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On the Dispersions of Three Network Information
Theory Problems
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Abstract

We characterize fundamental limits for distributed losslesource coding (the Slepian-Wolf problem), the
multiple-access channel and the asymmetric broadcasineham the finite blocklength setting. For the Slepian-
Wolf problem, we introduce a fundamental quantity known la&s éntropy dispersion matrix, which is analogous
to the scalar dispersion quantities that have gained istténethe recent literature. We show that if this matrix is
positive-definite, the optimal rate region under the caistrof a fixed blocklength and non-zero error probability
has a curved boundary compared to being polyhedral for thm@tetic Slepian-Wolf scenario. In addition, the
entropy dispersion matrix governs the rate of convergemdbeonon-asymptotic region to the asymptotic one. We
develop a general universal achievability procedure fatefiblocklength analyses of other network information
theory problems such as the multiple-access channel arabtast channel. We provide inner bounds to these
problems using a key result known as the vector rate redwydirorem which is proved using a multidimensional
version of the Berry-Esseen theorem. We show that a seecatiformation dispersion matrix characterizes these
inner bounds. Numerical examples show how the non-asympBd¢pian-Wolf region and multiple-access inner
bound compare to their asymptotic counterparts. We alsoodstrate numerically that the required blocklengths
predicted by dispersion analysis are generally smallar that predicted by error exponent analysis.

Index Terms

Dispersion, Finite blocklength, Second-order codingsakéetwork information theory, Slepian-Wolf, Multiple-
access channel, Asymmetric broadcast channel

. INTRODUCTION

Network information theor{l] aims to find the fundamental limits of communication inwerks with multiple
senders and receivers. The primary goal is to charactdmzeptimal rate regionor capacity region— that is,
the set of rate tuples for which there exists codes with pligransmission. Such rate tuples are known as being
achievable While the characterization of capacity regions is a diffipuoblem in general, there have been positive
results for several special classes of networks such as tittpla-access channell[2],][3] and the asymmedric [4]
or degraded broadcast channéls [5], [6]. A prominent examplmulti-terminal lossless source coding in which
the optimal rate region is known is the so-called Slepiarf\Wmblem [7] which involvesseparatelyencoding two
(or more) correlated sources and subsequently estimdtgrg from their rate-limited representations.

The capacity region for a specific source or channel model &sgmptotic notion. One is allowed to design codes
that operate over arbitrarily long blocks (or channel ugesyder to drive either the maximal or average probabdlitie
of error to zero. To illustrate this point, let us recap Sharis point-to-point channel coding theorem [8]. He showed
that up tonC bits can be reliably transmitted overuses of a discrete memoryless channel (DNICasn becomes
large. HereC' = max,,, I(px, W) is termed thecapacityof the channel’. However, this fundamental result for
reliable communication over a noisy channel can be optimiatpractice as there may be system constraints on
the delay in decoding. One can thus ask a slightly differext more challenging question: What is the maximal
rate of transmissio?*(n,¢) as a function of a fixed blocklength and target average error probabili§ This
problem has been studied rather extensively recently.apsrthe most prominent work is that by Polyanskiy, Poor
and Verdu [9] who showed using Gaussian approximationd the Berry-Esseen theorem [10, Ch. XVI.5]) that

R =~ LQ (o) ®
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The constant?” coincides with an operational quantity known as di@annel dispersionlt can be shown that the
channel dispersion is the variance of the log-likelihootioraf the channel and the capacity-achieving output
distribution py~ assuming uniqueness of the capacity-achieving inputilligton px- := argmax, I(p, W). The
term /V/nQ~'(¢) is the rate penalty in the finite blocklength setting. In &eotprominent work, Hayashi [11]
studied the so-called second-order channel coding raiasdn information spectrum perspective. Both [11] and [12]
noted that[(IL) holds verbatim for the additive white Gaussiaise (AWGN) channe[ [13].

In this paper, we ask similar non-asymptotic, dispersientered questions for three multi-user problems: dis-
tributed lossless source coding, also known as the Slap@ah{SW) problem, the multiple-access channel (MAC)
and the asymmetric broadcast channel (ABC). We show thatdtveork analogue of the scalar dispersion quariity
is a positive-semidefinite matri¥ that generally depends on the channel, input distribut@rsources. Our results
are of practical importance due to the ubiquity of commutiscanetworks where numerous users simultaneously
share a data compression system or utilize a common chafimele is also an pressing need to understand the
finite blocklengthbehaviour of such multi-terminal systems since there maldrd constraints on the permissible
number of channel uses, i.e., the delay in decoding. For pkamiven a tolerable average error probability @nd
a blocklengthn, what is the set of achievable rate paif®;, R2) for two non-cooperating parties to communicate
to a common destination? Our results in Secfioh Il for the ®1provide a partial answer (achievability/inner
bound) to this question. As the method of types| [14] is used &y proof technique in this paper, we focus on
discrete memoryless systems but, at various points in therpae will also comment on how our techniques can
be generalized to systems with arbitrary alphabets.

A. Summary of Main Results
There are three main results in this paper:

« For the Slepian-Wolf (SW) problem, we define the, ¢)-optimal rate regionZg, (n,€) as the set of rate
pairs (R, R2) for which there exists a code that guarantees that the erodrapility in reconstructing the
sources does not exceedWe characterizeZd,, (n,e) up to an O(l"i") factor. Furthermore, the implied

constants in th@(b%) terms depend only on the cardinality of the alphabets. Riyugppeaking, our SW
result (Theoreni]l) says thati, (n, €) is the set of rate pair6R;, Ro) satisfying

R H(X1|X>)
Ry | e |H(XX)]| + yi;‘) +0 <10g”> 1, @)
Ry + Ry H(Xy,X>) " "

where the set’(V, ¢) C R?, defined precisely iri{6) and diagrammed in Fig. 1, is a minfi@hsional analogue
of the cumulative distribution function for a zero-mean tivariate Gaussian with covariance matVNkx See
Fig.[2 for a plot of %4y (n, €) ignoring theO(lo%) terms. To prove the direct part of this result, we introduce
a coding scheme based on random binning and empirical gntropsholding and we analyze the error
probability. We argue, by providing a converse proof, thathsa coding scheme is indeed optimal up to the
O(k’%) term. In the course of doing so, we introduce a fundamentahtjty called theentropy dispersion
matrix of px, x,. This is the matrixV that appears in({2). We show that if this matrix is non-siagul
the boundary of%gy, (n,¢€) is, unlike that of the asymptotic SW region,smoothcurve. We demonstrate
numerically how our region compares to the SW region andegtioblem of finite blocklength source coding
with side information both at decodand at the encoders. Importantly, we also derive the effectigpatsion
as a pair of rates approaches a point on the boundary of timepdstic rate region along a line with a specified
gradient. Finally, we conduct some numerical experimaentotmpare the blocklengths predicted by our bounds
in (@) to that of Gallager-style error exponent analysistfeer SW problem[[15],[[16].
The analysis of the coding scheme for the SW problem is based multidimensional Berry-Esseen theo-
rem [17], a Gaussian approximation for the distribution e sum of independent random vectors. We use
this powerful theorem to derive a general result known asvd@or rate redundancy theoremwhich, as we
will see, is applicable to several other network informattbeory problems.

« For the discrete memoryless MAC, we leverage on unified amteqatually simple achievability techniques
to derive an inner bound to the, €)-capacity regiorigy;,~(n, €). We show that this inner bound for a fixed
time-sharing distribution and two fixed input distribut®is, in general, not a pentagon, unlike the traditional



capacity region[[2],[I3]. More precisely, we show that foeske fixed input distributions, if thenformation
dispersion matrix(the mutual information analogue of the entropy dispersimatrix) is full rank, then the
region has a curved boundary. Indeed, the inner bound foM€ is dual to the non-asymptotic SW region
in (Z). We discuss the obstacles to proving a converse thathea the inner bound. We demonstrate using
numerical examples how the non-asymptotic MAC region caepavith the asymptotic MAC region.

« To demonstrate the full utility of our achievability pro&@ahnique, we apply it to derive an inner bound for the
(n, €)-capacity regior’sz(n, €) of the discrete memoryless asymmetric broadcast chanselKaown as the
broadcast channel with degraded message sets). We usepimpasition coding techniquel[5] and a version
of maximum mutual information (MMI) decoding [18] but we dpm more delicate analysis to bound the
error probabilities of the constituent error events. Simib the MAC, we show that an appropriately defined
information dispersion matrix governs the rate at which iomer bound approaches the capacity region first
proved by Korner and Marton [4]. Unfortunately as with thé®] we currently do not have a converse.

B. Related Work

Dispersion or finite blocklength analysis for channel cgdivas studied extensively in the work by Polyanskiy
et al. [9], who introduced new and tight channel coding ratertls and use these bounds to strengthen the results
in the seminal work by Strassen [19]. Baron et al.| [20] focuea the binary symmetric channel and compared
the results to that by Shannon for the AWGN chanhel [13]. Shirte blocklength analysis has promptly been
extended to lossy source coding [21],][22], joint sourcarstel codingl[23], channel coding with states|[24],/ [25],
and infinite constellations [26] among others. The studyhef éffect of finite blocklengths on information theory
problems is also connected to second-order coding rlat@s[Prl, [28] and moderate deviations analysis|[29]+31].

It was noted in[[3R] that the relation ifl(1) may be derived imadternative manner using saddlepoint (or Laplace)
approximations of the random-coding union (RCU) and depgead testing (DT) bounds inl[9]. Dispersion analysis
is complementary to that of traditional error exponent gsial[15], [16], [33], [34]. In the latter, we fix a rate tuple
in the capacity region and ask how rapidly the error prolitgttdiecays as an exponential function of the blocklength.
In the former, the error probability and the blocklength fixed. The spotlight is now shone on achievable rates
at the specified blocklength and error probability. We corapaur dispersion analysis to traditional error exponent
analysis for the SW problem.

The problem of SW coding in the finite blocklength, fixed erpwobability setting was discussed by Baron et
al. [35], Sarvotham et all_[36] and He et al. [37]. Howeverftiese works, the authors considered a single source
X to be compressed and (non-coded) side informakigravailable only at the decoder. Thus; is neither coded
nor estimated. They showed that a scalar dispersion guajtiterns the second-order coding rate. He etlal. [37]
also analyzed a variable-length variant of the SW problenh sltrowed that the dispersion is, in general, smaller
than in the fixed-length setting. Due to the duality betwed®v &ding and channel coding, this variable-length
dispersion shown to be similar to that for channel coding f4rvotham et all [38] considered the SW problem
with two sources to be compressed but limited their settinthé case the sources are binary and symmetric. They
demonstrated a result analogous|tol [35]. The three contgran the individual rate®;, R, and the sum rate
R; + R, are decoupled when the sources are binary and symmetriglaSiconclusions were made by Chang
and Sahai[39] from an error exponent perspective. Our werlegplizes their setting in that we consiadrfinite
alphabet sources witultiple encoders. We discuss further connections in Seclions]|ikB#VI-A4.

To the best of the authors’ knowledge, the SW problem is thg metwork information theory problem in which
second-order coding rates and/or finite blocklength behasihave been studied and published. Through personal
communication with Prof. Pierre Moulin (UIUC) [40], the &ots also came to know that Prof. Moulin has been
working concurrently on finite blocklength analysis for thi&\C.

C. Paper Organization

This paper is organized as follows: In the following subsegtwe introduce our notation. In Sectioh Il, we present
our finite blocklength results for the problem of distribditessless source coding (the SW problem). Following that
in Sectiong Il and’1V, we present our inner bounds for the M&@ ABC respectively. The organization within
each of SectionslI[=IV is common: We first remind the readeexibting asymptotic results. Then we provide
precise definitions for the problem at hand. We then statdiniite blocklength theorem and finally we discuss the



implications of the theorem. In Sectiéd V, we discuss theafbf approaching a specific point on the asymptotic
capacity region from a specified angle. We also compute tieetefe dispersion. In Sectidn VI, we present several
numerical examples to illustrate our finite blocklengthioeg for the SW problem and the MAC. We conclude our
discussion and suggest avenues for further research iroS8B4t] Most of the proofs are presented in Section VI
where start by presenting a general result known as the et redundancy theorem. We subsequently apply it
in the achievability proofs for the SW problem, the MAC ane thBC. Proofs of auxiliary results are relegated
to the appendices.

D. Notation

Throughout the paper, we adopt the following set of notatRandom variables and the values they take on
will be denoted by upper case (e.) and lower case (e.gz) respectively. Random vectors will be denoted by
upper case bold font or with a superscript indicating itgtane.g., X or X" = (X, ..., X,)). Their realizations
will be denoted by lower case bold font or with a superscrgy(x or 2™ = (z1,...,x,)). Matrices will also
be denoted by upper case bold font (ell); this should hopefully cause no confusion with random eext
The notationM” denotes the transpose B. The notationsM = 0 and M > 0 mean thatM is (symmetric)
positive-definite and positive-semidefinite respectivéty addition, A\, (M) and Ay, (M) denote, respectively,
the minimum and maximum eigenvaluesNd. The (4, j) element ofM is denoted agM]; ;. For a vectow € R,
Ivllg = (Zt | lve|9)'/ designates thé, norm for ¢ € [1,00]. The notationl denotes the vector of all ones;
the length will be clear from the context For two vectarsv € R%, the notationu < v meansu; < v, for all
t =1,...,d. The notationu > v is defined similarly. Sets and events will be denoted by grafhic font (e.g.,
X). The complement of is denoted ag*. Subsets of Euclidean space will be denoted by script fogt,(€).

Types (empirical distributions) will be denoted by uppesede.g..P) and distributions by lower case (e.g),
The set of distributions supported on a finite gétand the set of:-types supported oX’ will be denoted by
2 (X) and &, (X) respectively. For a sequene& € X", the type is denoted aB,.. The set of all sequences
whose type is somé& is denoted a§p = 7/, the type class. The superscripis suppressed throughout. For two
sequences” € X" y" € Y, the conditional type of/” given z" is the stochastic matri¥” : X — ) satisfying
Pyn(a)V(bla) = Pyn yn(a,b) for all (a,b) € X x ). The set ofy”™ with conditional typel’ given z™ is denoted
by Tv(z") = T (x ") the V-shell of z™. The family of stochastic matrice® : X — Y for which the V-shell
Tv(z™) of a sequence” of type P € &, (X) is not empty is denoted ag,(); P) [14, Sec. 2.5]. In other words,
V e 7,(Y; P) if and only if nP(a)V (bla) is an integer for alla,b) € X x Y.

