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Abstract

The problem of state communication over a discrete memssytbannel with discrete memoryless
state is studied when the state information is availabietstrcausally at the encoder. It is shown that
block Markov encoding, in which the encoder communicatesescdption of the state sequence in
the previous block by incorporating side information abth# state sequence at the decoder, yields
the minimum state estimation error. When the same channeseésl to send additional independent
information at the expense of a higher channel state estimatror, the optimal tradeoff between the
rate of the independent information and the state estimadiwor is characterized via the capacity—
distortion function. It is shown that any optimal tradeo#ipcan be achieved via rate-splitting. These
coding theorems are then extended optimally to the caseusBtahannel state information at the encoder

using the Shannon strategy.

. INTRODUCTION

The problem of information transmission over channels witite (also referred to as state-dependent
channels) is classical. One of the most interesting modethé scenario in which the channel state is
available at the encoder either causally or noncausallig ffamework has been extensively studied for
independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) statasting from the pioneering work of Shannon|[26],
Kusnetov and Tsybakov [18], Gelfand and Pinsker [12], anédded and El Gamal [14]; see a recent
survey by Keshet, Steinberg, and Merhav! [16].

Most of the existing literature has focused on determintmg ¢channel capacity or devising practical

capacity-achieving coding techniques for this channetdriain communication scenarios, however, the

This research has been supported in part by the Nationah@ciEoundation under Grants CCF-0747111, CNS-0832186,
CNS-0821750 (MRI), CCF-0917343, and the Office of Naval Reseunder Grant NO0014-09-1-0700.

Chiranjib Choudhuri (cchoudhu@usc.edu) and Urbashi Mithdi@usc.edu) are with the Ming Hsieh Department of Eieatr
Engineering, University of Southern California, UnivéydPark, Los Angeles, CA 90089, USA. Young-Han Kim (yhk@uesit)
is with the Department of Electrical and Computer Enginggridniversity of California, San Diego, La Jolla, CA 920955A.

The material in this paper was presented in partin [3] and [4]

October 29, 2018 DRAFT


http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.6027v1

encoder may instead wish to help reveal the channel stateetalé¢coder. In this paper, we study this
problem of state communication over a discrete memorylaaseel (DMC) with discrete memoryless
(DM) state, in which the encoder has either strictly caugakausal state information and wishes
to help reveal it to the decoder with some fidelity criteriorhis problem is motivated by a wide
array of applications, including multimedia informatiofdimg in Moulin and O’Sullivan [[22], digital
watermarking in Chen and Wornélll[2], data storage over nrgmiith defects in Kusnetsov and Tsybakov
[18] and Heegard and El Gamal [14], secret communicatiotesys in Lee and Xiang [19], dynamic
spectrum access systems in Mitalal[21] and later in Devrtigan, and Tarokh([10], and underwater
acoustic/sonar applications in Stojanovic|[27]. Each a&fsth problems can be expressed as a problem
of conveying the channel state to the decoder. For instaheegncoder may be able to monitor the
interference level in the channel; it only attempts to cauy communication when the interference level
is low and additionally assists the decoder in estimatirititerference for better decoder performance.
We show that block Markov encoding, in which the encoder comicates a description of the state
sequence in the previous block by incorporating side infdgiom about the state sequence at the decoder,
is optimal for communicating the state when the state in&dgiom is strictly causallyavailable at the
encoder. For the causal case, this block Markov coding sehmoupled with incorporating the current
channel state using the Shannon strategy turns out to bealpti

This same channel can also be used to send additional indepemformation. This is, however,
accomplished at the expense of a higher channel state éstimerror. We characterize the tradeoff
between the amount of independent information that can ligbhe transmitted and the accuracy at
which the decoder can estimate the channel state viadpacity—distortion functionwhich is to be
distinguished from the usual rate—distortion functiondunise coding. We show that any optimal tradeoff
can be achieved via rate-splitting, whereby the encodaogpijately allocates its rate between information
transmission and state communication.

The problem of joint communication and state estimation \wasoduced in [[29], which studied
the capacity—distortion tradeoff for the Gaussian chanvigl additive Gaussian state when the state
information is noncausallyavailable at the encoder; see Sutivongl[28] for the genexsé.cThe other
extreme case was studied later In][31], in which both the éac@and the decoder are assumed to
be oblivious of the channel state; the capacity of the channel subject ths@rtion constraint is
determined. This paper connects these two sets of prioltselsy considering causal (i.e., temporally
partial) information of the state at the encoder.

