) ID
code {(Qi,D;)|i = 1,..., M} with deterministic decoders for
NLny has error probabilities bounded as

Niesj </ Nimsj, for 1< i #j < M,

Nipi < Nipi +V ey, fori=1,..., M,

where Ny 1= maxi<i£j<M Ni—j-
Proof: We fix any 0 < o < 1. Let us define, for each i,

D, = {k € [N]|Pi(1]k) > a}. (24)



Then we have

Xipi =Y Qi(k)Pi(0[k)
k€E[N]
=Y Qik)POk)+ > Qilk)Pi(0[k)
keD; ke[N\D;
>0+ Y Quk-a)
ke[N\D;
= > Q) —a Y Qik)
ke[N\D; ke[N\D;
> Xipi— a1l (25)
Hence, we have
;\i%)i < Aipi + o (26)
On the other hand, we have, for j ;é i,
Aimsj = Z Qi(k)P;(1]k)
Z Qi (k)P;(1k)
keD;
>a > Qi(k) =aki;. 27)
]CED]'
Hence, we have
Xinsj < Xinsj/a (28)
The lemma follows by taking o = /As. [

C. From non-uniform encoding distributions to uniform en-
coding distributions

Let {(Q,D;)|i =1,...,M} be an (N, M) ID code with
deterministic decoders designed for the channel NLy) . We
now give a construction of a new code where the encoding
distributions are uniform. The result is summarised in the
following lemma. The construction and the lemma are adapted
from [1, Lemma 4], which was used to prove the soft converse
for second-order identification rates over DMCs.

Lemma 3. Given v € (0,1), and an (N,M) ID code
with deterministic decoders {(Q;,D;)[i = 1,...,M} for
NL{n) , with error probabilities {\; ;|1 < i # j < M}
and {Nipili = 1,..., M}, there exist sets U; C [N] for
i=1,..., M such that the ID code {(U;,D;)|i =1,...,M}
with uniform encoding distributions has error probabilities
satisfying

- (1+29)N? o

)\i—xjﬁ)\i—xjXmafmlﬁl#JSMa

~ (14 2y)N?

/\i 1§)\1 Z‘Xi frz—l M.
P A= Ny

Proof: We define k = H] + 1. For every i € [M] and
[ € [k], we define
B(l,i) = {k € [N]INT" < Qi(k) < N~Y=1)},
Then

Qi ({[INJ\ UL, B(L,i)}) < N - N1

N = (29)

and hence
Qi (Ui B(L)}) = (1 = N-0%7), (30)
Choose [} := argmax;c|,;Q; (B(l,7)) and define
U; = B(I7,7). 31)
Combining (30) and (ZI)), we can write
Qi(Us) > Lﬁ(w_l)) (32)

Now let Qu;, () denote the uniform distribution on U, i.e.,
1 .
s kel
(k) = ¢ 4l '
Qu (k) {O, otherwise.

Using (32), we can write, for k € U;,

1
Qu, (k) =
[e4:]
— 33
ST T NoeD) 9
For every k,l% € U;, we have
Qi(]%) < N1
=NY. N
< N7Q;(k).
and summing both side over ke U;, we get
) =Y Qb < 3" NQulk)
];Glei ];61/{1
= [U;|N7Q; (k). 34
Combining (33) and (34), we can write, for every k € U;,
Qi(Us) K
(k) <
Qu; (k) < | X (1_]\]*(7/-@71))
|MZ|N’YQ1(]€) % K
S 7T e )
kN7
= Qi(k)m~ (35)
Since Qu; (k) = 0 for all k& ¢ U;, it follows that, for all
k € [N],
kN7
Qu, (k) < Qi(k)m- (36)

We now bound the error probabilities for the ID code
{U;,D;)|i =1,..., M} with uniform encoding distributions.
For j # i, we have

1~>j— Z QU

keD;
= ( —(yk— 1) Z Q
kGD
N7
i X Aisj- 37)

T (I-N-OsD)



Similarly, for any ¢, we have

Nipi =D Qui(k)

keDe
kN7
< (1= N-GrD) Z Qi(k)
keDe
kN7

The lemma follows from the bounds x < % for the
numerators, and kK > HT'Y for the denominators in (37) and
(33). [ |

We will use Lemma [3] for N denoting the number of types
in A7. By (@), we can then write N < 2n¢~! and (1-N~7) >
1/2 for large enough n. Hence the error probability bounds in
Lemma 3 may be further upper bounded by

- 12n(a—1)

Ai*}jSAi*}jxi, fOI'lS’L?é']SM, (39)

- 12nla—bv

Nigpi < Nipi X fori=1,..., M. (40)
v

D. ID codes with decoding sets same as the support of
encoding distributions

Given an (N, M) ID code {(A;,D;)|i = 1,..., M} with
deterministic decoders for NLn] , we now give a construction
of an ID code with deterministic decoders where the support of
the uniform input distributions are same as the corresponding
decoding regions, i.e., with A; = D;, Vi.