Entropy and conditional entropy are denoted/&6X) = H(px) and H(Y|X) = H(py|x|px) respectively.
Mutual information is denoted a§ X;Y') = I(px, py|x ). We often times make the dependence on the distribution
explicit. Let z",y" be a pair of sequences for which th& has conditional typé/ given z" and let X and
Y be dummy random variables with joint distributidf.. ,». Then, the notationd? (z") = H(P,») = H(X)
and H (y"|2") = H(V|P,) = H(Y|X) denote, respectlvely, the empirical marginal and conaéicentropies
respectively. Note that empirical information quantitigdl generally be denoted with hats. So for example, the
empirical mutual information of the random variabl€sY above will be denoted interchangeablyf&s” AY™) =
I(Py, V) = I(X;Y). Empirical conditional mutual information is defined sialy.

The multivariate Gaussian probability density functiotthreanm and covariance is denoted agV'(u; m, A)
or more simply as\V'(m, A). For a standard univariate Gaussi&fu;0, 1), the cumulative distribution function
and Q-function are defined a®(z) := [*__ N (u;0,1)du and Q(z) := 1 — ®(z) respectively. The functional
inverse of theQ-function is denoted aQ ( ). The Bernoulli random variabl& ~ Bern(q) if P(X = 1) = ¢
andP(X = 0) =1 — ¢. Logarithms are to the base 2 (except when specifically &ditin Sectiof V). We also
use the discrete interval notatig2"?] := {1,..., [2"%]}. Asymptotic notation such ag(-),O(-) and©(-) is
used throughout. Sek 41, Sec. 1.3] for definitions.

II. DISPERSION OFDISTRIBUTED LOSSLESSSOURCE CODING

Distributed lossless source coding consistseparatelyencoding two (or more) correlated sourges’, X7') ~
[Ti_, px, X, (z1k, Tox) into & pair of rate-limited messagés/y, Ms) € [2"F1] x [272]. Subsequently, given these
compressed versions of the sources, a decoder seeks tstreodX (', X3 ). One of the most remarkable results
in information theory, proved by Slepian and Wolf in 1973, [Zlates that the set of achievable rate péits, R,)



is asymptotically equal to that when each of the encoders@&sgiven knowledge of the other source, i.e., encoder
1 knows X3 and vice versa. The optimal rate regigfg,, is given by the polyhedron

Ry > H(X1|X>)
Ry > H(Xs|X1)
Ry + Ry > H(X1, Xa). 3)

As with most other statements in information thedryl[14]s tresult is asymptotic in nature. In this section, we
analyze the finite blocklength limits of distributed losslesource coding, which is also known as the SW problem.
We will focus on the two-sender case. Generalizations wilhtout to be straightforward. A two-sender SW
code is characterized by four parameters; iteeklengthn, the ratesof the first and second sourcéB;, R2) and

the probability of error defined as
P = P((X}, X}) # (X7, X3)), (4)

where X7 and X7 are the reconstructed versions &f' and X} respectively. Traditionally, we require the error
probability Pe(”) — 0 as the blocklengtln — oo. In this section (as with the rest of this paper), we fix the
blocklengthn and require the code to be such thlai") < e. We then ask what the set of achievable pairs
of rates as a function ofn, ¢) is. A more challenging task would be to consider constituembr probabilities
P(Xf” # X7, P(Xgl # X3') and Pe(") and place three different upper boundse; andes on these probabilities.
We choose to consider the single compound error probaluilifd]) for simplicity. Our main result in this section
is a characterization of thé, ¢)-optimal rate region up to a smal)(lo%) factor. The implied constants in the
O(-)-notation are also specified. The main technical tool thatse in our proofs is a multidimensional version
of the Berry-Esséen theorem developed by Bentkus [17F Ehstated as Theordm 6 in Section VIII. We start with
definitions followed by the statement of the theorem. We tliscuss the implications of the result. The proof of
the main theorem is provided in Section VIII-B.

A. Definitions

Let (X1, X2, px, x,(x1,22)) be a discrete memoryless multiple source (DMMS). This mehats( X', X7') ~
[Ti—; px..x,(x1k, x2x), 1.€., the source is independent and identically distetui.i.d.). We remind the reader that
the alphabetst;, X, are finite. We also assume throughout that x,(x1,z2) > 0 for every (z1,z2) € X} x As.

Definition 1. An (n, 2" 22 ¢)-SW codeconsists of two encoder;,, : X" — M; = [2"],j = 1,2,
and a decoderp, : M; x My — X' x X3 such that the the error probability i) with (X7, X7) :=
on(fin(XT), f2,(X5)) does not exceed Thecompression rateare defined in the usual way as
log |IM;
R; = log |M;] (5)

n

Definition 2. A rate pair (Ry, Rs) is (n, €)-achievabldf there exists ar(n, 2% 27 ¢)-SW code for the DMMS
px..x, (1, 22). The(n,e)-optimal rate regioZy, (n, ) C R? is the set of all(n, ¢)-achievable rate pairs.

Traditionally, optimal rate regions are defined with an #ddal closure operation [1]. However, as our analysis
is on the finite blocklength setting, we do not take the clesarDefinition[2.

For a positive-semidefinite symmetric matVx € R4*<, let the random vectdZ ~ N (0, V). Note that\/(0, V)
is a degenerate Gaussianwfis singular. Ifrank(V) = r < d, all the probability mass of(u) = N (u;0,V) lies
in a subspace of dimensionin R¢. Define the set

S (V,e)={zcR*:P(Z<z)>1—¢} (6)

Note that¥(V,e) C R? is well-defined even iV is singular. Furthermore? (V,€') C .#(V,¢) if ¢ < e. This set
is analogous to the (inverse) cumulative distribution fiorcof a zero-mean Gaussian with covariance mayfix
Indeed, the probability i {6) can be written outR&Z < z) = [ [* [* AN(u;0,V)du. If e <1, 7(V,e)

is a convex, unbounded set in the positive orthanRi The boundary of#(V,¢) is smooth if V is positive-
definite. We shall see that this set scaledﬁy, namely%Y(V, €), plays an important role in specification of
the (n, ¢)-optimal rate region. This set is diagrammed in two dimemsiffor ease of visualization) in Figl 1. We
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Fig. 1. The boundaries of the regi%y/(V, e) for different valuesn, e and'V. On the left plot,V = [1 0.01;0.01 1] (small condition
number) and on the righty = [1 0.96;0.96 1] (large condition number). The region%y(V@ lie to the top right corner of the
boundaries.”(V, ¢) defined in[() is a subset &® but in the figures, we only illustrate the projection of the isetwo dimensions.

note that the boundaries are indeed curved due to the factMha 0. Note that as: increases to infinity oe
increases towards/2, the boundaries are translated closer to the horizontalvartttal axes. Also observe that as
the condition numbrV increases, i.eY tends towards being singular, the corners of the curvesrbeésharper”

(or “less rounded”). Indeed, in the limiting case wh¥nhas rank one, the support pfu) = N (u;0,V) belongs

to a subspace of dimension one. In this case, the/§&(, ¢) is an axis-aligned, unbounded rectangle (a cuboid in
higher dimensions). See further discussions in Settid?lI-

Definition 3. Theentropy density vectois defined as

—log px,|x, (X1|X2)
h(X1, X3) := | —logpx,|x, (X2|X1) | - (7)
_1ngX1,X2(X17X2)
The mean of the entropy density vector is the vector of ergsp.e.,
H(X1|X2)
E[h(X1, Xo)] = H(px, x,) == | H(X2[X1) | . 8)
H(X1,X>)

Definition 4. Theentropy dispersion matri¥ (px, x,) is the covariance matrix of the random veclofX, X»)
i.e.,
V(px,.x,) = Cov(h(Xy, X)). 9)

We abbreviate the deterministic quantitiépx, x,) € R* andV (px, x,) = 0 asH andV respectively. Observe
that V is an analogue of the scalar dispersion quantities that paireed attention in recent years [2], [21]-[23].
We will find it convenient, in this and following sections, tizfine the non-negativete vectorR € R? as

R = Ry . (10)

Definition 5. Define the region#;,(n, ) C R? to be the set of rate pairéR;, Ry) that satisfy

vlogn

ReH+——7(V,e)+ 1, (11)

vn

'Recall that thecondition numberof V is the ratio of its maximum to minimum eigenvalues, i@nd(V) = Amax (V) /Amin(V).



wherev := ||| X,| + 1. Also define the regiot,..(n, ¢) C R? to be the set of rate pairR;, Rz) that satisfy

1 logn
ReH+ —9(V,e) —
cH+ \/ﬁy( ,€) -
An illustration of the regions, disregarding tkie(lo%) factors, is provided in Fid.12. Also see FIg. 3 for how
the regions vary witln ande.

1. (12)

B. Main Result and Interpretation
Theorem 1 (Finite Blocklength Slepian-Wolf Region)et e € (0,1). The (n, ¢)-optimal rate regionZg, (n, €)
satisfies

%in(na 6) C ‘%ékW(nﬂ 6) C ‘@Out (n7 6) (13)

for all n sufficiently large.

The proof is provided in Sectidn VII[IB. Several aspectshd tegion are studied numerically in Section MI-A.

1) Discussion of Theorelm Tthe direct part of Theoren 1 is proved using the usual randamirg argument[7],
[42] together with a multidimensional Berry-Esseen tle@oi[17]. The latter allows us to prove an important vector
rate redundancy theorem (TheorEn 5). This theorem is aregyproof technique — it is also used to prove the
direct parts of the analogous results for the multiple-as@nd broadcast channels. The decoder is a modification
of a minimum empirical entropy_[14] decoding rule. More psety, we require the three empirical entropies
H(X7?|Xp), H(XY|X?) and H(X7, X}) to bejointly smaller than some perturbed rate ved®r- 6,1, where
6, = O(2%). By Taylor's theorem, it can be seen that the empirical gmytreector behaves like a multivariate
Gaussian with mealI and covarianc&/, explaining the presence of these terms[in (11) (12).conmeerse
is proved by leveraging on an information spectrum theorgrilén [43]. Theorenmi]l extends naturally to the case
where there are more than two senders.

By examiningZi, (n, €) and Zou:(n, €), it can be seen that we have characterized(the)-optimal rate region
up to anO(k’%) factor. This residual is a consequence of (i) loss in unaledecoding for the direct part and
(i) the residual (approximation) terms resulting from thee of the multidimensional Berry-Esseen theorem [17]
to approximate the distribution of a sum of i.i.d. randomtees with a multivariate Gaussian. In Sectlon VII[iB3,
we suggest a maximum-likelihood-baséd![15], non-uniMedsaoding rule (i.e., one that assumes knowledge of
the source statisticsy, x,) in which the symmetry between the direct and converse fateme apparent. Also
see the symmetry in_[43, Lemmas 7.2.1-2].

Roughly speaking, thén, ¢)-rate region approaches the SW regidh [7] at a raté)%). This follows from
the multidimensional central limit theorem. Thedundancyof the SW problem where there are two sources to be
coded and estimated is characterized by theﬁeﬁ(v, ¢) shown in Fig[l. The boundary of this set represents
the three rates needed to hddedon to the entropied? (X;|X2), H(X2|X1) and H(X;, X2) if one desires to
operate in the finite blocklength setting. Thiesdundancy se%&’(v, ¢) also governs the interaction among the

two senders. Somewhat unexpectedlyyif- 0, which is true for almost all finite alphabet sourfebe (n,€)-rate
region is not-polyhedral. Note that the SW regigii;, given in [3), is polyhedral.

2) Singular Entropy Dispersion MatricesiVhat are the implications of th@:, ¢)-SW region for singulaiV’s?
Note that Theoreml1 holds regardless of whetNeis singular or positive-definite (but not for the trivial eas
whereV = 0 so we assume throughout thaink(V) > 1). Sources for whichV is singular include those which
are (i) independent, i.e(X;; X2) = 0, (ii) either X; or X5 is uniform over their alphabets. It is easy to see
why I(X;; X2) = 0 results in a singulaV — this is because the third entry in the entropy density vest@a
linear combination of the first two. Thu¥ loses rank. Case (ii) was analyzed by Sarvotham et al. [3&revh
X1, X5 € Fo, X; ~ Bern(3), Xo = X1®N with N ~ Bern(a), o € (0, 3). The pair of random variables;, X»)
is the so-calledliscrete symmetric binary sour¢@SBS) with crossover probability. For the DSBS, Theorem 1
in [38] asserts that thén, €)-optimal rate region is (up to terms (1//n))

R > H—|—\/§Q_1(e)1, (14)

2If the entries of the matripx, x,(z1,z2) are chosen according to a distribution which is absolutelgtiouous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure and subsequently normalized to sum {0 tineih P(rank(V (px,,x,) = 3) = 1.




whereV, is a scalar entropy dispersion [to be specified preciseH)]( Thus, the three inequalities atecoupled
In contrast, in Theorerl 1, we showed that thee)-optimal rate region for general DMMSes is such that the
constraints onky, Re and Ry + R» are coupledthrough the set” (V).

Let us relate[(14) to our Theordm 1. For the DSBS, it can bdigdithatrank(V) = 1 and thatfV is a scalar multi-
ple of the all ones matrix, i.eV = V, 1353 whereV,, = Var(—log px,|x,(X1]/X2)) = Var(—log px,|x, (X2|X1)) =
Var(—logpx, x,(X1,X2)). Intuitively, this is because there is only odegree of freedorim a DSBS with crossover
probability «. The parameteV,, is exactly the scalar dispersion in_{14). In fact, it can blewated in closed-form
for the DSBS with crossover probability as

Vo =a(l - a) [log<1_a>r. (15)

a

For this source, sinceank(V) = 1, all the probability mass of the degenerate Gausaidf, V) lies in a subspace
of dimension one. Therefore, it is easy to see thgfV, ¢) defined in [[6) degenerates to the axis-aligned cuboid

S (V,e)={zeR>:2>/V,Q ()1} (16)

The quantity,/V,,/n Q~!(e) is therate redundancy35]-[38] for fixed-length SW coding in the finite blocklegt
regime for a DSBS. In this case, witlf (V , €) as in [16), the inner and outer bounds of thee)-optimal rate region
degenerate td_(14). Thus the fixed-length results in [38}H8e special cases of our general result. This argument
for singular dispersion matrices can be formalized and weal the latter half of the proof of Theorem 5.