Note that the problem of communicating the causally (or mosally) available state and independent
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information over a state-dependent channel was also studifl7] and its dual problem of communi-

cating independent information while masking the state stadied by Merhav and Shamai [20]. Instead
of reconstructing the state in some fidelity criterion, hearethe focus in[[1[7] was the optimal tradeoff
between the information transmission rate and the statertaioty reduction rate (the list decoding
exponent of the state). We will later elucidate the coneckhietween the results in [17] and our results.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section Itdbes the basic channel model with discrete
alphabets, characterizes the minimum distortion in ediimgahe state, establishes its achievability and
proves the converse part of the theorem. Section Il extémelsesults to the information rate—distortion
tradeoff setting, wherein we evaluate the capacity—distorfunction with strictly causal state at the
encoder. Since the intuition gained from the study of théttrcausal setup carries over when the
encoder has causal knowledge of the state sequence, the cass is treated only briefly in Section IV
with key examples provided for the causal case. Finallyti8ed/ concludes the paper.

Throughout the paper, we closely follow the notatioriinl [1d]particular, a random variable is denoted
by an upper case letter (e.gX, Y, Z) and its realization is denoted by a lower case letter (e.g;, 2).
The shorthand notatiotX™ is used to denote the tuple (or the column vector) of randonabizs
(X1,...,X,), andz” is used to denote their realizations. The notatioh ~ p(z") means thap(z")
is the probability mass function (pmf) of the random veckt. Similarly, Y [{X™ = 2"} ~ p(y"|a")
means thap(y™|z") is the conditional pmf o™ given {X"™ = z"}. For X ~ p(z) ande € (0,1), we

define the set oé-typical n-sequences™ (or the typical set in short) [24] as
TE(X) = {a™: [{i: 2; = 2}|/n — p(z)| < ep(z) for all z € X}.

We say thatX — Y — Z form a Markov chain ifp(z,y, z) = p(x)p(y|z)p(z|y), that is,X and Z are
conditionally independent of each other givEn Finally, C(z) = (1/2) log(1 + «) denotes the Gaussian

capacity function.

Il. PROBLEM SETUP AND MAIN RESULT

Consider a point-to-point communication system with stdépicted in Fig.[ll. Suppose that the
encoder hastrictly causalaccess to the channel state sequefiteand wishes to communicate the
state to the decoder. We assume a DMC with a DM state mgdet S, p(y|z, s)p(s),)) that consists
of a finite input alphabett, a finite output alphabed), a finite state alphabe$, and a collection
of conditional pmfsp(y|x,s) on ). The channelis memoryless in the sense that, without feedback,
p(y"a",s") = 1T pyix,s(yilwi, 5:), and thestate is memoryless in the sense that the sequence

(S1,S9,...) is independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) with ~ ps(s;).
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Fig. 1. Strictly causal state communication.

An (|S|™,n) code for strictly causal state communication over the DM@ VIM state consists of

e an encoder that assigns a symhg(si~!) € X to each past state sequence! ¢ S~! for
i€[l:n], and

e a decoder that assigns an estiméltes S to each received sequenge € )",

The fidelity of the state estimate is measured bydkpected distortion
n an 1 - Q
E(d(5",5™) = ~ > E(d(Si, 5)),
=1

whered : S x S — [0,00) is a distortion measure between a state symbelS and a reconstruction
symbol 5 € S. Without loss of generality, we assume that for every symbat S there exists a
reconstruction symbot € S such thatd(s, §) = 0.

A distortion D is said to beachievableif there exists a sequence ¢fS|",n) codes such that

lim sup E(d(S™, S™)) < D.

n— o0

We next characterize the minimum distortidr‘, which is the infimum of all achievable distortiods.

Theorem 1:The minimum distortion for strictly causal state commutima is
D* =minE(d(S, S)),
where the minimum is over all conditional pm#$x)p(u|x, s) and functionss(u, x,y) such that
(U, X;Y) > I(U,X;S).

To illustrate this result, we consider the following.
Example 1 (Quadratic Gaussian state communicatidddnsider the Gaussian channel with additive
Gaussian state [5]

Y=X+S8+2,
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where the stat& ~ N(0,Q) and the noiseZ ~ N(0, N) are independent. Assume an expected average

transmission power constraint
n
Y E@F(sTh) <P,
i=1

where the expectation is over the random state sequ&hceVe assume thequared error (quadratic)
distortion measurel(s, ) = (s — §)2.

