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Abstract

MifE, Kumagai and Hayashi[9] i3 Rayleigh-normal 237 & WEiEh 2 HiB ORI 2
M A L7, Rayleigh-normal DFBIIEEED /8T X —F %D Rayleigh 27 L BREESS
ik aAH, HIMEERERICET 2 AHERPBETHERERIC KT 2MRREBO LOCC Kk
@B L T\ 5, AR T Rayleigh-normal SHOBEANLEHEZEML, 20
EHRERCBT 2 RFLHHAT S,

1 Rayleigh-Normal 27 D&A

&4 T3 Rayleigh-normal M DEEN S HEE 2B 3, # L < i3 Kumagai and Hayashi[9]
2R k.

1.1 Rayleigh-Normal 4% DEH

HBREDT X —5 % b Rayleigh i LREERIH 2 0% C R LOFEOBERI %
BAT 2, REOBMKZ ©, Ak LREFAENTDHD lim Z(z)=0¢ Jim Z(z) =1
AT H DI REIHEES L TN, REIHEK Z L, RO Z I
T3 &) RBRIEN—BRICEE S, Thbb, LEOBKRTORBIFHEBESEZ N7
LE, ZRR R EOBENHEZ—DOEDBDTH S, FEOBRIHLED 57D, KET
BZORBERDHLE5A 5.
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Figure 1: Rayleigh-normal D75 7. B, %, & &, FRIEZNLTNAIA—F ¢y = 0,
1/10,1/6,1/3, 1% %> Rayleigh-normal £y fifi%k% £ 7.

DI, @0 & N 3P p e R EG#v e Ry 2FOTERNH O RROHEIK & HENK
LT%. MHDID D) & No1 20 L N ERT. R LOBBHEEIip & qiod L, EEd
SKE (¥ 7: 13 Bhattacharyya $8%%) %

F(p,q) := /IR Vvp(z)q(z)dx (1)
LEDLLE, DTOLH k2 ED 3,

Definition 1 E#v > 0L, R ED Rayleigh-normal Sy RIS Z, 3T D & 5 icEd 5
n3

dA 2
Zu) =1-swp 7 (4, N,o ) @)
R L AR - [0,1] SEBERBA TS MR TS D & < A < 1 27T HME ST,

Rayleigh-normal B RBELMBKTH 5. Thbb, ZHIER LOREYFEHT
Rayleigh-normal 77D 7’7 713 Fig. 1 DX H LI h 3,

1.2 Rayleigh-Normal 9% D48

43I Rayleigh-Normal 2 ifEIZ 2 7 — Vo35 X —% /2 D Rayleigh 27F & B IEE D %2
%2 2T, Rayleigh-normal SR D BB A2 52 2 7-01c, 2o0HES AR
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T35,

Lemma 1 X7 X =¥ MBu<1%2ATLE 2 IHTHER

NE) = 1-%(2)
Nu,’u(w) B 1- CI’u,v(m)

i3 Buy < 15 BWTT—BENEBERO,

(3)

Lemma 2 XI5 A =90 >1%2A%TLE o ItBTIHBER

N@ _ 8(@)
N, Y () (I)u,v (-’17 )

I oy > s BT — BRI RARE RO,

R =285 A —% g > 0% b Rayleigh D DRBEOMEBEZ LT DL S IRT.

22
l1—-e 22 ifx>0
R,(z) =
0 if x <0.
ZDL ¥, Rayleigh-normal BB OKIIUTOL ) icEXND, i, 20KIRv=1D
BHZ A — V%5 A —% /2 D Rayleigh DA 2 & e,

Theorem 1 E¥ v > 0ICHL,

1- (\/1 - q’(ﬁu,v)\/l - ‘I)u,v(ﬁu,v) + 1, ,v(ﬁu,v))z z'f v<1
Zy(w) = { R 5(n) if v=1 (%)
1 — (v/®(oyu0)®pv(pw) + Iyw(oo) = I,,,v(a#,v))Q if v>1,

=L
2‘\/_ _ 2
Liw@) = A[75e T2, 2 (2), (6)
= i RO
Lup(oo) = lim I,,(z) = T3¢ - ()

I ZTClimy_g Zy(p) = @ BEB b 5. #-T, Rayleigh-normal 7B D% i3 Rayleigh
3 L BRIER 0%,
EH 1 &b, Rayleigh-normal B O—BONHEZ R T LITE S,



Lemma 3

_ B
Zy(u) = Zpy— (\/17) . (8)
BREICROERANLEE2E52 5,

Proposition 1 Rayleigh-normal 2B Z, 13 v > 0 1o L RO HEISCH 3,

ALY, B Z, OFRIZ R LO—FEH v > 0 DERYIFOEEED S, B Z, ick-
TE % 2RI 2 Rayleigh-normal 23 4FBI%K & MEE Z L 12F 3. Rayleigh-normal 575 %
DRI, 2 RECEBITICE VO CREEROL - F 2B T L0 TE 3, XHTIRZOWEICE
LTz,

2 Rayleigh-Normal 9% D2 /ERIE R

2.1 HRBRERICHIT IIALTH

EHERERIC B BEALMOE R, BENER L ITh 2 BRIC k> TRBE NS, $7, thE
HEBRIIRBRI R EHETH 5 Majorization Z# & FEIZBIR L TV %28, & 2 Tl Majorization
EHOHMIC AN\ WA, Majorization ZH3 BT EHERIC B\ T AR BENER 1
DIELRBRLUTEL, FWLTIE, 2 00WESH P & Q DM FA—S4 o0t 5 ELE
%, WHERL SURTHR .