I1l. DISPERSION OF THEMULTIPLE-ACCESSCHANNEL

The multiple-access channel or MAC is the channel coding tluaghe Slepian-Wolf problem described in
Sectiorl]l [14, Sec. 3.2]. The MAC model has found numeroysdiegtions, especially in wireless communications
where multiple parities would like to communicate to a singhse station reliably. For a MAC, there are two (or
more) independent messagds ¢ [2"%1] and M, € [2"2]. The two messages, which are uniformly distributed over
their respective message sets, separatelyencoded into sequence codewords € AT and X3 € A3 respectively.
These codewords are the inputs to a discrete memorylesgplatdtcess channel (DM-MAC) : X x Xp — ).
The decoder receives™ from the output of the DM-MAC and provides estimates of thessages\/; and M, or
declares that a decoding error has occurred. It is usualiiratbto send both messagetiably, that is, to ensure
that the average probability of error

P = P({My # My} U {My # My}) 7)
tends to zero as — oo. The set of achievable rates, or tbapacity regionéy; ., is given by

Ry <I(X1;Y|X2,Q)
Ry < I(X2;Y[X1,Q)
Ry + Ry < I(X1,X2;Y|Q) (18)

for somepg, px, o andpx,|o and|Q| < 2. This asymptotic result was proved independently by AhtivgZ] and
Liao [3] and can be written in an alternative form which invesd taking the convex hull instead of the introduction
of the auxiliary time-sharing variabl@. Seel[1] for further discussions. A somewhat surprisingltés the theory

of MACs, which differs from point-to-point channel codinig, that the capacity region for average probability of
error is strictly larger than that for maximal probability error [44]. We emphasize that we focus on the average
probability of error defined in[{17) throughout. Note thatwveish the SW case, we can considlé(]\?[l # M),
P(M2 # M) and Pe(") separately and place upper bounds on each of these cons#uer probabilities but, for
simplicity, we consider onI;Pe(") in (17).

In this section, we ask what the finite blocklength analogtithe region in [(1B) is. More precisely, we fix a
blocklengthn and a tolerable average error probabiktyWe then attempt to find the set of achievable rate pairs
as a function of(n, e). We call this the(n, ¢)-capacity region and denote it k%, ~(n,€). Our main result in
this section is the derivation of an inner bounddg ,~(n, €). In other words, we propose a coding and decoding



procedure over a finite block of symbols of lengttihat satisfiesPO(") < e. Our coding scheme is the coded time-
sharing procedure by Han and Kobayashi [45]. The decodihgree is similar to MMI decoding [18]. However,
the error probability analysis is rather different.

As with the SW region, note that the capacity regior(id (18 @lyhedron (in fact a pentagon) for a given set of
time-sharing and input distributions,, px, o andpx,|o- While we currently do not have a full characterization of
the (n, €)-capacity region and proving a converse appears to be diffiwa remark that, somewhat surprisingly, the
boundary of the inner bound for fixed), px, | andpy,|q is curvedif the so-called information dispersion matrix,
to be defined in[(24), is non-singular. This is likened to thee)-SW region (Theoreril1) and the information
dispersion matrix is analogous to the entropy dispersiotrimndefined in [(9) for the SW problem. As in the SW
case, the main tool that we use is a multidimensional versfdhe Berry-Esseen theorem [17] and the vector rate
redundancy theorem (Theorém 5). We focus on the two-serad&r. Generalizations to more than two senders are
straightforward. We begin with definitions then state thémmasult. We also provide some hints on how a possible
converse theorem could be proved after the main achietsab#isult is stated.

A. Definitions
Let (X1, X2, W,Y) be a DM-MAC, i.e., for any input codeword sequenegsc X" andz} € X7,

Wy ot a8) = [T W ol o). (19)
k=1
Definition 6. An (n, 2% 2nfz ¢)-code for the DM-MAC (X}, X5, W,)) consists of two encoderf,, : M; =
[2nfi] — X¢,j = 1,2, and a decoderp,, : Y" — M; x My such that the average error probability defined in
(@7) does not excged Note that the outputs of the encoders &se,(1/;),j = 1,2 and the output of the decoder
are the estimate$M;, Ms) = ¢, (Y"™). Thecoding ratesare defined in the usual way as (B).

Definition 7. A rate pair (Ry, Ry) is (n, ¢)-achievablef there exists an(n, 27 2n%: ¢)-code for the DM-MAC
(X1, Xo, W, Y). The (n, €)-capacity regioriéy;o(n, €) C R? is the set of all(n, ¢)-achievable rate pairs.

Again traditionally, capacity regions are defined with amliidnal closure operatiori [1]. However, as we are
analyzing the finite blocklength regime, we refrain fromrdpso. Also, in contrast to the asymptotic setting, it is not
obvious thatéy; ,(n, €) is convex. The usual Time Sharing argument [14, Lemma 3-22hat the juxtaposition
of two good multiple-access codes leads to a good but longde e— does not hold because the blocklength is
constrained to be a fixed integerso juxtaposition is not allowed. Fix a triple of distribut®pq(q), px,|o(z1lq)
andpx,|g(72|q). Given the channelV’, these distributions induce the following output conditibdistributions

PY|X.,Q(Yl72, q) == ZPX1|Q(331|Q)W(Z/|$1,$2) (20)
pyioWlq) == Z Px.10(T1|9)px, 0 (T2l W (y|21, T2). (21)

The output conditional distributiopy-| x,  is defined similarly topy|x, o with 1 replaced by2 and vice versa.

Definition 8. Theinformation density vectois defined as

log[W (Y[ X1, X2)/py|x,,0(Y|X2, Q)]
i(Q, X1, X2,Y) := |log[W(Y]X1, X2)/py|x,,0(YIX1,Q)]| . (22)
log[W (Y| X1, X2)/pyo(YQ)]
where the distributiongy | x, o, Py|x,,q@ andpy|o are defined in20)+21). The random variable$Q, X1, X»,Y")
have joint distributionpgpx, |oPx,|QW -

Observe that the expectation of the information densitytarewith respect togpx, |orx,|oW is the vector of
mutual information quantities in_(18), i.e.,

I(X1;Y|X2,Q)

E[i(Q7X17X2>Y)] = I(vale\vaXg\va) = I(X21Y|X17Q) . (23)
I(X1, X2;Y|Q)
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Definition 9. The information dispersion matri¥ (pg, px,|g; Px,|@, W) is the covariance matrix of the random
vectori(@, X1, X9,Y) i.e.,
V(vale\vaXﬂQv W) = COV(i(Q, X1> X27 Y)) (24)
If there is no risk of confusion, we abbreviate the deterstiaivectorI(pg, px,|@:Px,|Q: W) € R3 and the
deterministic matrixV(pq, px, |, Px,|@: W) = 0 asI and V respectively. We assume throughout that the channel

and the input distributions are such thatk(V) > 1, i.e., V is not the all-zeros matrix. Recall the definition of
the rate vectoR = [Ry, Rz, Ry + R»]" in (A0).

Definition 10. Given triple of input distributiongpg, px, |, Px,|@), define the regiot’?(n, ¢;pq, px, |, Px.|Q) C
R? to be the set of rate pairéR;, Ry) that satisfy

vlogn

Rel— ——7(V,e) — 1, (25)
n

\/_
wherev := | Q|| ||X2]|Y] + 1. HereI := I(pg, px, |0, Px.|0,. W) and V := V(pq, px, |0, Px,|q, W) and the set
S (V,e) C R? is defined in(B).

B. Main Result and Interpretation

Theorem 2 (Inner Bound to Finite Blocklength DM-MAC Capacity Regiorbet e € (0,1). The (n, €)-capacity
region 6y, (n, €) for the DM-MAC satisfies

U ‘%(7% 67pQ7pX1‘Q7pX2‘Q) C CgI\jIAC(nJ 6) (26)
PQ:Px11Q:PX2|Q
for all »n sufficiently large. Furthermore, the union oves can be restricted to those discrete distributions with
supportQ whose cardinality Q| < 9.

This theorem is proved in Sectién VIIIIC. The bounds on azatiiy can be proved using the support lemia [14,
Theorem 3.4]. See Sectign VIII-C2. The inner bound is illated for various:’s ande’s in Fig.[8. It is relatively
straightforward to extend the result to the case where tisesecost constraint on the codewords, i.e.,

% D Aj(ar(my)) < Ty, (27)
k=1

for j = 1,2 and all (m1,mz) € M; x My. We omit the statement and proof. In Section VII[}C3, we canin
on how the coding scheme can be modified to deal with channitisarbitrary input and output alphabets at the
cost of universality in decoding.

From [25), we see that the inner bound to thee)-capacity regionsy;,(n,e) approaches the usual MAC
region [18) at a rate oﬂ(ﬁ) for fixed input distributions. Unsurprisingly, this rate @& consequence of the

multidimensional central limit theorem. Thredundancy se%&’(v, ¢) which manifests itself in[(25) is exactly
the loss in rate to the three mutual information quantitieqd8) one must incur when operating in the finite
blocklength setting with average error probability

For the proof of Theorerm] 2, we use the coded time-sharingnsehrtroduced by Han and Kobayashi in their
seminal work on interference channels|[45]. The decodieg,showever, is novel and is a modification of the
maximum mutual information (MMI) decoding rule [14], [18This MMI-decoding step allows us to define a new
notion of typicality for empirical mutual information quaties. Interestingly, the error event that contributeshe
e probability of error is the one in which the transmitted paficodewords:} (m1), 24 (mz2) is not jointly typical (in
a refined sense of typicality) with the output of the chanyfe(and a time-sharing sequeng®. The probabilities
of the other error events — that there exists another codkyeantly typical with the output — can be shown to
be vanishingly small relative te. Intuitively, this is because we are operating close to tbenolaries of the rate
region for given input distributions, i.e., at very highaat The sphere-packing argument!|[14],1[33].] [46] implies
that the dominant (typical) error events at high rates arthefform where a large number of incorrect codewords
are jointly typical with the transmitted one, i.e., what ey calls Type | error [46]. Thus, the probability of error
is dominated by an atypically large noise event and expimgatoes not improve the exponents.
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A converse (outer bound t6y;,~(n, €)) has unfortunately remained elusive. To the best of theaasttknowl-
edge, there are three strong converse proof techniquetdoaverage probability of error of the DM-MAC. The
first is by Han [483, Lemma 7.10.2] [47, Lemma 4] and is basedrdariation spectrum ideas. Applying it is
difficult because the specified input distributigns: , px; are the Fano-distributions on the codewcﬁdﬁncepxjn
does not decompose into independent factors, the BergelBstheorem is not directly applicable. The second is
by Dueck [48] who used the blowing-up lemmia [14, Sec. 1.5]e Third and most promising technique is by
Ahlswede [49] who built on Dueck’s work [48]. Ahlswede firgi@ies Augustin’s strong converse for DMCs [50]
to the so-called Farfedistributiofl which factorizes. Then, he obtains a region that resemhkesapacity region
for the DM-MAC. Finally, he utilizes awringing technigue to remove (owring ou) the dependence between
X7 and X,. Unfortunately, it appears that the use of both the blowipglemma and the wringing technique
results in estimates of an outer bound that are too loose tohnb.eO(in) dispersion term in the inner bound
in Theoren{ 2. Another major obstacle to proving a finite blength-style converse is the need to introduce the
time-sharing variable&) or the convex hull operation judiciously. Hence, we beli¢ivat genuinely new strong
converse techniques for the DM-MAC (and other multi-usebfgms) have to be developed to prove a tight outer
bound that matches (or approximately matches) our innendhou

IV. DISPERSION OF THEASYMMETRIC BROADCAST CHANNEL

We now turn our attention to the broadcast chanhel [5], wh&lanother fundamental problem in network
information theory. Despite more than 40 years of resedhehcapacity region has resisted attempts at proof. One
special instance in which the capacity is known is the sedasymmetric broadcast channet ABC [4], [14].

The ABC is also known as the broadcast channel wigraded message sels fact, the analysis in this section
applies to the general broadcast channel. We focus on the fABC€oncreteness.

In the ABC problem, there are two independent messades [2"%:] and M, € [2"#:] at the sender. These
two messages, which are uniformly distributed over thesipeetive message sets, are encoded into a codeword
X" e X". These codewords are then the inputs to a discrete memsggsnmetric broadcast channel (DM-ABC)
W X — V) x V,. Decoder 1 receive®]" and estimatedoth messaged/; and M,, while decoder 2 receives
Yy" and estimatesnly M,. Let the estimates of the messages at decoder 1 be denotéﬂlaﬂg) and let the
estimate of message 2 at decoder 2 be denoted,asThe average error probability is defined as

P = P({M; # My} U{Ms # Mo} U {M; # Ms}), (28)

Note that the error error event above corresponds to racgéinvet decoding either message correctiyreceiver 2
not decoding her intended messdge correctly. An alternative formulation, which turns out te imore challenging,
would be to define average probabilities of error for reaelvand receiver 2 and to pdifferentupper bounds on
these error probabilities.

Returning to our setup, it usually is desired to eré”), defined in[(ZB), to zero as the blocklength— oc.
The set of achievable rate paif&;, R2) first derived by Kodrner and Marton[[4] is then given by theioeg

Ry < I(X;11|U)
Ry < I(U;Y2)
Ri+ Ry < I(X;Y7) (29)

for somepy, x (u, x) where|d| < |X|+1, i.e.,U — X — (Y7, Y>) form a Markov chain in that order. The proof for
the direct part uses the superposition coding techniqueTfad auxiliary variabld/ basically plays the role of the
cloud center while the input random variab{e plays the role of a satellite codeword centered at the clander
U. A weak converse can be proved using the Csiszar-sumiigg¢il For a strong converse, see [14, Sec 3.3] or
the original work by Korner and Marton|[4].

In this section, we again depart from the traditional asyftiptsetting. More specifically, we fix a (finite)
blocklengthn and a tolerable upper bound on the average error probainil@8), saye. We attempt to characterize
the so-calledn, €)-capacity regiorig;-(n,¢€), i.e., the set of(n, €)-achievable rate pair§R,, Ry) for the ABC

Given DM-MAC codebook&’; := {z}(m;) : m; € M;},j = 1,2, the Fano-distributionpx» is the uniform distribution ove€;.
“The Fano' -distribution is pxr = [Ty px;,, With px;, (a) := M7 H{my : x5 (my) = a}| for all a € X;.
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W. As with the DM-MAC, a rate pai( R, R2) is said to be(n, €)-achievable for the ABOV if there exists a
code, i.e., an encoder and two decoders operating on bldcggntbols of lengthn for which PO(") < €. Precise
definitions will be provided in Sectidn IV4A.

We show in this section that the tools we have developed forcedihg and the MAC, such as the vector rate
redundancy theorem, are versatile enough for us to provide@er bound to¢; ;- (n,€). Our coding scheme
is based on superposition coding [5] but the analysis is sdraedifferent and uses a variant of MMI-decoding.
Like the DM-MAC, all three inequalities that characterizes tcapacity region in (29) are “coupled” through an
information dispersion matrix for a given input distribaripy; x. Thus, the main result in this section is conceptually
very similar to that for the DM-MAC. And as with the DM-MAC, wdo not yet have an outer bound for this
problem but we note that strong converses for this problaraeailable[[4],[[51]. We start with relevant definitions.

A. Definitions
Let (X, W,),)s) be a 2-receiver DM-ABC. That is given an input codeword seqgee™ ¢ X",

W™yt ysl2") = TT W Yk yorlor)- (30)
k=1
We will use the notationd¥; and W, to denote the),;- and )»-marginal of W respectively, i.e. Wi (y1|z) :=
>y, W(y1, y2|z) and similarly forWs(ys|x).