We compare different transmission strategies for estimgatine state at the decoder. In the classical
communication paradigm, the encoder would its ignore kedgé of the channel state (since the strictly
causal state information at the encoder does not increasehidnnel capacity) and transmit an agreed-
upon training sequence to the decoder. The minimum distois achieved by estimating the stafg
via minimum mean squared error (MMSE) estimation from thesyobservatiort; = X; + S; + Z; and
E(SiY;)? QN

E(Y?) Q+N’
Note that the result is independent of the particular secgi&n, i.e., one could “sendX; = 0,4 € [1: n].

D =E((S; — S:)?) = E(S?) —

This distortion is optimal when the encoder is oblivious loé state sequence as shownlinl [31].

Alternatively, a block Markov coding scheme can be perfaime which the encoder communicates a
description of the state sequence in the previous blockgusinapacity-achieving code. This strategy is
similar to a source—channel separation scheme, wherelstdlte sequence is treated as a source and the
compressed version of the source is sent across the noispehat a rate lower than the capacity. Since
the distortion—rate function of the state i3(R) = Q272% (see, for example[ [8]) and the capacity of
the channel (with strictly causal state information at theagler) isC = C(P/(Q + N)), the distortion
achieved by this coding schemefis= D(C) = Q(Q + N)/(P + Q + N). It is straightforward to see
that for the same values d? Q) and N, ignoring the state knowledge at the encoder can offer arlowe
distortion than using this (suboptimal) block Markov enicgdscheme.

The minimum distortion however can be achieved again byopeihg another block Markov coding
scheme, but this time the encoder communicates a descaripfidhe state sequence in the previous
block by incorporating side informatiofiX, Y') about the stat& of previous block at the decoder. This
strategy is equivalent to setting = aU ~ N(0, P), U = S + S, whereS ~ N(0,Q/P) is independent
of (S, X), andS = E(S|U, X,Y) = E(S|S+ 5,5+ Z) in Theoren{lL. This strategy yields the minimum
distortion given byD* = QN/(P + Q + N). (The proof of optimality is given in Section Ill.) This
strategy, in effect, replaceB(R) = Q27%F of the last scheme with the Wyner-Ziv distortion—rate
function Dwz(R) = (QN/(Q + N))272% (see [30]) and the minimum distortioR* can be evaluated
by computingDwz(C).
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In the following two subsections, we prove Theorgm 1.

A. Proof of Achievability

We useb transmission blocks, each block consistingnofymbols. In blockj, a description of the

state sequencé”(j — 1) in block j — 1 is sent.

Codebook generation. Fix a conditional pmp(z)p(u|z, s) and functions(u, z, y) such that’ (U, X;Y) >
I(U, X;8), and letp(u|z) = >, p(s)p(u|z, s). For eachj € [1:b], randomly and independently generate
2nfts sequences™(lj_1), [j_1 € [1:2"%], each according t§[" | px (z;). For each;_; € [1:27%s],
randomly and conditionally independently genem’t@s sequences” (kj|lj—1), kj € [1: 2"RS], each
according to[ [, pyx (uilz;(Ij—1)). Partition the set of indices; < [1 : 2”RS] into equal-size bins

B(l;) = [(I; — 1)27(Bs—Rs) 4 1 1,9n(Bs=Rs)] |, e [1:2785], This defines the codebook
C; = {(@"(l—1) u" (ks |l—1): Loy € [1:2°F5), by € [1:2°Rs]) je [1:0).
The codebook is revealed to both the encoder and the decoder.
Encoding. By convention, letl; = 1. At the end of blockj, the encoder finds an indéx such that
(5" (), u" (ks 1), 2" (151) € TS,

If there is more than one such index, it selects one of therformiy at random. If there is no such
index, it selects an index frori : Q"RS] uniformly at random. In blockj + 1 the encoder transmits

z"(l;), wherel; is the bin index ofk;.