Lemma 4. Given an (N,M) ID code {(A;,D;)li =
1,..., M} with deterministic decoders and uniform encoder
distributions for NLiny , with error probabilities {)\; ;|1 <
i # j < M} and {\ipili = 1,...,M}, the code given by
{(Gi,Gi)|li = 1,...,M}, where G; := A; N D;, has error
probabilities satisfying

Y /\i—> j
Ny < —229 41)

for all j # i and 5\1-74”» =0 for all i.

Proof: Since the encoding distributions of the new code
have the same supports as the corresponding decoding regions,
clearly :\an =0 for all 7.

For j # i, we have

5 1G: NG|
Niyi = ——=—,
’ e
| A;] |G|
< A ND;| A
| A; | |G|
1
B A=

This proves the lemma. ]

E. ID codes with equal size support

Given an ID code with decoding sets the same as the
encoder supports, we now give a construction of a similar
code where the size of all the supports is equal. We will later
use the following lemma with A; = 0.

Lemma 5. Given an (N,M) ID code {(A;, A))|i =
1,..., M} with uniform encoder distributions and determin-
istic decoders for NL(n) having type-I/Il error probabilities
A1, Ag, there exists an (N, M') ID code with equal size sup-
ports, having type-I and type-1I error probabilities A< A
Ao < Ao, and M' > AL,

Proof: We prove the lemma by binning the support sizes
and choosing the largest bin. For k = 1,..., N, we define the
bins

N(k) = {ie{1,....M}||A| = k}. 42)
By pigeon hole principle, there exists at least one set A/ (k*)
with
M
M = k)| > —.
V) 2 5
We consider the new (N, M') ID code {(A;, A;)|i € N'(k*)}.
The Type-I and Type-II error probabilities of the new code
clearly satisfy

M <A, and A < o (43)

This proves the lemma. [ ]

V. WELL SEPARATED SET SYSTEMS

In this section, we present some concepts and a proposition
on set systems [13]. This is used in the proof of the soft
converse.

For M,N >1and A <T' < N, a (I',; A) set system over
[N] is a collection U := {Uy, ..., Upn} of distinct subsets of
[N] with [U;| = T, Vi, and maximum pairwise intersection
size

A = max |U; N U|.
i#]

Note that if sets in a (I', A) set system over [N] are used as

encoding/decoding sets for an identification code for NL7 ,

then the sum probability of error A of the code is £

T
Suppose, T' > & Consider the collection of complement

S 2
subsets U = {U5,..., U5} with set-sizes I” = N —T" and

maximum size of pairwise intersections by A’. Then
U VUF| = (U U U; )|
= N — [t Ul
=N — (2 — |t N Uj])
=N-2I"'+ |UlﬁU7|

Hence

A'=N-2+A



This gives us
A" N-2'+A

I N-T
r-A
= 1 _——_—
N -T
r-A N
<1———— si r>—
< T since >
A
r
Hence, for a given set system U with ' > %, the
complementary set system U/ has sets of size TV < % and
at least as small normalized intersection size ?—,,.

Proposition 2. Let o € (0,1). Let N > 1 and M > 1+ pe
integers. Let U = {U, ..., Un} be a (T', A) set system over

[N]. Then
A 1 (logo M
T -an (22,

where ha(-) is the binary entropy function.

(44)

Proof: For T' > N/2, we have seen above (before
the proposition) that the normalized maximum pairwise-
intersection (?—,/) of the collection of complement subsets is
upper bounded by that of the given collection. Hence, without
loss of generality, we assume that 1 < T < N/2.

Let 1 denote the N-length vector of all ones. For a subset
A C [N], the characteristic vector 14 is an N-length vector
with the i-th component 1 if and only if i € A.