Definition 11. An (n, 2" 27%2 ¢)-code for the DM-ABC(X, W, )1, )) consists of one encodg, : My x Mo =
[2nfi] x [2nf2] — A7, and two decoders; ,, : VP — M; x My and ¢a,, : VI — My such that the average
error probability defined in(28) does not exceed Note that the output of the encoder fs(M;, Ms) and the
output of the decoders are the estima(té%l, ]\2/2) = ¢1,(Y]") and My = 2.0 (Y5"). Thecoding ratesare defined
in the usual way as irf5).

Definition 12. A rate pair (Ry, R2) is (n, ¢)-achievabldf there exists ar(n, 2" 2" ¢)-code for the DM-ABC
(X, W, V1,)s). The(n,e)-capacity regioré;z-(n,€) C R? is the set of all(n, ¢)-achievable rate pairs.

Fix an input distributiornpy, x € (U x X) where the auxiliary random variablé takes values on some finite
set!/. Given the channelV” and input distributiorpy; x, the following distributions are defined as:

py,u(ilu) = Wi (y;l)pxw (elw), (31)
py,(yj) = > Wilylo)px(z),  j=1,2 (32)

Definition 13. Theinformation density vectofor the ABC is defined as

log[W1 (Y1]X) /py, v (Y1|U)]
i(Uv X’ Ylvyé) = log[ng|U(Y2’U)/pY2(Y2)] . (33)
log[W1(Y1]X1)/py, (Y1)]

where the distributiongpy, 7, py;, Py, |, Py, are defined in(31) and (32) respectively. The random variables
(U, X, Y1,Y3) have joint distributionpy, x V.

Observe that the expectation of the information densitytorewith respect topy, x W is the vector of mutual
information quantities, i.e.,

I(X;1|U)
ELi(U,X,Y1,Y2)] =1(pu,x,W) = | I(U;Y2) |. (34)
I(X; Y1)
Definition 14. The information dispersion matri®V (py x, W) is the covariance matrix of the random vector
i(U,X,Yl,Yg) ie.,
V(py.x, W) = Cov(i(U, X, Y1, Y2)). (35)
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As with the SW and MAC cases, we usually abbrevilie, x, W) and V(py x, W) asI and 'V respectively.
We will again use the definition of the rate veclr= [R;, Ry, Ry + Ry|T in (@0).

Definition 15. Given an input distributiorpy, x, define the regioZ(n, ¢; py,x) C R? to be the set of rate pairs

(R1, R9) that satisfy
1 vlogn
I-—9(V,e)— ——1 36
Re \/EY( ,€) - , (36)
wherev = ||| X| max{|J1],|V2|} + 1. HereI := I(py x, W) and V := V(py x, W) and the set”(V,e) C R?
is defined in(g).

B. Main Result and Interpretation

Theorem 3 (Inner Bound to Finite Blocklength DM-ABC Capacity Regioret e € (0,1). The (n, €)-capacity
region ¢xp(n, €) for the DM-ABC satisfies

U H(n,e;pux) C Capc(n,e) (37)
pbu,px|u
for all n sufficiently large. Furthermore, the union oveg can be restricted to those discrete distributions with
support/ whose cardinalityl/| < |X| + 6.

The proof of this result can be found in Sectlon VIII-D.

Conceptually, this result is very similar to that for the DWAC. The reason for its inclusion in this paper is to
demonstrate that the proof techniques we have developeddnergeneral and widely applicable to many network
information theory problems, including problems whoseazty regions involve auxiliary random variables. Indeed,
it is easy to apply our vector rate redundancy theorem toemf¥inite blocklength analogue of the inner bound
to the (n, €)-capacity region of the discrete memoryless interferef@apel (DM-IC) [45], [52]. However, for the
DM-IC, there is an additional Fourier-Motzkin step to elivate the common and private message rates. This step
can indeed be done for deriving the finite blocklength inneurid.

Loosely speaking, for the DM-ABC and for a fixgg x, the inner bound approaches to the capacity region in
(29) at a rate oD(\/lﬁ) as prescribed by the multidimensional central limit theor&@he redundancy set is, as per
the DM-MAC, ﬁy(v, ¢). It would be interesting to extend the above result to desivimite blocklength version
of Marton’s inner bound [53]/[54], which is the best (largdaner bound for the broadcast channel. This problem,
however, appears to be rather challenging because of thietaaggeneralize the mutual covering lemma [1].

V. DISPERSIONALONG SLICES OF THE(n, €)-RATE REGIONS

While we have a single-letter characterization of {hee)-optimal rate region for SW coding and inner bounds
for the (n, €)-capacity regions for the DM-MAC and DM-ABC problems, it isstructive to study the behavior
along certain “slices” of the region. We would also like tarqaute, if possible, the dispersion (second-order coding
rate) as a rate pair converges to a particular point on thederies of the asymptotic regions. To be concrete, we
will focus solely on the SW setting (Theordm 1) but we note gimilar conclusions can be made for the inner
bound to thgn, €)-capacity region for the DM-MAC for fixed input distributisr(Theoreni 2). We start by defining
the set

Rsw (n, €) = {(Rl,Rg) € R? :RGH#—%Y(V,E)}. (38)
Observe thatZsw (n, €) is essentially the same a8y (n, €) but the former ignores th@(k’%) terms in the inner
and outer bounds of Theorém 1. The setin (38) is shown il Figs&ume for the rest of this section that the entropy
dispersion matrixV (px, x,) > 0 so in particular, conditioning strictly reduces entropg, ,iH (X;|X2) < H(X1).
This ensures that the SW region is non-degenerate.
As we see in Fig.12, we can approach a point on the asymptotib8Wdary, denoted ag¢,,, from a number
of different directions. We formalize this as follows: L&&ébe anangle of approachiowards a poin{ R, R%) lying
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Ra
Rsw (n, €)

. . Hopen (Ri(n,€), Ba(n, )
Hjp, : . Hsp : . H2\1—————E-——— 4 .

L Psw L Psw L U(Ri,R3) Psw

: : R1 X : R1 X : R,

H1‘2 H1 H1‘2 H1 H1‘2 H1

(@) (b) (©)

Fig. 2. Plots of the approximation to the, €)-optimal rate regiom?/?sw(n, ¢) defined in [[38) and the asymptotic SW region[ih (3) whose
boundary is indicated by’sy,. We use the simplified notatiof, := H(X1), Hz := H(X2), Hyo := H(X1|X2), Hojp := H(X2|X1)
and H1» = H(X1, X2). The directions of approach are indicated by the arrows éndifferent subplots. In subplot (a), we approach the
vertical boundary. The dispersidn is given in [42). In subplot (b), we approach the sum rate Haon The dispersiod’ is given in [44). In
subplot (c), we approach the corner pofif:, H,1). The dispersiorF is given implicitly in (48). The poin{ R (n, €), R2(n, €)) (defined

in (39) and [[4D)) and the point target poif®;, R3) are also indicated in (c).

on the SW boundaryg,,. We use a singlelispersion-likequantity /' = F'(6, ¢) to parametrize the approach of a
pair of rates toward$R;, R3). More precisely, define

Ri(n,e) :== Ry + \/g(cos 0) Q7 (e) (39)
Ro(n,€) == R + \/g(sin 0) Q' (e). (40)

In other words{R; (n, €), Ra(n, €)) is a rate pair on the boundary of the regi@gw (n, ¢) that approacheR}, R})
at a rate governed by the angle of approdclthe error probability in the form of the Gaussian approxiora
term Q~1(¢), and theeffective dispersior. The following proposition leverages on TheorEm 1 to qdgprttie
minimum F' achievinge probability of error for varioug R}, R5,6). To state our result cleanly, we define

U(p;a',y) = 271\/1——/ / exp{ w—(fpfwyzz—;y} dy dz, (42)

as the bivariate generalization of thgfunction.

Proposition 4 (Dispersion Along Slices ofn, €)-SW Region) Let 7,, be an exponentially decaying sequ@wthat
may change from line to line. There are five different casést,Fassume thatR}, R3) is not a corner point. In
particular, let R} = H(X1]|X2) and letR; > H(X3) (vertical boundary). Then,

[V
~ cos26 * o (42)

Similarly if Ry = H(X2|X1) and R} > H(X;) (horizontal boundary) then,
_ [V]

~ sin?6

Similarly if RY + Ry = H(X1, X2), R} > H(X1|X2) and RS > H(X3|X;) (sum rate boundary) then,
_ Vi3

(cos @ + sin 6)2

Now assume thatRj, R3) is a corner point. In particular, letR; = H(X;|X2) and R; = H(X3). ThenF' is the
solution to

+ Tn. (43)

v <p1,3; - [V}]?l,l (COS 9) Q_1(€)7 - [V]g,g

(cos @ + sin ) Q_l(e)> =1—€e+ Ty, (45)

*The sequencér, }52, is exponentially decaying limsup,, , Llog 7, < 0.
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where py 3 := [V]13/+/[V]1,1[V]33 is the correlation coefficient of the random variabledog px, | x, (X1]|X2)
and —log px, x,(X1,X2). Finally, if R} = H(X;) and R; = H(X»|X;), thenF' is the solution to

F F
\\J c— | —— (sinf) Q7 (e), —y | —— (cos O +sin ) Q* =1—c+ T, 46
<p2,3 [V]272 ( ) Q (6) [V]373 ( ) Q (6)> € T ( )
This proposition is proved in Appendix] A.
The interpretations ofl_(42) td_(#4) are fairly clear. Thepaission-like quantity?" depends on the angle of
approach to the bounda#yand the corresponding entry in the diagonal of the entroppetsion matrix. So for
example, if we are approaching the vertical boundary asdnZia), then substituting the result{42) infal(39) and

(4Q) yields

Ru(n,e) = H(X1|X2) + | Y22 Q7 (o) 4 7, 47)

Ran,€) = H(X) /P22 (1an ) Q7 (0) + 72 8)

which is simply a scalar dispersion result. If instead we approaching either one of the corner points, say
(H(X,),H(X2|X1)), at an angle as in Fig[2(c), then the situation is much more complicatedi /& is given as

in (46). Intuitively, this is because there are severalderat play — the contribution from the marginal dispersion
[V]2.2, the contribution from the sum rate dispersi{dfs 3 and also their correlation coefficiept 5. These interact

to give an effective dispersion that can only be expresseqdiditly in the form shown in[(45). Note that no
depends on the angle of approach and the correlation ceeffiof — log px, | x, (X2|X1) and—log px, x, (X1, X2)
namelyp, 3. Interestingly,F" also depends onr unlike the corresponding scalar results[inl (42)+(44). \é werify

this numerically in Sectioh VI-A3.

We now interpret Propositionl 4 operationally from the pergjwe of another source coding problem. Consider
the (n, €)-region for lossless source coding with side informatiormtoders and decoder (SI-ED), also known as
cooperativesource coding. Specifically, first consider the problem afree codingX; with X, available as (full
non-coded) side information at the encoder and the dec8eéeond, we swap the roles &f, and X». Third, we
consider a source coding problem for the p@if;, X»). Up to O(l"%) terms, this regionZz;_pp(n,e) C R? is
the set of rate pairéR;, Ry) satisfying the three scalar constraints

Ry > H(X)|X5) + ) YL 1)

n

Ry > H(Xg‘Xl) + % Q_l(e)
Rit Ry > (X, Xo) + ) D82 (o) 9)

The threedecoupledconstraints in[(49) represent three single-user simplifina of the problem and therefore
are three crude outer bounds %, (n,¢). The first two inequalities characterizing the region [in)(4@n be
derived in a straightforward manner using a side infornmafmonditional) version of Strassen’s original result/[19]
for hypothesis testing. The last inequality is simply oneStrfassen’s original results on source coding. Also see
Problem 1.1.8 in Csiszar and Korner [14] and Theorem 1 int&giannis[[27]. Our Theorem 1 says that thalar
perspective on dispersion is insufficient for multi-useslpems. However, away from corner points, Proposifibn 4
asserts that SW coding is very close to the boundaries ofithg-SI-ED regionZ¢;_pp(n,€). For example, we
see from[(4]7), which is consequence [ofl(42), that the fatdor SW coding and SI-ED coding are the same up
to an exponentially decaying term, which is subsumed by theyBEsseen residual term of ortﬁ(k’%). Thus,
SW coding and SI-ED coding are essentially the same away fhentorner points. At the corner points, the story
is different and more complicated as we observed_in (45) dfdl (

VI. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, we illustrate the:, €)-SW regionZgy, (n, €) derived in Theorernl1 and relate it to error exponent
analysis[[15],[[156]. We also illustrate the inner bound te th, €)-capacity regioréy; ,(n, €) for the MAC. Before
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Fig. 3. Plots of the SW boundary (dash-dotted black)[ih (3),¢)-SW boundary (solid blue) if{11), and te, ¢)-SI-ED boundary
(dashed red) in(49) for different blocklengths and errabaibilities Notice thatZsw (n, €) and Z3;_gp(n, €) are rather different near the
equal rate and corner points wheris small. Plots ofZ3 (n, €) and Zs;_gp(n, €) as functions of. along the equal rate and corner point
slices of Z&;_gp(n, €) are given in Figd]4 arld 5 respectively. These are indicayatidblacka and the greerx on the plots. The legends
apply to all plots.

we begin, we address some computational issues. In orddort@xample, graph thén, ¢)-optimal rate region
for the SW problem, we find pairs of rat¢®;, R,) that lie on the boundary ofZs; (n,€). To do so, we fixed a
point R, and we performed a bisection search f¢y. We also used the Matlab functiemsncdf which returns
the cumulative probability of the multivariate normal distition with a user-specified covariance matkix

A. Distributed Lossless Source Coding: Slepian-Wolf
In this section, we use an example to illustrate thee)-SW regionZgy, (n, €). We neglect the smalD (25")

n

terms in [11) and{72) throughout so in fact we will pl@ky (n, €) defined in [3B). The source is taken to be
1—3a a]

(50)

thXz - |: a a

wherea = 0.1. This source has a positive-definite entropy dispersiorirmaf (px, x,). In addition, H(X;) =
H(X2) = Hy,(2a) and H(X1|X2) = H(X2|X1) = (1 — 2a)Hy(15%;) + 2a for this px, x,.
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Fig. 4. Comparison between tife, €)-SW equal rate point and the, €)-SI-ED equal rate point as functions af The right plot shows
that the difference in rates decays exponentially fast adigied by [(44) in Propositidnl 4 whefe= /4.

1) Comparison to Asymptotic SW Region dnde)-SI-ED Region:In Fig.[3, we plot the boundary of the SW
region %4y, and the boundary afZsw (n, €) for different error probabiliies and blocklengths:. We also plot
the boundary of thén, ¢)-SI-ED region defined in({49). From Fig] 3, we see that sifVce- 0, Zsw (n,¢) has
a curved boundary, reflecting the correlatedness{pfand X, and the non-degeneracy M. We observe from
the top plots of Fig 13 tha@sw(n,e) approaches the asymptotic SW boundaiy;, asn — oo. In addition, the
bottom plots of Fig[B show tha#sy (n, €) approacheszdy, ase — 1/2.