Decoding. Let ¢ > €. At the end of blockj + 1, the decoder finds the unique ind@< such that
(z™(l),y"(j + 1)) € 7M. (If there is more than one such index, it selects one of thaifoumly at

random. If there is no such index, it selects an index ffor2"fs] uniformly at random.) It then finds
the unique indexi; € B(i;) such that(u™(k;|i;_1),2"(i,_1),y"(j)) € T™. Finally it computes the

reconstruction sequence &g7) = &(u;(k;|l;_1),z:(l;_1),v:(j)) for i € [1:n).

Analysis of expected distortion. Let L;_q, K;, L; be the indices chosen in block We bound the

distortion averaged over the random choice of the codeb6pks < [1: b]. Define the “error” event

E(j) = {(S", U™ (K| Lj—1), X" (Lj—1), Y"(7)) & TV}
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and consider the events
E1(j) = {(S", U™ (K| Lj1), X" (Lj-1), Y™ () & T},
E2(j —1) ={Lj—1 # Lj 1},
&(j) = {L; # L;},
&(j) = {K; # K;}.
Then by the union of events bound,

P{EG)} < P{&G)Y +P{&(i — D} + P{&()} + P{&( — 1) N &) N &s(5)}-

We bound each term. For the first term, let

E1(j) = {(S", U™ (K| Lj—1), X"(Lj-1)) ¢ T}

and note that
P{E1(j)} < P{&L()} + PLET() N &G}

By the independence of the codebooks (in particular, thegeddence oL ;_; andC;) and the covering
lemma [11, Sec. 3.7P{&.(j)} tends to zero as — oo if Rg > I(U;S|X) + d(¢). Sincee > ¢ and
Y™ () {U™ (K| Loy = u", X™(Lj—1) = 2", 5"(j) = s} ~ [T/ pyjx.s(wilzi. s1), by the conditional
typicality lemma [11, Sec. 2.5R{£¢(j) N £1(j)} tends to zero as — oo.

Next, by the same independence of the codebooks and thengdekimal[1l, Sec. 3.2R{&(j —1)}
andP{&(j)} tend to zero as — oo if Rs < I(X;Y) — d(e). Finally, following the same steps as in
the analysis of the Wyner—Ziv coding schernel [11, Sec. 1In3pdrticular, the analysis dfy), it can be
readily shown thaP{&5(j —1)NES(j)NEs(f)} tends to zero as — oo if Rg— Rg < I(U;Y|X)—d(e).
Combining the bounds and eliminatiity and Rs, we have shown tha&{£(j)} tends to zero as — oo
if I(U,X;Y) > I(U;S|X) + () + 20(e) = I(U, X;S) + &' (e), which is satisfied by our choice of
p(z)p(u|z, s) for e sufficiently small.

When there is no “error{S™, U™(K;|L;_1), X"(L,_1),Y"(j)) € T.™). Thus, by the law of total
expectation and the typical average lemma [11, Sec. 2.4]agdymptotic distortion averaged over the

random codebook, encoding, and decoding is upper bounded as

lim sup E(d(S™(5), 5™ (7)) < limsup(dmax P{E(H)} + (1 + €) E(d(S, §)) P{€°(4)})

n—o0 n—oo

~

< (1+¢€)E(d(S,S)),
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where dy.x = Max oy d(s,8) < oo. By takinge — 0 andb — oo, any distortion larger than
E(d(S,S)) is achievable for a fixed conditional pm{z)p(u|z,s) and functions(u,z,y) satisfying
I(U,X;Y) > I(U, X;S). Finally, by the continuity of mutual information terms i{x)p(u|z, s), the
same conclusion holds when we relax the strict inequality(fé, X;Y') > I(U, X; S). This completes

the achievability proof of Theorefd 1.

B. Proof of the Converse

In this section, we prove that for every code, the achievatbdion is lower bounded a® > D*.
Given an(|S|™, n) code, we identify the auxiliary random variable’s = (51, Y;",), i € [1:n]. Note

that, as desired/; — (X;, S;) — Y; form a Markov chain fori € [1: n]. Consider

iI(Ui,XZ-;Sn = il(si LY, X6 Si)

=1
ZI (STL YRS
—Z (ST7180) + (Y45 5:1877h)
QZI T SiSTh
Z[ STLY V)
gZI(Si LY X Y)

= iI(Ui,Xi;Yi), (1)

i=1
where (a) follows sinceX; is a function ofS=1, (b) follows sinceS” is i.i.d., and(c) follows by the
Csiszar sum identity [9]/[13]/ 11, Sec. 2.3].