T F BRI RO DEELE (b L £ i3 Bhattacharyya (680 283 : 73, 20
LE, FBEEO< v <10b ET, BZFA—LRBERIA P b 5 NROEEITH Q ~DRA
BB EDTOXIITED 3,

LP(P,Qlv) := mvgx{LlF(W(P"), Q%) > v, W : deterministic conversion}.

BARBEI, FOBSIR—RHERDA Pr b o NROERYMD, HFERBEEDOD Lol
DERTESEPERL T3,

BAZEBEITN LT, £2D 1ROV~ b Shannon ¥ Fu E— H(P) & H(Q) DHTE
INBILEPHONT VS [4]. EE, X VEHESIDENEEAT & LT, 2 ROBEENTHE
HERDT3 (6,12, 5. FOREEST, b L RINROEESHH—RIHFOBR, ¥

89



90

TIBAEBRERD 2 ROBIBHIZBONTVS [5,11]. L LAE¥MS, FE-RIGOHEI,
MET BRI\ SN TV 49>, Kumagai and Hayashi[9)] 1 Rayleigh-normal 4375 B¢
ZRAVEI LT, —ROMEFERIMICH L THE—NE ROBERE®SON B Z L 2R
L7

_HP) | Zgp,(1-1P)
LE(P,QlV) - H(Q)n+ %P,Q \/;I'-‘!' O(‘/T_l‘)v (9)

IZTDpotCpldPLQoRREZERTHY, = BEADEDHEAL o(/n) THBZ L
ZRLTWVS,

2.2 BTFEEERICEITSLOCCEH

BEFERERCBEOTRA R BFREVREINTED, 20ETOLDIREDZY YT
WRBHLITLIENELIND, BN A—T 4 BN Z2DL ) REBFREEZETLLI L
Lt E BoRFMNCHELI Yy VIV RBEZERL TR TIRALGRY, 20X %
RFIZBNWT, BT L HHREE0MEAEDE (LOCC) 3Ly ¥ v VVIRIBEERD - D D E
KRR TETH 3,

20X nREERBRICETE, 246K LICHTFE—ICEB I M v 5 v T OUVIREBORM
DLOCCEH#ICEL THET 5, HFHER L AR, BAEBBEUTOX ) ICERT 5:

Ln(¢,¢lv) =  max {LeN|F(D(y®"),¢%") > v}, (10)

CITFI3BEERZEL TS, LOCCEMBIIEIL TEANLFERL LT, Bennett et. al.
[1] IXBb#E % LOCC 2L — M i3, BHEIEOREDHIRIED von Neumann L. b 0 E—
Sy & Sy DHTRENZZERRLE, BRI L, HORBRRERED 1 ROWHEEH
B Lo(¥, 9lv) = Sy/Spn+o(n) DEHICHRBZLRRLE, L Lidss2n k) wERZ
LIFLIET I ERETIER Y, Ko, FrEEE FETZ28EE)Y 22 RBELTukn,
f->T, 20 &) RERMBRT 2701, BEERAMMOREIHHEK e 2HVEI LT
Kumagai and Hayashi (8] I3BARMICZ Yy A Ay Ml vy ¥ v I X P EROZ
ROFEL— 2T O LS IcBH L 72

L,(¢,9lv) = %n + consty, s @11 — v2)Vn + o(vn), (11)



S ZTconstyq i3 (9] D (148) B I U (149) TEA LGN HERTH S, EBE, 9V T X
Y P LY S Y IR Y FERICIMA T, BEERSHORBIMELIIRL LB HER

MEOZROWHLL — L LTHEAS, flL LT, BFPRBRE (10, 13], SR-BTEERA

=ML [14], BFEEREBRFEL (13, 2], ¥4 FERM E 07— ¥ FEME 13]), BTV 1 FE#
I LTRSS [13], / 4 X HREREL 2] © 2 RWEL — FIBEERSHORRY
TR I N (2] bBEE X).

KX T3, FIHPIRE L WRORBERALY &V VIR E RS 2\ & ) BFETO
LOCCE#MONRLT 2, BRIV Iy IVRETRZVETFRELZ LR L T2 BT EH0E
DHEELT, WER-—ZADBTIHE 3] PRFEBEREE 1) BT o0z, BIREZ L,
BRARLY Y v I VREBTR 2 VERFREBOMO LOCC Bzt L Tid, BATEED 2 R
LV — FEBEEESRIATIIRT Z LIXTEY, MT D& HIZ Rayleigh-normal 7 % AT
RTZLNTES,

1-»2

Sw Cw ¢
Ly, +———-—
(,8l) = gin+ 25—

vn+o(v/n), (12)
CZTDyy & Cyy RHOBEHTHS. ZORITBWT, Rayleigh-normal 27 IZIEEICHEH
HeBHRERPREAZEH> T2 L0 2, BERIC—N, SRTREZLLLT, THREDS
NROREBYBJ/ARL Y F v 7IVIREBD L #13, Rayleigh-normal DEEBIEEERN DR

BRI, > C LEDOWHLRE (12) 128K 2 BRI (11) 28T 7 5.
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