2) Behaviour Along Certain Slices of the Regiofi$ere are several interesting “slices” of the regions shown
in Fig.[3. Firstly, we are interested in the equal rate shebich follows along the 45diagonal line. This is the
scenario in Figl12(b) witl = 7/4. Secondly, we are also interested in the slice passing ghrélue origin(0, 0)
and acorner pointof Z%,_pp(n, €), namely(R; (n, €), Ra(n, €)) defined as follows:

Ry(n,€) == min{Ry : (R1, Ry) € %% _pp(n, €) for someR; }
Ri(n,€) := min{R; : (Ry, Ry(n,€)) € Zi_gp(n,e)}. (51)

Note that the latter i (51) isotthe scenario shown in Figl 2(c) because werentgapproachind H (X1), H(X2|X1))
along a straight line of a fixed slope. These two slices arecateld by markersA, x) in Fig.[3. The sum rates
along both slices are plotted as functionsrmoin Figs.[4 and b respectively. We observe from Fig. 4 that whe t
sum rates on the 4%equal rate line approach each othemagrows. We computed their difference and noted that
it decays as:xp(—©(n)). This is corroborated by (44) in Propositibh 4 where theedéhce is denoted by the
exponentially decaying term,. This term is dominated by th@(lo%) residual term in Theoreim 1. We conclude,
as we did theoretically in Sectidn] V, that whenis sufficiently large (say: > 10° as seen in Fig.4), there is
essentially no difference in performing SW coding versuspamative encoding (SI-ED) if we wish to optimize
(minimize) the sum rate. The SW and SI-ED dispersions areséinee and are equal {¥]s 3.

On the other hand, from Figl 5, we see that the correspondifegehce in corner points decays at a much slower
rate of un~'/2 for some constant > 0. Thus, the corner ratdispersions are differerdnd consequently, if we
wish to operate in the neighbourhood of a corner point, SWngplbses second-order coding ratelative to the
cooperative scenario. Intuitively, this is due to the fhettthe effective dispersion approachidg(X;), H(X2|X1))
is a complicated function of the conditional dispersid¥, 2, the joint dispersionNV]s; 3 and their correlation
coefficientp, 5. We discuss this in greater detail next.

3) Approaching a Corner Point at an Angfe To better understand how the dispersion (or second-ordéngo
rate) varies as a function of the angle of approach to a cqraet, let us consider the setup in Fig. 2(c) and the
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Fig. 5. Comparison between tle, ¢)-SW and(n, €)-SI-ED corner rates as well as their difference on a log-log. $ee[(51) for definitions.
In contrast to Figl4, note that the horizontal axidds,,(n), wheren is the blocklength. The difference decays at a rat®6f~'/?) so
the dispersions of SW and SI-ED coding along this corner shte are different.

e =0.001
- = =e=0.01

logyo(F'(0, €))

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7

Fig. 6. Plot oflog,,(F(0,¢)) againstd € (0,3 /4) for differente’s. This plot shows the “effective dispersion” (or secorrder coding
rate) as we approach the corner pdiff(X1), H(X2|X1)) from various angles. See FIg. 2(c) and the definitior#¢8, ¢) in (39) and [4D).

on the boundary o#Zsw(n,e) and is parametrized by, a dispersion-like parameter. For the source defined in
(50), we solve forF' in (46). Hence, we are approaching the corner politX; ), H(X2|X;)) at an angle). Note
that F' is in general a function of ande so we writeF' = F(6, e)@ In Fig.[8, we plotlog,,(F'(0,¢)) as a function

of § € (0,37/4) for differente’s. It can be seen that #— 0, the second-order coding ratg0, ¢) increases. This
agrees with intuition because whénis small, we are approaching the corner pdift(X;), H(X2|X;)) almost

definitions of Ry (n, €) and Rz(n, €) in (39) and [(4D) respectively. Recall that this rate gdli (n, €), R2(n, €)) lies

®In fact, F is also a function of. as can be seen in Propositibh 4. However, it has an expotrsiaall dependence on. In Fig.[8,
we neglect this exponentially small term when computing@, ¢).
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parallel to the horizontal boundary @Sw(n,e). When 6 is close to3w/4, similarly, we are almost parallel to
the sum rate boundary. In either of these two cases, we ayecl@se to the boundary of thg, ¢)-rate region.
On the other hand, whefl is moderate (say ~ 3r/8), the rate pair is further into the interior &Py (n, €),
hence the effective dispersion is smaller. The conssan® is in fact not arbitrary because the angle between
the horizontal boundary and the sum rate boundary?efy (n, €) is exactly3r/4. Hence3r /8 is the half-angle,
which means that the rate pair is furthest away from eithembdary. However, the smallest dispersion does not
occur at exactly) = 37/8 because of some asymmetry between the entropy densitiespy, x, (X2/X1) and
—log px, x,(X1,X2). One would also expedt (6, ) to be independent af[cf. (42)—(44)]. However, Fid.16 shows
that this isnotthe case. We conclude that the rate of convergence towartharqooint isO(%) but the coefficient

is a complicated function of, ¢ and the model parameters in the< 2 submatrix[V]s.3 2.3.

4) Comparison to Error Exponent Analysi$n this section, we estimate the required blocklengths tairatin
error probabilitye using dispersion analysis and error exponent analysis andompare these estimates. Before
doing so, we remind the reader of the error exponent setugaisting results. A rate paitR;, Ry) in the (interior
of the) SW region is fixed. One then asks how rapidly the errobability in (4) decays as a function af We
attempt to find theerror exponentor reliability function) E(R;, R2) defined as

E(R;, Ry) := limsup — 1 log P\, (52)
n—00 n

where herePO(") is the smallest possible error probability of lengttfSW block codes with compression ratBs

and R,. Gallager [[15] derived a lower bound to the error exponemenrmaximume-likelihood decoding (MLD)

for lossless source coding of; with decoder side informatioX,. This was followed up by Koshelel [1L6] who

derived a lower bound to the error exponent for the two-eac@&W problem (which is our setup in Sectioh II).

In particular, Koshelev [16] showed that the error prokigbiinder MLD can be bounded from above as

P < 3exp, { —n max min [Em(Rbp),E2|1(R2,p)7El,z(Rl,Rz,p)} } (53)
P ’
whereexp,(t) := 2! and the constituent exponents are defined as
1+p
Eyp(Ri,p) := pRy —log » [ZPXI,X2($17$2)T”] (54)
1+p
Erp(R1, R, p) := p(R1 + Rp) — log [Z pxl,xz(xhxz)l“] - (55)

The exponentty; (R, p) is similar to Ey5(R1, p) with 1 replaced by2 and vice versa. Thus, the error exponent
in (52) can be lower bounded as

E(R1, R2) > E(R1, Rz) = max, min [Eyjp(R1, p), Ea1 (Ra, p), E12(R1, Ry, p)] .- (56)
p b

The following facts can be readily verified [15], [29] and amndeed well-known:

0

5, (R p)| =R = HXG|X) (57)
62
a7 E1|2(Rl>P)‘p:O = Var[—log px, | x,(X1|X2)]. (58)

Similar relations hold for the derivatives @, (Rz, p) and E1 2(R1, R, p). Eq. [S7), together with the analogous
results forky; (Ra, p) andE »2(Ry, Ra, p), implies that if(R, R2) belongs to the interior o2y, the lower bound

E(Ry, Ry) is positive soPe(") decays exponentially fast. E{. {58) shows that the secondatige of the exponent
with respect to the tilting parametgrevaluated ap = 0 is precisely the (conditional) dispersion. This relatiash
found several applications in moderate deviations analfigsi information-theoretic problems [29]-[31].

As is also well-known, the types-based characterizatio@$igzar and Korner [34] (see also [14, Probs. 3.1.5-6])
coincides with the Gallager-style exponents[inl (53)}-(5@), the exponents are the same. See [14, Prob. 1.2.13].
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Fig. 7. Comparisons of the required blocklengths estimbtedispersion and error exponent analyses. The verticaliakbg,,(n), where
n is the blocklength. See further descriptions[in] (59) dnd.(60

Even though Csiszar-Korner-style exponents are moundgitivet, they are less amenable to numerical evaluation
because they involve optimizing over joint distributions &; x X5, rather than a single scalar tilting parameter
p € [0,1]. Thus, we choose to compare our bounds to Gallager-styte exponents. Upper bounds on the error
exponent for SW coding are provided in _[14, Prob. 3.1.7].sltaiso known that they match the lower bound
E(Ry, Ry) in (B86) when(R;, Ry) is within but close to the boundary of the achievable regibf, [Prob. 3.1.7].
Thus for low rates,[(86) is in fact an equality. This is liken® channel coding where the sphere-packing and
random coding exponents coincide above the critical fade $ec. 2.5]. This does not come as a surprise because
of the duality between Slepian-Wolf coding and channel mgdiLl4, Sec. 3.2].

We study estimates of the required blocklengthin the following way: We parametrizéR;, Rs) as follows:
Ri(n) == (1 + n)H(X1|X2),R2(n) := (1 + n)H(X2|X;) for some positive humben. We ensured that) is
sufficiently large so thaf?;(n) + Ra2(n) > H (X1, X2) and hence the rate paiRi(n), R2(n)) € Zgy . With this
parametrization, as thdeviation from the SW boundaryincreases, the rate pair moves further into the interior
of the SW region in[(8). We can then use two methods to estith@eriticaln required to achieve a target error
probability e. The first isdispersion analysis— we solve for then in the bounds we derived in Theordm 1, i.e.,
the least integenp satisfying

P[Z < \np(R-H)] >1—¢, (59)

whereZ ~ N (0,V) andV is the dispersion opx, x,. The second method &rror exponent analysis— for the
rate pair(R;, Rs), we solve for the lower bound to the error exponé&itz, Rs) in (56) and invert the relationship

in (53) to obtain the estimate
1 3
ng = {_Ei(Rl,Rg) log <E>-‘ ) (60)

Plots ofnp andng as functions ofy ande are shown in Figl17 for the source in_{50). Firstly, we obsehatn
decreases ag increases, which agrees with our intuition that smallecklengths are required if the compression
rates are large. Both dispersion and error exponent agagdiibit the same trend. Secondly, we observe that
dispersion analysis generally predicts a smaller bloakleisompared to Gallager-style error exponent analysis. As
an example, when = 0.1 ande = 1073, np ~ 9.9 x 10® while ng ~ 1.6 x 10*. Thus, the required blocklength
estimated by dispersion analysis is about 39% less than @pmnent analysis for this setting. Dispersion analysis
is, in a sensemore delicatg(or finer) than that of error exponents [15], [16], [34]. The diffecen however, is less
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Fig. 8. Plots of the MAC boundary i (IL8) and tfie, ¢)-inner bound in[(25) for different blocklengths and erroplpabilities. Here
px, = Bern(0.1) andpx, = Bern(0.9) are fixed input distributions. The time-sharing variatje= (). The legends apply to all plots.

pronounced as the rates increase. In other words, the éstimén become closer (on a linear not logarithmic
scale) as the rates are further into the SW region.

B. Multiple-Access Channel

In this section, we illustrate the differences between thgrptotic MAC region and the finite blocklength MAC
region ¢y ac(n, €). In fact, we only graph the inner bound in Definition 10 as wendb yet have an outer bound.
We fix a channel with binary inputs and binary outputs:

b b ifx1®ae=0,

[b B] if 21 ®xo =1, (61)

W(: |z1,22) = {
whereb = 0.1 andb := 1 — b. We also fix input distributiongy, = Bern(b) andpx, = Bern(b). The time-sharing
variableQ = ). This channel and input distributions result in a positlefinite information dispersion matri¥’
defined in [(24). These settings also ensure that we have syyninethe sense thaf(X;;Y) = I(X5;Y) and
I(X1;Y|X2) = I(X2; Y| X5). In Fig.[8, we graph the MAC region if_(I18) which is well knowm e a pentagon.
We also plot the inner bound in_(25) for the chogen, px, for different values of the blocklength and error
probability e. Note again that the?(lo%) term is neglected because we are primarily interested & fhper
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with first- and second-order coding rates. In addition, wet phe (n,¢)-SI-ED boundary. This is the analogue
of (49) for the SW case. More precisely, the vertical (respizontal) boundary represents tfw, ¢)-capacity of

a DMC whenX; (resp.X;) is available as side information at the decoder togethér shannel output”. The
sloping (dotted-red) lineR; + Ry = I(X1, X2;Y) — \/[V]s3/n Q" (c) represents thén,e)-sum rate constraint
of the DM-MAC. Operationally, it represents tle, ¢)-capacity of the “cooperative MAC” but with independent
messages. These are three crude outer bounds that turn latinsufficient for the DM-MAC.

We see that as in the SW case, the inner bound tqthe)-capacity region is, as expected, strictly contained
in the asymptotic MAC region. Furthermore, it has a curvedraary in general and the larger the blocklength
the closer the inner bound is to the asymptotic region. THerdnt behaviours of thén, ¢)-region along the equal
rate line and the line that passes through a corner poin@@}] are qualitatively similar to the SW case described
in Section VI-A so we will omit the corresponding plots. We dote that, in analogy to Propositidh 4 for the SW
case, at any rat®; < I(X;Y7), the difference between the two differeR$’s (asymptotic and finite blocklength)
is essentially,/[V]s,2/n Q' (e) where[V]s s = Var(log[W (Y| X1, X2)/py|x, (Y |X1)]) is the conditional channel
dispersion. Finally, the corner points exhibit more compbehaviours; the effective dispersion depends on the
angle of approach and the correlation between the margihjaint information densities.

VIl. DiscussiON ANDOPEN PROBLEMS

To summarize, we characterized thwe, ¢)-optimal rate region for the SW problem. We also providedreor
sponding inner bounds for the DM-MAC and DM-ABC problems. Whefied our achievability proofs through an
important theorem known as the vector rate redundancy ¢neoYWe believe this general result would be useful
in other network information theory problems.

Clearly, it would be desirable to derive outer bounds for thec)-capacity region of the DM-MAC and DM-
ABC. We have discussed the difficulties to obtaining tighteotoounds. To prove tight outer boun(@s ¢)-capacity
region for the DM-MAC, it appears that generalizations ofyaskiy et al.'s meta (or minimax) strong converse
[9) Theorem 26] or Augustin’s strong conversel[50] to mtétiminal settings are required. For the MAC, it was
mentioned that a sharpening of Ahlswede’s wringing techai9] seems necessary for a converse proof.

It is also of interest to extend these finite blocklength itssio channel and lossy source coding problem with
side information. These include the Gel'fand-Pinsker peob(channel coding with non-causal state information
at the encoder) and the Wyner-Ziv problem (lossy sourcengpdiith side information at the decoder). Again, the
authors believe that versatile strong converses, suchaaintif65] and [56], have to be developed and strengthened
for meaningful finite blocklength results. Preliminary Wwdor channels with random state which is known at the
receiver was presented by Ingber and Feder [25].