Let @ be a time-sharing random variable, uniformly distributecero[1 : n| and independent of

(X", 8™ Y™), and letU = (Q,Ug), X = Xg, S = Sg, andY = Y. It can be easily verified
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that X is independent ot andU — (X, S) — Y form a Markov chain. Furthermore
(U, X;.8) 2 1(Ug, X So|Q)

1 n
= — ZI(Uz,Xi;Si)
et
) 1 &
<= I(U;,X;;Y;
_n; ( )

I(Ug, Xq;Yo|Q)

I(U,X;Y),

where(a) follows since( is independent obg and (b) follows from the definition of the code.
To lower bound the expected distortion of the given code, &l on the following result.
Lemma 1:SupposeZ — V — W form a Markov chain and(z, 2) is a distortion measure. Then for

every reconstruction functiof(v, w), there exists a reconstruction functiéh(v) such that
E[d(Z,2°(V))] <E[d(Z,2(V,W))].

This extremely useful lemma traces back to Blackwell's arotdf channel ordering [1]/ [25] and can
be interpreted as a “data processing inequality” for edtomaln the context of network information
theory, it has been utilized by Kaspi [15] (see alsa [11, 8ac20.3.3]) and appeared in the above simple
form in [3]. For completeness, the proof of this lemma is jled in AppendidA.

Now consider

E[d(S™,5™)] ZE (Si, 5(Y™)]

— Z min (Si,ﬁ*(i,Uz’,XuY;'))]

§* (4,u4,24,Ys)

— min E[d(S,5(U,X,Y))],

5 (u,2,y)
where(a) follows from Lemmdl by identifyingS; as Z, (U;, X;,Y;) = (S %, X;,Y") asV, andY~!
asW, and noting thats; — (S*~%, X;,Y:") — Y*~1 form a Markov chain. This completes the proof of
Theorent1L.

C. Lossless Communication

Suppose that the state sequence needs to be commurimsdébslyi.e., lim,, P{S” # S} =0.

We can establish the following congruence of Theokém 1.
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10

Corollary 1: If H(S) < A* = max,,) [(X,S;Y), then the state sequence can be communicated

losslessly. Conversely, if the state sequence can be coinated losslessly, theH (S) < A*.

To prove this, consider the special cas&of S and Hamming distortion measuiés, 3) (i.e.,d(s, §) = 0

if s=35andl if s # §). By settingU = S in the achievability proof of Theoref 1 in Subsection 1I-A
and noting that no “error” implies thas” = $”, we can conclude that the state sequence can be
communicated losslessly ih* > H(S) for somep(x). The converse follows immediately since the
lossless condition that the block error probabilﬁx]ﬁ" # 8™} tends to zero as — oo implies the zero
Hamming distortion condition that the average symbol eprobability (1/2) > ":" , P{S; # S;} tends to
zero asn — oo. Combining this observation with the converse proof of Teew 1 in Subsectioh 1I-B,

we can conclude thall (S) must be less than or equal tb*.

Remark 1:1f we define A* = max,,) I(X,S;Y), then min{H(S), A*} characterizes thetate
uncertainty reduction ratewhich captures the performance of the optimal list decodertlie state
sequence (see [17] for the exact definition). The proof of thsult again follows from Theorem 1 by
letting S be the set of pmfs o andd(s, §) = log(1/(s)) be the logarithmic distortion measure and

adapting the technique by Courtade and Weissrman [6].

[1l. CAPACITY—DISTORTION TRADEOFF

Now suppose that in addition to the state sequefiteghe encoder wishes to communicate a message
M independent ob™. What is the optimal tradeoff between the rdtef the message and the distortion
D of state estimation?

A (2% n) code for strictly causal state communication consists of

e a message sét : 277,

e an encoder that assigns a symbeim, si~!) € X to each message: < [1 : 2"%] and past state

sequence’~! € St~ for i € [1:n], and

e adecoder that assigns a message estirmate|1 : 277 (or an error messagg and a state sequence

estimates™ € 8™ to each received sequengk ¢ Y.
We assume thadf is uniformly distributed over the message set. The averagbapility of error is
defined as?™ = P{M # M}. As before, the channel state estimation error is defindg(ds5™, 5")).
A rate—distortion pair is said to be achievable if there &xis sequence of2"f*,n) codes such that
limy 0o P™ = 0 andlim sup,, .o, E(d(S™, ™)) < D. The capacity—distortion functioisc(D) is the

supremum of the rateR such that(R, D) is achievable.
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11

We characterize this optimal tradeoff between informatiamsmission rate (capacity) and state
estimation (distortionD) as follows.