Consider any € € (0,1). Associated with any subset &f C

[N] with || = Ne, we define an N-length vector

L ]].1,{ —el
VU Ne(l —€)

For any two subsets Uy ,Us C [N] with |Uy| = |Uz| = Ne, we
have

(45)

|ty NUs| = (Lo, Tugy ) (46)

Therefore we can write

1
<VZ/{17VZ/{2> = m (<]]-Z/{1 — 6]]., ]]_u2 — E]]_>)
1
- W—e)«lul’ y,) — €lth| — eltha| + N€?)
1
= Ve g (W] = N )

Lemma [6] below can be proved using Johnson’s bound.
However, we give an elementary proof here; the alternate proof
using Johnson’s bound is given in Appendix [Al

Lemma 6. Ler o« € (0,1) and N be fixed. Consider a
collection of subsets of [N, U = {Un,--- ,Unr } with set sizes
Ne and maximum pairwise intersection N6. If M > 1 + %
then § > (1 — a)e>.

Proof: We will prove by contradiction, that if 6 < (1 —
a)e?, then M <1+ % By @), for all i # j, we have

(@-9)
e(l—e)

(Vi , vu,) < . (48)

M

We can write
M

0< ”ZVZ/QH% = Z <VUi7VUj>
i=1 i,j=1

= DIVl + 3w v

i#£]
(e =9)
<M - - .
SM-MOM -1 G5 @)
Hence
e(l—e)
<
M<1+ @9
€
< -
<1+ @ =9)
(2) 1+ €
- (2 —(1—a)e?)
0
ex
(b)
21N (50)

Here (a) follows because § < (1 — a)e?, (b) follows because
€> % This is a contradiction, hence the lemma is proved. ®

We now continue the proof of the proposition. As there are
( Jj\ye) number of distinct subsets of [N] of size Ne, we have

V= ()

(a) 1
S e —
Nme(1 —€)

Here (a) follows from [8l (17.41)]. As 1/N < e < 1/2, we
can upper bound the term

oV ha(€) (51)

ﬁ < \/g <1 (52)
Therefore
M < aNha(e), (53)
ie.
e>hyt (k’g%) : (54)

It is given in the proposition that M > 1 + % Therefore, by
lemma [6] and we have

A9
_q1 [logs M
> (1—a)hy ' [ —=2—). 56
>-an! (M) 6o
This proves the proposition. [ ]

V1. PROOF OF THEOREM[2JA.

Consider a given sequence of (n;, oni 'R M onis Aan;) ID
codes for II? with n; — oo and probability of errors
Al ngs A2, < m;* for all ¢. Through a series of modification
steps, we will prove the existence of a sequence of ID
codes for NL ) with uniform encoding distributions, decoding



regions the same as the support of the corresponding encoding
distributions, and vanishing error probability. We will then
show using Proposition [2] that for such a sequence of codes to
exist, the rate R must be 0.

Step 0: We start with any (n, 2"q71R,)\1,n, A2.) ID code
in the sequence for n = n; and A\ ,,, A2, < n~H. We assume
large enough n.

Step 1: From the given code in Step 0, using Lemmal[ll we
construct an (N, 2"(’713,11*“,71’“) ID code for NL(y; with
stochastic decoders. Here N = |’Tq(")|.

Step 2: From the given code in Step 1, we use Lemma
to construct an (N, 28" 2pn=1/2 n=1/2) ID code with
deterministic decoders for NLp .

Step 3: From the given code in Step 2, we use Lemma
Bl (see and @Q)) with v = ﬁ, to construct an

N, 280" oKn—#/4 Kn~#/*) ID code for NLyy, with
deterministic decoders and uniform encoding distributions.
Here K is some constant which depends on ¢ and p.

Step 4: From the given code in Step 3, we use Lemma
to construct an (N, 287" 0, 2Kn_“/4) ID Code for NL
with deterministic decoders, and decoding regions same as the
support of corresponding uniform encoder distributions. We
assume 7 to be large enough s.t. Kn=*/* < 1/2.

Step 5: From the given code in Step 4, we use Lemma 3] to
construct an ( N, 2R""q71,0, 2Kn~—#/*) ID code for NL
with deterministic decoders and equal size supports. Here R,,
satisfies R,, > R — 11;)5—,]\1].