Finally, for the relay channel, the most well-known achlality schemes are decode-forward and compress-
forward. These coding procedures rely on block-Markov igdil]. Essentially, one codes oveér(correlated)
blocks each of length, achieving rate of approximatel%g—lR for some rateR. Given a fixed super-blocklength
N, how can we resolve the tradeoff between the number of blécksd the sub-blocklength to maximize the
overall rate subject to an error probability &%

VIlIl. PROOFS OFMAIN RESULTS

In this section, we provide the proofs for the results in tmevipus sections. We start in Sectibn VIII-A by
stating and proving a preliminary but important result knoss the vector rate redundancy theorem. This result is
a generalization of the (scalar) rate redundancy theorej@2h [23]. We then prove finite blocklength results for
the SW problem, the MAC, and the ABC in Sectidns VIII{B, Vi and VIII-Dl respectively.

A. A Preliminary Result
Theorem 5 (Vector Rate Redundancy Theorenhet g : 22(X) — R be twice continuously differentiable. Let

/ L agt(pX)
gt( )_ 8px(ac) px(x)> (62)
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fort =1,...,d be the component-wise derivativesgofDenote the vector of derivatives (the gradient vector) as
g'(x) = [g}(2),...,g,(x)]T. Let V € R?¥*? pe the covariance matrix of the random vecgtX), i.e.,

V = Covx[g/(X)] = El(g/(X) — Elg/ (CO)])(g'(X) — Elg' (). (63)

Assume thatank(V) > 1 and ¢ := E[||g/(X) — E[g(X)]||3] < oco. Furthermore, letX"” = (X,...,X,) be an
i.i.d. random vector withX; ~ px(z). Let the sequencgh, }>° , satisfy

b, > alogn (64)
n
for any o > 0. Then, for any vectoz € R?, we have
Z logn
n) > — — > >

where Px. € 2, (X) is the type of the sequencé€” andZ ~ N (0, V).
Before we prove Theorem 5, let us state Bentkus’ version eftlultidimensional Berry-Esséen theorem.

Theorem 6 (Bentkus [17]) Let Uy,. .., U, be normalized i.i.d. random vectors Rf' with zero mean and identity
covariance matrix, i.e.E[U;] = 0 and Cov[U;| = 1. LetS,, := ﬁ(Ul +...+U,) and ¢ = E[||U|3]. Let

Z ~ N(0,1I) be a standard Gaussian random vectorRf. Then, for alln € N,

400d/4¢
sup |P(S, €%)—-PZe¥)| < ——=
%@d\ ( ) —P( )| T

where€, is the family of all convex, Borel measurable subset®af

(66)

Bentkus remarks in_[17] that the constaift) in Theoren{ 6 can be “considerably improved especially fagda
d’. For simplicity, we will simply use[(66). Because we wilefjuently encounter random vectors with non-identity
covariance matrices and “whitening” is not applicablesinecessary to modify Theordr 6 as follows:

Corollary 7. Assume the same setup as in Thedrem 6 with the exceptioBaWdf;] = V > 0 andZ ~ AN/ (0, V).
Then(68) becomes

400d/4¢
PS,€€)-PZecb)<—m——> . 67
(;g&! ( ) — P( )| < o (VP2 (67)

The proof of the corollary is by simple linear algebra and iiesented in AppendikIB. We are now ready to
prove the important vector rate redundancy theorem.
Proof: First we assume that,,;,(V) > 0. In the latter part of the proof, we relax this assumption.TBylor’s
theorem applied component-wise, we can rewgi(®y-) as

g(Px») = glpx) + Y &' (@)[Px~(2) — px(2)] + A. (68)
TEX

Recall thatg is twice continuously differentiable and the probabilitgnplex &2(X) is compact. As such, we can
conclude that each entry of the second-order residual ter{@8) can be bounded above as

|A¢| < Bl Pxn —pXH%, (69)

where 5, > 0 is some function of the second-order partial derivativess@tan) ofg, with respect to the vector
[px(0),px(1),...,px(|X| — 1)]T. Setting := max;—1,._q 0 gives

|A[loo < B[Px» — px|l3- (70)

We now evaluate the probability th&A ||, exceeds:, > 0:
P(|Allc > ¢n) < P(BIIPx» — px|l3 > ¢n) (71)
< P(|Px» — px|IT = ¢a/B) (72)

< 2lXlg=nen/(28) (73)
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where [[71) uses the bound ¢\ ||, in (Z0), (72) follows because the-norm dominates thé,-norm for finite-
dimensional vectors, and finallj_([73) follows from a shagxround on the;-deviation of the type from the
generating distribution by Weissman et al.|[57]. Setting= 23(|X| + 1) /n establishes that

1
Pl Al = cn) < = (74)
For convenience, let us denote the left-hand-side (LHS[EBJ 6sq,,. Then, using[(68),

qn =P <Z g'(z)[Pxn(z) — px(z)] + A > % - bn1> : (75)

reX
Now, we note the following fact which is proved in Appendik C.

Lemma 8. Let G and A be random vectors iR, Letv be a vector inR?. Then for anys > 0,
P(G+A>v)>P(G2>v+¢l) —P(|Alle > ¢). (76)

Using the identification$z « )" g'(z)[Px«(z) — px(x)], ¢ < cn, A < A andv < z/\/n — b,1, we can
lower bound the right hand side d&f {75) as follows,

> p <;g )[Px- () — px(z)] > % —b,1 +cn1> - % (78)

In the last inequality, we used the result [n](74) for the &@ms,. Because the typ&x- puts a probability mass

of 1/n on each sample&,
> g/(@) Py (@ Zg X). (79)
TeEX

By definition of the expectation, we also have

S g'(2)px () = E[g/(X)]. (80)

reX

The substitution of[(79) and (80) if ([78) yields

4n > P (1 > (& (X0) — Elg/(X)]) > —= — b1 + cn1> - (81)
n 2 Vi n
=P (% > (&' (Xy) — Elg/(X)]) 22— v/n(b, - cn>1> -2 (82)
k=1

Now note that the random vectofg’ (X} ) — E[g'(X)]}}_, are i.i.d. and have zero-mean and covariaWceefined
in (63). In addition, the seffg € R? : g > 2/} is convex so it belongs tB. Using the multidimensional Berry-Esseen
theorem in[(67) to further lower bound (82) yields

d00d4¢ 1
Amin(V)V/R 1

where the third momergt = E[||lg’(X) —E[g/(X)]||3] < oo by assumption. In addition, we assumed that, (V) >

0 so the second term is finite. Now, note that the sequenfe®,, — c,) = O(I‘z/g_") sinceb,, can be taken to be

@(1"%) from (64) andc, = O(2). Sinced — P(Z > z — 61) is continuously differentiable and monotonically
increasing, we have

Gn > P (Z>2z—/n(by —ca)l) — (83)

P(Z >z —61) = P(Z > z) + O(5) (84)
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by Taylor's approximation theorem. Applying_(84) {o [83)twiy = \/n(b, — ¢,) yields the lower bound
logn) 400d/4¢
\/ﬁ )‘min(v)\/ﬁ

anP(Zzz)JrO( —%, (85)
whence the desired result follows for the cage- 0.

Now we consider the case whe¥eis singular but recall that we assumenk(V) > 1. The only step in which
we have to modify in the proof for the ca3 >~ 0 is in the application of the multidimensional Berry-Essee
theorem in [(8B). This is because we would be dividing By.,(V) = 0. To fix this, we reduce the problem
to the non-singular case. Concretely, assume thak(V) = r < d and define the zero-mean i.i.d. random
vectorsAy, := g'(Xx) — E[g/(X)]. Then there exists d x r matrix T such thatA, = TB; whereBy, are i.i.d.
random vectors irR" with positive-definite covariance matrix. The matfixcan be taken to be composed of the
r eigenvectors corresponding to the non-zero eigenvaludé. die can now replace thA, vectors in [(8R) with
TB;, and apply the multidimensional Berry-Esseéen theorem fb7]the vectors{B}}_, C R". The theorem
clearly applies since the séb € R" : Tb > z'} is convex. This gives the same conclusion adid (85). [ |

B. Proofs for the Slepian-Wolf Problem

We now present the proof of Theorém 1 on thee)-optimal rate region for distributed lossless source cgdin
We present the achievability proof in Sectibn VII[B1 anck tbhonverse proof in Sectidn VIII-B2. We will see
that the achievability procedure (coding scheme) is us®erdn Sectiori VIII-BB, we discuss the implications of
choosing not to use a universal decoding rule but a rule thakin to maximume-likelihood decoding [15].

1) Achievability:

Proof: Let (Ry, R2) be a rate pair in the inner boun#,(n, ¢) defined in [(1IL).
Codebook GenerationFor j = 1,2, randomly and independently assign an ind)e;g(x;?) € [2"%] to each
sequence’ € X7 according to a uniform probability mass function. The sempes of the same index formken,
i.e., Bj(m;) = {z} € &L : fin(z}) = m;}. Note thatB;(m;), m; € [27Fi] are random subsets af;*. The bin
assignments are revealed to all parties. In particulardéeder knows the bin rates;.
Encoding Givenz? € X7, encoderj transmits the bin index; (7). Hence, for length: sequence, the rates of
my andmsy are Ry and R, respectively.
Decoding The decoder, upon receipt of the bin indices;, m2) finds the unique sequence pdit}, i) €
Bi(m1) x Ba(mg) such that the empirical entropy vector

. H(&7[23)
H(z},25) = IA{(AQWf) <R -9,1, (86)
H (&7, 23)
where the thresholding sequengegis defined as
1\ log(n+1
. <|X1||X2| T 5) ogtn £ 1) ®7)

Define .7 (R, 6,) := {z € R? : z < R — §,1} to be thetypical empirical entropy sefThen, [86) is equivalent to
H(i}, &%) € 7(R,4,). If there is more than one pair or no such pairp(m,) x By(ms), declare a decoding
error. Note that our decoding schemeuigiversal[14], i.e., the decoder does not depend on knowledge of the
true distributionpy, x,. It does depend on the rate pair which is known to the decadee she codebook (bin
assignments) is known to all parties.

Analysis of error probability Let the sequences sent by the two userg X, X7') and let their corresponding bin
indices be(M;, Ms). We bound the probability of error averaged over the randodeaconstruction. Clearly, the
ensemble probability of error is bounded above by the sunm@forobabilities of the following four events:

& = {H(XT,X}) ¢ 7(R,6,)} (88)
E = {3F" € By(M) \ {X7}: H(Z}, X) € T(R,6,)} (89)
&= {37 € By(Ma) \ {X3} : H(XT,7) € T(R,0,)} (90)
Ey = {377 € Bi(M1) \ {XT'}, 75 € Bo(M2) \ {X3'}:

H(z}, #5) € 7(R,0,)} (91)
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We bound the probabilities of these events in turn. Consider
P(&1) =1—P(H(Px; x3) € 7 (R, 6,)) (92)
=1-P(H(Pxy x;) <R —6,1) (93)

T (an — 5n>1> (04)

=1-P <H(PX1",X2") < H(px, x,) + %
where we made the dependence of the empirical entropy veaotthe type epr|C|t in[(92). IN[(93), we invoked
the definition of.7 (R, d,,). In (94), we used the fact th&®® = H(px, x,) + f + a,, for some vectoi € R? that
satisfiesP(Z < z) > 1 — e whereZ ~ N(0,V) anda,, = %" for v = ||| X + 1.

We now bound the probability ih (94) using the vector rataurathncy theorem with the following identifications:
random variableX <« (X;,X53), smooth functiong(px, x,) + —H(px, x,), evaluation vectoz <+ —z and
sequence,, + a, — 0,. Note that the coefficient of,, here just has to be larger thaa;||X:| + 1/2 for the
sequencer, — d, = @(1"5") to be positive, satisfyind (64). This has been ensured wi¢hchoice ofv in (11).
Also, the third moment is uniformly bound as stated[in (186 AppendixD .

With the above identifications and the realization that ttadrix 'V in the vector rate redundancy theorem equals
Cov(h(X7, X2)) (by direct differentiation of entropy functionals),

. logn
€y > > —
P(&D) > P(Z > z)—l—O( ﬁ) (95)
—P(Z<%)+0 <logn> (96)
>1—-€e+0 < ) 97)
where in [96) we used the fact thBtZ > —z) = P(Z < z) becausé& has zero mean. Consequently,
Ple) < e-0 (5. (98)

For the second event, by symmetry and uniformRygs) = P(E2| X7 € Bi(1)). For ease of notation, let :=
pxr xy. Now consider the chain of inequalities:

P(&|XT € By(1))
= > plat.ap)P[331 € Bi(1)\ (X7}

n .
T1,Tg

H(il,2%) € 7 (R, 6,)|[(X], X5) = (af,25), X' € 81(1)] (99)

< > p(af,af) > P (z] € Bi(1)) (100)
z7 .y EntarH(Z 22)eT (R,6,)

< > plat,2h) > P (&} € Bi(1)) (101)
z7 .y Eran: H (@7 |2)<Ri—0,

n n 1

= > plat,ap) > T (102)
z7,xy En et H(@|zp) <R -0,

< N N pen Y Y, 2 (103)
QEP, (X)) x5 €T Vet (X;Q):  zreTv(zh)

H(VlPIE)SRl_én

= N € N N L 2 A (104)

Qe (X)) z3€T0 VEVn(X1;Q):
(VlP )<R1_6n

<Zp )(n + 1)1 Ign(R=8.) 9= (105)
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where [99) follows from the definition of2, (100) follows from the union bound and because #¢r# z7, the
events{z} € Bi(1)}, {2} € Bi(1)} and {(X}, X3) = (27,2%)} are mutually independent, and (101) follows
from the inclusion{z} : H(z},2%) € (R, 6,)} C {2} : H(z}|zy) < Ry — 6, }. Equality [102) follows from the
uniformity in the random binning. IN(103), we first droppédte tconstraintt} # 2} and marginalized over?.
Then, we partitioned the sum ovef into disjoint type classes indexed By € &, (X>) and we partitioned the
sum overzy € X7 into sums over stochastic matrickse ¥,,(X1; Q) (for notation see Sectidn TiD). Ih_(104), we
upper bounded the cardinality of thé-shell as|7y («7)| < 2 (VI2%) [14, Lem. 1.2.5]. In[{1I05), we used the
Type Counting Lemma_[14, Eq. (2.5.1)]. By the choicedgfin (87), inequality [(105) reduces to

1

Vn+1

P(&) < (106)
Similarly P(&3) < (n+1)"/2 andP (&) < (n+ 1)~ 1/2.