Theorem 2:The capacity—distortion function for strictly causal stabmmunication is
Csc(D) = max(I(U, X;Y) — I(U, X; 9)), 2

where the maximum is over all conditional pmfse)p(ulz, s) with || < |S|+2 and functionsi(u, z, y)
such thatg(d(S, S)) < D.

The proof of Theoreni]2 is similar to the zero-rate case in Témdl and thus we delegate it to
Appendix[B. Note that the inverse of the capacity—distortionction, namely, the distortion—capacity

function for strictly causal state communication is

N

Dsc(C) = min E(d(S, 9)), (3)

where the minimum is over all conditional pmfér)p(u|x, s) and functions(u, z, y) such that/ (U, X;Y')—
I(U,X;S) > C. By settingC = 0 in (3), we recover Theoreill 1. (More interestingly, we carovec
Theoren 2 from Theoref 1 by considering a supersofifce (S, W), where the message sourdeé is
independent of5, and two distortion measures—the Hamming distortion meaduv, «w) and a generic
distortion measurel(s, 5).) At the other extreme, by settin® = oo in (@), we recover the capacity
expression

C=maxI(X;Y) 4)

p(x)
of a DMC with DM state when the state information is availastiéctly causally at the encoder. (Unlike
the general tradeoff in Theorem 2, strictly causal statermétion is useless when communicating the
message alone.) Finally, by settibg= () in Theoren{ 2, we recover the result [n [31] on the capacity—
distortion function when the state information is not aalé at the encoder.

Remark 2: Theoreni 2 (as well as Theorér 1) holds for any finite delay,ithavhenever the encoder
is defined as;(m, s"~%) for somed € [1: 00). More generally, it continues to hold as long as the delay
is sublinear in the block length.

Remark 3: The characterization of the capacity—distortion funciioheoreni 2, albeit very compact,
does not bring out the intrinsic tension between state asitm and independent information transmission.

It can be alternatively written as

Coo(D) = - max  (I(X5Y) = Ex[Ry(Dx)), (5)
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12

where

Rgf,)z(D): ) min I(U;S|x,Y), ze€lX,
p(u|z,s),8(u,z,y):E[d(S,S(U,z,Y))|<D

is the Wyner—Ziv rate—distortion function with side infcation (z,Y"). The rateRg,f,)Z(Dx) can be viewed
as the price the encoder pays to estimate the channel sthie @tcoder under distortial,. by signaling
with z. In particular, ing;’f,)Z(D) is independent of for a fixed D (i.e., R%ﬁ)Z(D) = Rwz(D)), then by
the convexity of the Wyner—Ziv rate—distortion functiohgtalternative characterization 6fc(D) in
(5) simplifies to

Csc(D) = Csc(o0) — Rwz(D), (6)

where

Rwz(D) = RY)(D), ze€X.

Thus, in this case the capacity is achieved by splitting tieouastrained capacitysc(oo) into information
transmission and lossy source coding of the past state segwéth side informatiori.X, Y'). This simple
characterization will be very useful in evaluating the adfya-distortion function in several examples.
Remark 4: Along the same lines of [17], the optimal tradeoff between skate uncertainty reduction
rate A and independent information transmission r&te€an be characterized as the set & A) pairs

such that
R<I(X;Y)
A< H(S)
R+A<I(X,Y;S)
for somep(z). This result includes both the state uncertainty reduatide in Remarkll and the channel

capacity in[(4) as special cases.

In the following subsections, we illustrate Theorem 2 vimgie examples.

A. Injective Deterministic Channels
Suppose that the channel output

Y =y(X,S)

is a function of X and S such that given every € X, the functiony(z, s) is injective (one-to-one) in
s. This condition implies thaf{ (Y| X) = H(S) for everyp(x). For this class of injective deterministic

channels, the characterization of the capacity—distoftimction in Theoreml2 can be greatly simplified.
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13

Proposition 1: The capacity—distortion function of the injective detemigiic channel is

Csc(D) = Csc(0) = max I(X;Y) = 1113(§§<(H(Y) — H(S)). 7)

In other words, we can achieve the unconstrained channatitgms well as perfect state estimation.
This is no surprise since the injective condition implieatthiven the channel input and outpufy’, the
stateS can be recovered losslessly. Note that this result is inu#get of the distortion measut#s, s)
as long as our critical assumption—for everythere exists a with d(s, §) = 0—is satisfied.