Final argument: The sequence of codes obtained in Step 5
from the original sequence of codes for II? gives a sequence
of set systems with M,,, = 2"?71R"z’, and % < 2Kn; M4,

i

Hence liminf;_, o % = 0. On the other hand, by using the

bounds on N in @), for an n;, we have
Ni < (ni+q—1)Y; (57)

By Proposition 2 for « = 1/2, we have
log(2R"vv”i(q1))>

lim inf
1—00

By > %hminf hyt <

ng 71— 00

1
> — liminf hy '

1—00

< —1
%hgglf hy! <Rm [ﬁ]q )
(

I
|
=
B
=
>
o

o [(1 + Q/nli - 1/ni)]q_1>
{R _ (g—=Dlog(ni+q~ 1)}

niq—l

1
— liminf hy*
71— 00

Y

[(1 + q/nt - 1/m-)r_l)
= %h;l(R) >0if R>0.

This gives a contradiction if R > 0. This completes the proof
of Theorem PIA.

VII. PROOF OF THEOREM 2B.

Towards proving Theorem 2B, we use a result on approx-
imation of probability distributions with distributions having
certain “resolution” [[14], [11].

The variational distance between the two random variables
X,Y taking values from the set Z and having distributions
Px and Py respectively, is defined as

d(X,Y) =Y [Px(z) — Py(2)|.

z2EZ

(58)

Unless otherwise specified, we shall use d(Px,Py) and
d(X,Y) interchangeably. For any random variable Y, the
following lemma guarantees the existence of an approximating
distribution of a certain resolution. The lemma is a special
case of [14, Lemma 2.1.1]. The proof, which also specializes
the proof of [14) Lemma 2.1.1], is given in Appendix [Bl for
completeness.

Lemma 7. For any positive integer N, and any random
variable Y taking values in [N], and arbitrary constants
a > a > 0, there exists a mapping ¢ : [N*] — [N] that
satisfies

d(Y,(b(UNa)) <2x {N—(a—a) + N_(a_l)} (59)

where Uno is the uniform random variable on [N¢].

Proof of Theorem [2B:

Consider a given sequence of (n;, 9Rni™ ! log i A1y A2,4)
ID codes for 119 with n; — oo. Recall that N; is the number
of type classes in Aj‘. For each i, using Lemma @ we
construct an (N;, gfin{ ! logmi A1 i, A2,i) ID code for NLy,)
with stochastic decoders. We will now show that for such a
sequence of codes, liminf; ,o(A1; + A2;) > 1.

Fix an ¢. The total variational distance between any two
encoding distributions Q;, Q:. is related to the error probability
A; as follows. For all j # k, we have

d(Q%, QL) = > 1Qi(z) — Qi(x)]

X€E[N;]
> Y PIAx)|Qi(z) — Qi(x)|
X€E[N;]
> (X Pog - ¥ PN
x€[N;] x€[N;]
=1—=Xijrj — Nikoj (60)
>1— A — Ao, (61)
ie.,
Al,i'i_AZ,i 2 1_d( ;aQ}g)a Vj #ka (62)
Now we take a constant R’ satisfying 0 < R’ < qTRl

and fix 1 < a < a < 1+ Ri.l Consider a fixed ¢.
By Lemma [7 for every j € [2fini” " logni] there exists a
mapping (bgl) : [N#] — [N;] such that the random variable
Yi(j) = ¢§.1)(UN3) satisfies

d( 3"@%@)) < di, (63)



where §; == 2 x (N[(o‘fa) —i—N[(afl)). Since a > a > 1,
0; — 0 as i — oo.

The total number of distinct N¥-type distributions on [V;]
is upper bounded by

NP4+ N 1Y) _ N=D LNt Ni=t
Ni—1 )= (N, -1 N&

N - N_Oé(Nifl)

< v "

i
. 9Ni

(@) NN D4]

< (2¢)7 N

k2

Ni

- N{aNi_aJl‘l_Ni"FNi IOgN1(2€)}
- 7

N;(a-1+p250 —o21)

i

(64)

()™

i

Here (a) follows from Stirling’s approximation N;! >
For large enough 7 (and hence N;), (64) can be further upper
bounded by

NNiR' _ 9R'NilogN;
< 2R2’n§71 logn;
where
g—1\"" log( qf;l)
R;’::R'(q—l)(l—i——) 14— 7
n; log n;

Here we have used the bound (see (@)

-1
()

ni
Note that R} — R'(¢ — 1) < R as i — oo (and hence n; —

00). Hence R < R for large enough i. Hence, 31 such that
for each i > I, there exist at least one pair (j, k) with j # k