Together with [(9B), we conclude that the error probabiligfied in [(4) averaged over the random binning is
upper bounded as

4
P(E) <D P(&) <e, (107)
i=1

for all n sufficiently large. Hence, there is a deterministic code seherror probability in[{4) is no greater than
if the rate pair(R;, Rs) belongs ta%,(n, €). ]
2) Converse:
Proof: To prove the outer bound, we use Lemma 7.2.2. in Hah [43] whsderts that everfy, 271 2772 ¢)-
SW code must satisfy

1

e>P [; log pxr xp (XT'|X3) > By +v
1

or — log pxy|xp (X2XT) 2 R2 +

1
or - logpxr x7 (X7, X5) > Ri+ Ra+v| —3(27") (108)

1
—1-P | Th(X7.XP) < Rt 327, (109)
n

for any~ > 0. This result is typically used for proving strong convers@sgeneral (non-stationary, non-ergodic)
sources but as we will see it is also very useful for provingaverse in the finite blocklength setting. Recall that
h(X7, X7) is the entropy density vector il(7) evaluated(at;’, X7). By the memorylessness of the source, it
can be written as a sum of i.i.d. random vectfrg X1, Xor)}7_;.

We assume thaV - 0. The case wher&/ is singular can be handled in exactly the same way as we did
in the proof of the vector rate redundancy theorem. See stson after [(85). Fixy := 102gn" and definez :=
V(R —H + ©671) Now consider the probability ifi {I09), denoted s

n

1 — z logn
w=P =S h(Xy, Xop) <H+ — — 1+~1 110
s L;<1k%> v A (110)
1 — - logn
=P |—=) (h(Xy, Xop) —H) <z - 1 (111)
s e

We are now ready to use the multidimensional Berry-Esskearem. We can easily verify that the third moment
ésw = E[||h(X1, X2) — H(px, x,)|3] is uniformly bounded. Seé (1B6) in Appendix D. As such, ug@g) we
can upper bound,, as follows:

(112)

1/4
s <P [Z s logn ] 400(3"/%)&sw

2\/5 )\min(v)gﬂ\/ﬁ

:P(Zgi)-O(k\)fﬁ"). (113)
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The last step follows by Taylor's approximation theoreme $&4). On account of (109) and (113),

- logn 3
>1— < =
e>1 P(Z_z)+0<\/ﬁ> NG (114)
which, upon rearrangement, means that . (V,e — O(l‘\)gf”)) Since.”(V,€') C /(V,e) if € <, the vector
z € S (V,e¢). This implies that(R;, Ry) € Zout(n, €) from the definition ofz [ ]

3) Comments on the proof and Universal Decodimig:place of the universal decoding rule [n{86), one could
use a non-universal one by comparing the normalized entdgmsity vector (instead of the empirical entropy
vector) evaluated att’, %) with the rate vector, i.e.,

log pxr|xp (27123)
S long;‘Xn(Ag‘L%?) <R - §,1. (115)
n 7’L
log pxp xp (27, 23)

In this case, Taylor expansion as in the proof of the vectier iedundancy theorem [cE_(68)] would not be required
because the above criterion can be written a normalized $urndo random vectors. The multidimensional Berry-
Esseen theorem can thus be applied directly. Under theddegstrategy in[(115), close examination of the proofs
shows that there is symmetry between the error probabilitynds in the direct and converse parts asl[in [43,
Lemmas 7.2.1-2]. In[[36], the authors also suggested a tgdl/strategy for finite blocklength SW coding. They
suggested the use of feedback to estimate the sourceistatighereas we use the empirical entropy here[ci. (86).

C. Proofs for the MAC

We now present the proof of Theorérh 2 on thee)-capacity region for the DM-MAC. We present the proof of
the inner bound in Sectidn VIII-C1 and the proof that the @ality of @ can be restricted t6 in Sectior VII[-C2.
In Section VIII-C3, we comment on how the proof and the staenof the result can be modified if the input and
output alphabets of the MAC are not discrete but are arlitrar

1) Achievability:

Proof: Fix a finite alphabetQ and a tuple of input distributiongpg, px,|q, Px.|o)- Fix @ pair of (n,e)-

achievable rate$R;, R2) € Z(n, €;pq, Px,|0, Px.|o)- Se€e definitions in Sectidn TIHA.
Codebook GeneratiofiRandomly generate a sequente~ [];_, po(qx). Forj = 1,2, randomly and conditionally
independently generate codewordSm;) ~ [1,_, rx,|q(xjrlqx) wherem; € [27]. The codebook consisting of
q", 27 (m1),my € [2"%], andz}(ma), ma € [27%] is revealed to all parties.
Encoding For j = 1,2, givenm; € [2"%], encoder;j sends codeword? (m;) € X7
Decoding The decoder, upon receipt of the output of the DM-MAC € )" finds the unique message pair
(11, mg) € [27F1] x [272] such that the empirical mutual information vector

) (@} (i) A y"[a (a), 4"
(g™, 27 (), 23 (1a), y") == | L(2 (o) A y" |2} (1), ¢") | = R+ dnl, (116)
(et (i), w5 (1) A y™1q")

whered,, := (|Q||X1||Xa]| V| + 5 )M If there is no such message pair or there is not a unique messag
declare a decoding error. We remlnd the readerl(mgt(ml)Ay ‘|25 (1h2), ¢") is the conditional mutual information
I(X1;Y| X5, Q) where the dummy random variakl@, X, X, Y) has distribution, an-type, Pyn on ()22 (rs) yr -
Let 7(R,d,) := {z € R : z > R + 4,1} be thetypical empirical mutual informatiorset. Then the criterion
in (118) is can be written compactly éﬁq",x’f(ml),fcg(mg),y”) € 7 (R,d,). Note that, unlike typicality set
decoding[[1] or maximum-likelihood decoding [33], the ddiow rule in [116) isuniversal i.e., the decoder does
not need to be given knowledge of the channel statidfics
Analysis of error probability By the uniformity of the message®; and M, and the random code construction,

we can assume thai\/;, My) = (1,1). The average ensemble error probability is upper boundethdysum of
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the probabilities of the following four events:

& = {1(Q", X[(1), X5 (1),Y") ¢ 7(R,5,)} (117)
€= {3 #1:1Q", X7 (1), X3(1),Y") € T(R,6,)} (118)
€3 :={Fmy £ 1:1(Q", X7 (1), X3 (m2),Y") € T (R,6,)} (119)
Ey = {Elml 75 1,m9 75 1: ( Xl (ml) X2 (mg), ) € y(R, 5n)} (120)
We use the definition ofZ(n, €;pq, px,|0, Px,|@) in (25) to expres® (&) as follows:
P(&) = 1—P (LQ", X7(1), X3 (1),Y") € Z(R.4,)) (121)
= 1-P (1@, X1 (1), X3(1),Y") = R+ 6,1) (122)
=1-P (i(anXV?(l)ng(l)v Yn) > I(pQ>pX1\Q>pX2\Q7 W) + % —apl+ 5n1> ) (123)

where [122) follows from the definition o (R, d,). In (123), we used the definition of’(V,¢) to assert that
z € R3 is a vector satisfyinP(Z > z) > 1 — ¢ for Z ~ N(0,V). Also, the sequence,, = ”10% where
v = Q|4 x|V + 1.

Now we use the vector rate redundancy theorem with the faligwdentifications: random variabl& <«
(Q, X1, X2,Y), smooth functiong(popx,|orx.joW) < 1(pg:Px,|Q:Px.10, W), evaluation vector « z and
sequencé,, < a,—0d,. If the coefficient ofa,, is larger than that of,,, sayr = |Q||X}||As||V|+1 as in [25)a,—
is a positive sequence of ord@r(l‘)g"), satisfying [(64). Also, the third momettac := E[|[i(Q, X1, X2,Y) —
L(pg. px,|0: Px,)0: W)|3] is uniformly bounded by[(187) in AppendiX D. As such, the mbitity in (I23) satisfies

P (1" X7 ). X3 > i, b s W)+ = = 0l +6,1)
logn
EP(ZEZ)—FO(\/H) (124)
logn
—e—I—O(\/ﬁ), (125)

where in the first inequality, we used the fact that ¥ein the vector rate redundancy theorem coincides with
the information dispersion matri¥ (pq, px, |0, Px.|o, W). This can easily be verified by direct differentiation of
(conditional) mutual information quantities with respéatthe joint distributionpg x, x, vy = PePx,|oPx.1QW -

Combining [12B8) and_(125) yields

P(&) g-o(k\)fﬁ”). (126)

To bound the probabilities of;, &5 and&,, we use the following lemma whose proof is relegated to AppeR.
This result is a types-based analogue of (@nditional) joint typicality lemmaised extensively for channel coding
problems in[[1].

Lemma 9 (Atypicality of Empirical Mutual Information) Fix a joint distribution py, xy = pupxjupy v, 1-€.
X —U —Y form a Markov chain in that order. LetU", X", Y") ~ [[;_, pu,x v (uk, Tk, yx) SOX™ —U™ = Y™,
Then for anyt > 0 and anyn € N, the empirical mutual informatiod (X" A Y™|U™) satisfies

P(I(X" AY™MU™) > t) < (n+ 1)IXIVIUIg=nt, (127)
Now we use this lemma to bouii&;). By the union bound and the symmetry in the generation of tidewords,
£) < Y PAQ", XT(ms), X3(1),Y") € 7 (R,5,)) (128)
Ta#l
= (12" = DPIL(Q", XT'(2), X3 (1), Y") € 7 (R, 5n)) (129)
< 2MP(I(XT(2) AY"IXE(1),Q") = Ri +6,) (130)
< 2MUP(I(XT(2) A (X3(1), Y™)[Q") = Ri + 6n) (131)
< (n + 1)QInllX]YIgnkg—n(Ri+o,) (132)
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where [I30) follows from the inclusiofil(Q™, X7*(2), X5(1),Y™) € 7 (R, 6,)} € {I(X}(2) AY " XF(1),Q") >
Ry + 6,} and [t] — 1 < t, (I31) follows from the fact thaf (X;;Y |X2,Q) < I(X1; Xo,Y|Q) for any four
random variables), X, X»,Y. For (I32), we applied the atypicality of empirical mutualarmation lemma with
the following identificationst <— Ry + 0, U < Q, X < X; andY <« (X2,Y). Note that form; # 1, X7'(m2)

is conditionally independent afX7 (1), Y") given @™ so the lemma applies. Using the definitiondgf we have

1
P(&) < — (133)
Similarly, P(&3) < (n+1)~"/2 andP(&3) < (n+1)~'/2. Uniting (I28) and[{133) reveals that the average protigbili
of error of the random code ensemble is bounded abow(&p < Z?:l P(&;) < e. Therefore, there must exist a
code whose average probability of error for the DM-MAL is bounded above by as desired. ]
2) Cardinality Bounds:

Proof: We now argue thatQ| can be restricted to be no greater thanThe following 9 functionals are
continuous ipx, x,|0 := Px,|QPx,|@" Three mutual information quantitie X1; Y| X2, Q), I(X2;Y|X1,Q) and
I(X1, X2;Y|Q), three variances on the diagonals ¥{pq,px, |0, Px.j0, W) and three covariances in the strict
upper triangular part oV (pq, px, |, Px,|@: W)- By the support lemma[14, Lemma 3.4] (or Eggleston’s thegre
there exists a discrete random variafle whose support has cardinalit®’| < 9, that preserves the$econtinuous
functionals inpy, x,|o. Thus, the inner bound is preserved if the auxiliary timarsty random variableQ is
restricted to have cardinalit§. |

3) Extension to Arbitrary Alphabetsin place of the universal decoding rule in_(116), one could asnon-
universal one by comparing the normalized information dgnctor (instead of the empirical mutual information
vector) with the rate vector, i.e.,

( q
(), q")| = R+ 0,1, (134)
q

wherei(x7 (111); y" |25 (1h2), ¢") = log[W™(y"|xT (1), 5 (M2)) /Py~ xp,0 (¥" 25 (M2),¢")] and similarly for
the other two information densities. For this non-univedsecoding strategy, Taylor expansion as in the proof of
the vector rate redundancy theorem [Ef.](68)] would not lmpiired because the above criterion can be written as
a normalized sum of i.i.d. random vectors. One can verifyt thaimpler version of the vector rate redundancy
theorem can be proved for the decoding rulelin {134) if thenokhand input distributions are such that the third
moment is bounded. In addition, we need to generalize thpicality of empirical mutual information lemma
for the steps in[(128)E(183) to hold. This can be done usiagdstrd Chernoff bounding techniques. Indeed, if
X — U —Y form a Markov chain andU™, X", Y™) ~ [1i_, pu.x,v (uk, Tk, yr), then

1. pynx-(Y7]X")
Pl —log
no " pyn e (YU™)
for everyt > 0. This is the analogue of Lemrha 9. Finally, note that we haeel usd. codebooks for simplicity. For

the AWGN-MAC, a codebook containing codewordsexfactpower may result in a smaller dispersion. Se€ [11],
[12] for the single-user case.

> t) <2 nt (135)

D. Proofs for the Asymmetric Broadcast Channel

We now present the proof of Theoréin 3 on thee)-capacity region for the DM-ABC. Conceptually, it is simple
— it uses the superposition coding technique [5] and theovaette redundancy theorem.

1) Achievability:

Proof: Fix an input alphabei and also an input distributiopy, x € 22U x X'). This input distribution induces

the distributionspyy andpx|;. Also fix a pair of achievable rated?;, 2) belonging to the regiod?(n, €; py, x)
(Definition[15).
Codebook GeneratioRandomly and independently generaté® cloud centersu”(mz) ~ []i_; pu(ug),ms €
[27F:]. For everyms, randomly and conditionally independently gener2ité: satellite codewords™(m1,ms) ~
[Tr—1 x| (zk|ur(ms)), m1 € [2"]. The codebooks consisting of thé¢ andz" codewords are revealed to the
encoder and the two decoders.
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Encoding Given (m1,ms) € [2"F1] x [27%2], the encoder transmits™ (my, ms).
Decoding Decoder 2 only has to decode the common messagé/Nhen it receivegs; € )y, it finds the unique
e € [2"%2] such that

[(u"(ma) A y3)) > Ra+ 6, (136)

where the sequeneg := (|U||X| max{|)1], |Va|}+ %)W. If there is no such message or there is not a unique
one, declare a decoding error. Decoder 1 has to decode bottothmon message, and its own message;.
When it receiveg} € Y7, it finds the unique paiti, mg) € [27%] x [27F2] such that

J(u" (he), ™ (11, Ma), yl) = > Ri + Ry

] f<x”<m17mz>wﬁu"<mz>>] [ f }
I (o) AyD) ] = +0n1. (137)

If there is no such message pair or there is not a unique oraén dgclare a decoding error. For convenience in
stating the error events, we use the notatigiiR, Ro,6,) := {z € R%2 : 2 > Ry + 6,22 > R1 + Ro + 9, }.