To prove achievability in Propositidd 1, substitufe= Y in Theoreni 2. For the converse, consider
IU,X;Y)=I(U,X;S)=I1(X;Y) — (I(U; S|X) — I(U; Y| X))
=I(X;Y) = (H(U|Y,X) - H({U|X, 9))
W I(X;Y) - (HU|Y,X) - HU|Y, X, S))
=1(X;Y) - I(U; S|Y, X)
21x:y),

where(a) follows sinceY = y(X,.S) and (b) follows from the injective condition.

Example 2 (Gaussian channel with additive Gaussian staterannoise): Consider the channel
Y=X+5,

where the state5 ~ N(0, Q). Assume the squared error distortion measure and an expactrage

power constraint” on X. The capacity—distortion function of this channel is
Csc(D) = C(P/Q) forall D,

which is the capacity without state estimation.
Example 3 (Binary symmetric channel with additive Berriaiite and no noise)Consider the chan-
nel

Y=Xa&s,

where X andY are binary and the stat€ ~ Bern(g). Assume the Hamming distortion measure. The

capacity—distortion function of this channel is
Csc(D)=1—H(q) forall D.

In the following subsections, we extend the above two exama the more general cases where there

is additive noise.
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B. Gaussian Channel with Additive Gaussian State

We revisit the Gaussian channel with additive Gaussianen@ee Examplgl 1)
Y=X+S5+7

where S ~ N(0,Q) andZ ~ N(0, N). As before, we assume an average expected power consftaint
and the squared error distortion meastie, ©) = (v — £)2.
We note the following extreme cases of the capacity—distofunction:
o If N =0, thenCsc(D) = Csc(00) = o0.
e If D<D*=QN/(P+Q+N) (the optimal distortion mentioned in Example 1), thés-(D) = 0.
e If D> QN/(Q+ N) (the minimum distortion achievable when the encoder hasnmuwledge of
the state), thed' (D) = C(c0) = C(P/(Q+ N)), which is achieved by first decoding the codeword
X" in a "noncoherent” fashion, then utilizing™ along with the channel outpi” to estimateS™
(see [31)).
More generally, we have the following.
Proposition 2: The capacity—distortion function of the Gaussian chanriti additive Gaussian state

when the state information is strictly causally availabi¢he encoder is

QN
O, 0 S .D < m,
Cso(D) = § ¢ (EHERP=a) | o <D< .
P QN
¢ (ofv)- D=5

Propositiori 2 can be proved by evaluating the charactéizat Theoreni R with the optimal choice of
the auxiliary random variablg and the estimation functio$(u, z, y). However, the alternative character-
ization in Remark13 provides a more direct proof. Since then®#Ziv rate—distortion function [30] for
the Gaussian source with side informationY” = x + S+ Z is independent of, it follows immediately

from (6) thatCsc (D) = Csc(o0)— Rwz(D), which is equivalent to the expression given in Propos[#on

C. Binary Symmetric Channel with Additive Bernoulli State

Consider the binary symmetric channel
Y=X&SaZ

where the stat& ~ Bern(q), ¢ € [0,1/2], and the nois&Z ~ Bern(p), p € [0,1/2], are independent of

each other. Assume the Hamming distortion meaggiez) = = & 7.
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We note the following extreme cases of the capacity—distofunction:
o If p=0, thenD* =0 andCsc(D) =1— H(q).
e If =0, thenD* =0 andCsc(D) =1 — H(p).
o If p=1/2, thenD* = q andCsc(D)
o If ¢=1/2, thenD* =p andCsc(D) =
e If D>gq, thenCsc(D) = Csc(oo)=1—H(pxq) =1—H(p(l —q)+q(1—p)).

0.
0.

More generally, we have the following.
Proposition 3: The capacity—distortion function of the binary symmethie@onel with additive Bernoulli

state when the state information is strictly causally adé at the encoder is

Csc(D) = aﬁe[oyu:gnﬁiﬁ_a)q@[l — H(p) —a(H(B*q) — H(B))]

=1—H(p*q) — Rwz(D),
where

Rwz(D)= i LHE) = H(pxq) +a(H(Gxq) ~ H(B))] (8)

is the Wyner—Ziv rate-distortion function for the Bernawburce and Hamming distortion measure.
As in the Gaussian case, the proof of the proposition followmediately from the alternative charac-
terization of the capacity—distortion function in RematkH&ere the Wyner—Ziv rate—distortion function

follows again from [[30].