N; <(nj+q-1)1 =

and QYQ(J‘) = qu(k) and we have
A@Q Q1) < d(Q)Qy)) + 4 (@1 Q) 69
= (@) Qs ) +(QhQry)  ©66)
< 26 (67)
By combining (62) and (§7) we have
/\171' + /\271' >1—26;. (68)
Since §; — 0 as ¢ — oo, it follows that
liminf(Ay; + A2,) > 1. (69)
71— 00

This completes the proof of Theorem 2B.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We studied identification over uniform permutation chan-
nels. Our achievability result showed that message size grow-
ing as 2cn"q71, where ¢,, — 0, is identifiable. We showed a
soft converse, proving that for any R > 0, there do not exist
ID codes with message size 2R and power-law decay of
the probability of error. We proved a strong converse that for
any sequence of ID codes with 2Rn? ! logn messages, the sum
error probability converges to at least 1.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA [G]

We present an alternate proof of Lemma 6] using Johnson’s
bound.

Lemma 6 (restated). Ler o € (0,1) and n be fixed. Consider
a collection of subsets of [N], U = {Un,--- ,Un} with set
sizes Ne and maximum pairwise intersection NO. If M > %
then § > (1 — a)e?.

Proof: Let As(N,d,w) be the maximum number of
codewords of a binary code of length N, minimum Ham-
ming distance d, and constant codeword weight w. Johnson
bound [12] gives that if 2w? — 2Nw + Nd > 0, then

Nd
<

AN dw) < o e T N

(70)

We will now prove that for a given collection of subsets U/ of
[N],if 6 < (1—a)e?, then M < % The characteristic vectors
of the subsets in &/ form an N length constant weight binary
code with

d=2N(e—9),
w = Ne.

Since § < (1 — a)e€?, this implies €2 > §, and hence
2w? — 2Nw + Nd

=2N?e? — 2N?e + 2N?(e — 0)
=2N?%(? = 6) >0

Hence by Johnson’s bound, we have

Nd
M <

— 2w?2 —2Nw + Nd
< 2N2(e — 4)
T 2N2(e2-9)
€=
T4
<_¢
—€e2 -4
(2) €
T e2—(1-a)e?
_1
T e
b N
< —.

«

Here (a) follows because § < (1 — a)e?, (b) follows because
€ > +. This proves the lemma. ]

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA[7]

Let us define

{ye N 7 8 o Sa}, an
{y € [N]| Py(y) > N"*}. (72)

T(a)

We denote 7 = |T'(a)|. As Py(y) > N~® for all y €
T(a), we have that 7 < N® < N© We construct the
function ¢ : [N®] — [N] as given below. Let us denote
T(a) = {y1,...,y-}. First, we arbitrarily choose disjoint
subsets (forming a partition) Ay, As,..., A, of [N?] with
cardinalities given by

|A;| = |[N“Py (y;)] for 1 <i <, (73)
T—1
[Ar| = N* = |4l (74)
i=1
We define the mapping ¢ as follows
o(u) =y; if u € A; (75)

and set Y = ¢(Upna). Note that Y has an N°-type distri-
bution, i.e., for every y Py (y) = % for some non negative
integer k. Now,

> 1Py(y) — Py (w)l

YyE[N]

d(Y,Y) (76)

S 1P (90) — Py ()l + 1 5) — Py )
- 77)

+ Y IPv(y) - Pr(y)l. (78)

y¢T(a)

10



By noting that

S Py - >, va(y)’

u#yr Y#£Yr

<Z|PY yz Z)l
+ Z [Py (y) = Py (y)l,

y¢T(a)

1Py (yr) = Py (yr)| =

it follows that
T—1
d(Y,Y) <23 |Py(y:) — Py(ys)|
+2 3 [Pr(y) - Py()l.
y¢T(a)

For ¢ = 1,2,...,7 — 1, Py(y;) = [N*Py(y:)]/N?, an

hence we have

Py () = Py ()] <

from the construction of A;. It follows that

T7—1
N¢
P i) — 4 = —(a—a)'
> 1P ) = Pr(oi)] < 7z =N

On the other hand, Py (y) = 0 for y ¢ T'(a). Thus,

> IPr(y) - Pp(y)l = > Py (y)
y¢T(a) y€E[N]:Py (y)<N—
<N-N7¢
< N—(a—l)'

Combining (82), (84), and (87), we have
d(Y,Y) <2x {N—(e=®) 4 y=(a=Dy,

This completes the proof of Lemma [7l

(79)

(80)

1)

(82)

d

(83)

(84)

(85)

(86)
(87)

(88)
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