We remind the reader that the notatidte” (1, 7) A y}|u™(1h2)) denotes the conditional mutual information
I(X;Y|U) where(U, X,Y) is a dummy random variable with distribution, artype, Py (i1,) n (s e -
Analysis of Error Probability By symmetry and the random codebook generation, we camesthat(M;, Ms) =
(1,1). The error event at decoder 2, namély:= {M, # M}, can be decomposed into the following 2 events:

Ea1 = {I(U"(1) AY3'") < Ry + 6, } (138)

Eao = {31y # 1: I(U™(fa) AYq") > Ry + 6} (139)

Decoder 1's error event, namefy := {M; # M, }U{M, # M,}, can be decomposed into the followifigevents:
Eup = {IU"(1), X"(1,1),Y]") & T (R, Rz, 6n)} (140)

10 = {31 £ 1: J(U™(1), X" (171, 1), Y7") € T(Ry, Ra, 6,)} (141)

E13 = {3 # 1,10 £ 1: (U (1), X" (11,702), Y{") € T (R, Ra, 6)} (142)

The vectord (u", z",y}) is defined in[I37). Clearly the average error probabilitytfee ABC defined in[(28) can
be bounded above as
P < P(E1 U&r1) + P(E22) + P(E12) + P(E13).- (143)

Note that in contrast to the DM-MAC, we bound the probabibifythe union&, ; U & instead of bounding the
probabilities of the constituent events separately. Thisn important distinction. By doing so, we can use the
vector rate redundancy theorem on an empirical mutual imédion vector of lengtt3. See[(145) below. We bound
the first term in[(1413), which can be written as

P(Eaq U&1) =1 — PA(U™(1), X™(1,1), Y], Y9") > R+ 6,1), (144)

where the lengtl3- empirical mutual information vector is defined as

) H(X™ A YR |U™)
U™ X" Y Yy) = | L({U" AYY) (145)
I(X™ A YD)
Using the fact that R, R2) € Z(n,€;py x), we can rewrite[(144) as
P21 U€12)%) = P (IO X" (L D7 9) 2 T, W) + 2~ anl 45,1) (140

where from the definition of”(V, ¢) in (), z € R? is a vector satisfyin®(Z > z) > 1—ec andZ ~ N (0, V). The
sequence,, = ”10% with v defined in[(36). Now we again invoke the vector rate redungémeorem (Theoreml 5)
with the following identifications: random variable < (U, X, Y1, Y2), smooth functiorg(py, x W) < I(pv.x, W),
evaluation vector < z and sequencé, + a, — d,. Then if the coefficient of., is larger than that ob,,, say
v = [U||X|max{|V1|,|):|} + 1 as in [36),a, — 4, is a positive sequence of ordéx(!°6™), satisfying [64).

n
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Furthermore, the third momegtsc = E[||i(U, X, Y1, Y2) — I(pu.x, W)|3] is uniformly bounded as shown in
(I88) in AppendiXD. Hence, going through the same argumsribiathe MAC (see[{124)E(125)),

P((£21U&11)°) >21—€e+0 <l(z§ﬁ"> . (147)

The rest of the error events can be bounded using the atigpioAbempirical mutual information lemma (Lemrha 9).
Since the calculations are similar, we focus solely&n. For this event, we have

P(£12) < Y PI(U™(1), X" (1,1),Y") € T (Ry, Ra, 6n)) (148)
mi#£l

< ([2"=] = 1)P(I(U™(1), X™(2,1),Y") € T (R, Ra,6,)) (149)

< MEp([(X™(2,1) AYP|IU™(1)) > Ry + 6y) (150)

< (n 4 DUIXIDr]gnRzg—n(Ratsn). (151)

The reasoning for each of these steps is similar to that ferDM-MAC. See stepd (128) td_(1132). The crucial
realization to get from[(150) td (151) via the use of the atgpty of empirical mutual information lemma is that
for m; # 1, the satellite codeword™(m,1) is conditionally independent af;* given the cloud centet/™(1).
By the choice of),, introduced at the decoding step, we have

1
NOESS

Similarly, P(£22) < (n+1)"Y2 andP(&2,3) < (n + 1)~'/2. This, combined with[{143) an@(I47), shows that the
average error probability for the DM-ABC, defined in(28) nis greater tham. Hence, there exists a deterministic
code whose average error probability is no greater thas desired. [ |
2) Cardinality Bounds:

Proof: The bound on/| can be argued in the same way as we did for the DM-MAC in Se§BRC?]
We need|X| — 1 elements to preservex(z),z € {0,...,|X| — 2} and 7 additional elements to preserve the
two mutual information quantitieg(U;Y>) and I(X;Y;|U), two variances along the diagonals ®(py x, W),
i.e., Var(log[W1(Y1]X)/py, v (Y1|U)]) andVar(log[py, 7 (Y2|U) /py, (Y2)]) and three covariances in the off-diagonal
positions inV (py,x, W). Note that!(X;Y;) andVar(log[W;(Y1|X)/px(X)]) are automatically preserved given
that we have preservedy (z) and they do not depend di. Hence,|U/| < |X| + 6. [ |

P(&12) <

(152)

APPENDIXA
PROOF OFPROPOSITIONZ

Proof: We now prove[(dR), i.e., thak' = [V];1/(cos?6) + 7,, wherer, is exponentially decaying. Recall
that we assumed thats > H(X,). Defined := Ry — H(X2) > 0. Let Z := (Z1, Z2, Z3) ~ N(0,V). From the
definition of .(V,¢), we see thaf is the solution to the equation

Zl Rl(n, 6) — H(Xl‘XQ)
P ([%] <vn [ Ry(n,€) — H(X2|Xy) ]) =1-c¢ (153)
Zg Rl(n, 6) + Rz(n, 6) — H(Xl,Xg)

where R (n, ¢) and Ry(n,€) are defined in[(39) and_(#0) respectively. Also (59). Nlo& the condition in
(@53) can be rewritten as

P(AIN AN A3) =1 —¢, (154)

where after performing some basic information-theoretamipulations, we see that the events can be expressed as
A = {Z1 < V/F (cos ) Q—l(e)} (155)
Ay = {22 <V (I(X1; X3) + 6) + VF (cos ) Q—l(e))} (156)

Az = {Zg < V/né + V'F (cos6) Q_l(e)} ) (157)
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We claim thatP(.A5) and P(A$) converge to zero exponentially fast. Indeed,

P(AS) = Q < U0 +0)+ % (cos ) Q-1<e>> (158)
<lew (—Q[VLMI(XUXQ) FO7) = i (159)

wherer ,, is an exponentially decaying sequence and the inequalityeso the Chernoff bound for thg-function,
ie., Q) < %exp(—%) for all ¢ > 0. By the same argument that led fo (159),

. 1 né>
P(A3) < 5 &XP <_72[V]373> = Tom, (160)

wherer, ,, is another exponentially decaying sequence. KnowingRat;) andP(.A$) are small means th&(A, )
must be close td — ¢ from (154). Indeed, we have

1—e<P(A) (161)
< P(A;NAyNA3) + P(A3S) + P(AS) (162)
<l-e+ Tin + T2, (163)

where the second inequality is from the union bound. Friondl(Hhd the definition of th&€)-function,
PA) =1 Q[ [t (cos) Qo) | . (164)

[V]ia
On account of[(163),
F

Q7 1(e) < m (cos0) Q7 (e) < Q7 (e — (T1n + o)) (165)

In addition, by Taylor's approximation theorer® (¢ — (11, + T2.n)) = Q7 1(¢) + 7, for some exponentially
decayingr),. This completes the proof of (#2). The proofs [of1(43) and #Apw analogously so we omit them.
For (43), note that R}, R%) is a corner point. In particulaf; = H(X;|X2) and R; = H(X3). Clearly, F' is

the solution of the equation:

P(BiNByNBs)=1—¢, (166)
where the events can be written as
By = {21 < V/F (cos8) Q_l(e)} (167)
By = {22 < /R I(X1; Xs) + VF(sin ) Q_l(e))} (168)
By = {Zg < VF (cos + sinf) Q—l(e)} . (169)
By the same argument that led fo (15B)35) — 0 exponentially fast. Hence,
1—e<PB1NB;s) <1—e+y, (170)
wherer, decays exponentially fast. By a simple (diagonal) changeoofdinates,
P(BiNBs) =T (m,s; — % (cos ) Q" (e), — Vs (cos 0 + sin 6) Q‘1(6)> : (171)

where U is the bivariate generalization of th@-function, defined in[{(41). Eq[(45) follows upon the suhsiiin
of (I71) into [170). The result in_(46) follows by the samewmgnt with1 in place of2 and vice versa. [ |
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APPENDIX B
PROOF OFCOROLLARY [7]

Proof: We use Theorern] 6 to prove Corolldry 7. Lét= LL” be the Cholesky decomposition of the matrix
V, defined in[(6B). The lower-triangular matrix R s the left Cholesky factor oV. Define the change of
coordinatesUy, := LU, € R? for all k = 1,...,n. Then,Cov(Uy) = E[(LU)(LU)?] = LE[U, UL =V
becauseE[U, UT] =1 by assumption. Substituting this into_{66) yields
400d'/4¢

I <=~
P<%;URGL%>—P(LZGL%)S 7

Clearly, the family of convex, Borel subsets R}, namely,, remains closed under matrix multiplication, i.e.,
¢4 = L&y. Thus, [A7R) can be rewritten as

n _ L /
P (%ZUR € %) —P(Z e %)' < M, (173)
k=1

sup (172)

ey

sup
‘iECd

N4

where ¢ = L% andZ~ ~ N(0,V). Now, recall that¢ = E[||U;||3]. We upper bound this quantity as follows:
ReplacingU; by L~'U; yields

§=E|IL70u3] (174)
—E [ UL TL10 )3/2] (175)
- E[UTV g, 3/2} (176)
< A (VT)Y2E (0T 01)?] a7

1 _
- o o oo

where [I77) holds becaugé Ay < M. (A)|ly||? for all vectorsy. The proof is completed upon the substitution
of the upper bound if(178) intd (1I73) and the identificatibthe third moment ofU; namely,¢ := E[||U4||3]. =

APPENDIX C
PROOF OFLEMMA [8

Proof: Define the event§ := {G > v+ ¢1} andG := {A > —¢1}. Then,FNG C {G+ A > v}. As such

PG+A>v)=P(F\(FNG?) (179)
= P(F) - P(FNG°) (180)
> P(F) — P(G%). (181)
In addition, we have
P(G°) =P(A < —¢1) < P(|[Ax = ¢). (182)
The combination of((181) and_(1182) yields [76) as desired. [ |
APPENDIXD

FINITENESS OFTHIRD MOMENTS
In this appendix, we prove that the third moments are finite. #otation, see Sections TIFA, TI[HA arid TVAA.

Lemma 10. For the SW, MAC and ABC problems, let tthird momentse defined as
Esw = E [||h(X1, X2) — H(px, x,) 3] (183)

émac = E [i(Q, X1, X2,Y) = 1(pg, px,10: Pxalos W3] (184)
éao = E [|[i(U, X, Y1, Y2) — I(pu,x, W)|l3] - (185)
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Then, all three quantities are uniformly bounded. More [zely,

Esw < 5V3 - (|X| + | o] + | X1 |Xz)) (186)
émac < 15V3 - |V (187)
Eapc < 5V3- (2] + |Val). (188)

Proof: We will only prove the second assertion [n_ (187). The other &ssertions for the SW and ABC follow
mutatis mutandisind essentially leverage on the fact that the ranges of tidora variables are finite.
For brevity, letA;, A, and A3 be the components of the random vedt@, X, X»,Y") defined in[(2R). So for
example,A; = log[W (Y| X1, X2)/py|x, 0 (Y|X2,Q)] — I(X1;Y|X2,Q). Becauser — o/ is convex,

€ = E (A + A3+ 43)*?] (189)
3
<2 S E[(3an)"] (190)
t=1
3
=3 > E[4]] (191)
t=1

Subsequently, we simplify notation by dropping the sulpgsion the distributions, e.ga(y|z2, ¢) := py|x,,0(¥l72, q)
[see [(20)]. We focus on the first term in the sum[in (191), whieh be bounded as

[ 3

E[A}] =E (lo % f(Xl;YrXZ,@)] (192)

W(Y|X1, Xo)
<E < V1%, Q >>] (199)

. 1 )
=" _<log D) ] 194)

1 3

Z%Xx;p(Q)p(w2IQ)Zy:p(ylwz,q) <logm> : (195)

where [19B) follows from the fact that— 3 is monotonically increasing and mutual information is negative.
Inequality [194) follows becaus@ (y|z1,x2) < 1 for all (xl,xg, y) € X1 x Xy x ). Now by simple calculus, the
function u — u(—log u)? is bounded above bi;2;)3 exp, (—25) < 5 for all u € [0, 1]. Hence, [(195) reduces to

E[A}] <5 (196)
All the other terms can be bounded similarly. This completesproof. [ |
APPENDIXE

PROOF OFLEMMA [9

Proof: For convenience, we introduce dummy random variabliesX, V) distributed according & xn y«,
the type of(U", X", Y™). This means thap; ; y = Py~ x»y~. Then, note that

log pxyu(X,Y|U)
Po.x.y x| (X|U)pyp(Y|U)
sinceX —U —Y form a Markov chain in that order $ox y i/ (=, y|u)/(px v (z|w)py v (y|u)) = 1 for all (z,y,u) €
XxYxU. Letpg V)= pUXY/pU be the conditional type and I@tXIU ande‘U be theX- and Y-marginals

of p; v respectively. Now, by expressing the mutual informatigiX’; Y'|U) as an expectation, we readily see
that [ﬁ’) simplifies as

I(X;Y|0)=I(X;Y|U) - E

(197)

I(X;Y|U) = D(pg ygllex.vivlpg) — Doggllexiulpg) — Doy llpyiolpg)- (198)
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Because conditional relative entropies[in_(1198) are nayatiee,

I(X;Y|0) < D(pg 3 5llexyivlpy): (199)
To simplify notation, letW := px y 7. Fix t > 0. Now consider

PI(X;Y|U) > 1) <P(D(pg 3, g||W|pU> > 1) (200)
= ) Z > WTy(u™)un) (201)
QReZ,(U) Vef/ (X xY;Q):
D(V|[W|Q)>t
< Z Z Z 9—nD(V[IW|Q) (202)
€D, VEV(Xxy Q):
DV |[|W|Q)>t
< DY Py (n 4 1Yt (203)

QEZ,U) u€Tq
= (n + 1)UlIXIYIg=nt (204)

where in [200) we used the bound[in (199). For (201), we ndtatithe type of.” in the innermost sum i&,» = Q.
In (202), we used [14, Lemma 1.2.6] to upper boundiihi&( - |«™)-probability of aV-shell. In [208), we applied the
Type Counting Lemma for conditional typés [14, Eq. (2.5M}iich asserts thdt/;, (X x V; Q)| < (n+ 1)MIXIIVI,
This completes the proof. |
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