IV. CAUSAL STATE COMMUNICATION

So far in our discussion, we have assumed that the encodestrictly causal knowledge of the state
sequence. What will happen if the encoder bassalknowledge of the state sequence, that is, at time
i € [1:n] the previous and current state sequesicis available at the encoder? Now(2''*, n) code,
probability of error, achievability, and capacity—digton function are defined as in the strictly causal
case in Sectiohdll, except that the encoder is of the farm, s), i € [1:n].

It turns out that the optimal tradeoff between capacity aisodion can be achieved by a simple
modification to the block Markov coding scheme for the dirictausal case.

Theorem 3:The capacity—distortion function for causal state comraitidn is
Cco(D) = max(I(U,V;Y) — I(U,V;5)), 9)

where the maximum is over all conditional pmf&)p(ulv, s) with |V| < min{(|X|-1)|S|+1, |V[} +1
and |U| < |S| + 2 and functionsz (v, s) and §(u, v,y) such thate(d(sS, S‘)) <D.
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At one extreme point, ifD = oo, then the theorem recovers the unconstrained channelitapac
Cc(o0) = max (I(U,V;Y) = I(U,V;5)) = max I(V;Y)
p(V)p(ulv,s), z(v,s) p(v), z(v,5)
established by Shannon [26]. At the other extreme pointofitenal distortion for causal state commu-
nication is
D* = minE(d(S, 9)),

where the minimum is over all conditional pm#gv)p(ulv, s) and functionse(v, s) and §(u, v, y) such
that
v, v,y)>I1(UV;S).

Moreover, the condition for zero Hamming distortion can heven to be

max I(X,S;Y) > H(S),

p(xls)
which was proved in [17]. Note that by setting= X in the theorem, we recover the capacity—distortion
function Csc (D) for strictly causal communication in Theorém 2.

To prove achievability for Theorefd 3, we use the Shannonesgtya26] (see alsd [11, Sec. 7.5]) and
perform encoding over the set of all functiofs,(s): S — X'} indexed byv as the input alphabet.
This induces a DMC with DM statg(y|v, s)p(s) = p(y|z(v, s), s)p(s) with the state information strictly
causally available at the encoder and we can immediatelyy afipeorem[2 to prove achievability of
Cc(D). For the converse, we identify the auxiliary random vagahl; = (M, S"~1) andU; = Y},

€ [1:n]. Note that(U;, V;) — (X;,S;) — Y; form a Markov chain}; is independent of;, and X; is
a function of (V;, S;) as desired. The rest of the proof utilizes Lemimha 1 and theaatycof C(D),
and follows similar steps to that for the strictly causalecas AppendixB.

In the following subsections, we illustrate Theorem 3 tlyiosimple examples.

A. Gaussian Channel with Additive Gaussian State

We revisit the Gaussian channel (see Exariple 1 and SubsgiiB)
Y=X+5+7

While the complete characterization 6% (D) is not known even for the unconstrained case={ o),

the optimal distortion can be characterized as

D* = N :
(VP+vQ) +N
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Achievability follows by settingl = V = 6, X = /P/Q S, andS = E(S|Y). The converse follows
from the fact thatD* is also the optimal distortion when the state informatioknswn noncausallyat

the encoder (seé [29]). It is evident that knowing chanregiestausally helps the encoder to coherently
choose the channel codewald to amplify the channel staté unlike the strictly causal case wheié

and S are independent of each other.

B. Binary Symmetric Channel with Additive Bernoulli State

We revisit the binary symmetric channel (see Subsectici)ll
Y=XaSaZ,

whereS ~ Bern(q) and Z ~ Bern(p) are independent of each other.
We note the following extreme cases of the capacity—distofunction:
o If p=0, thenD* =0 andC¢c(D) =1 — H(q).
e If =0, thenD* =0 andC¢(D)=1— H(p).
o If p=1/2, thenD* = q andC¢(D) = 0.
o If D > ¢q, thenC¢(D) = Cc(o0) = 1 — H(p), which is achieved by canceling the state at the
encoder £ =V & 5).
In general, the capacity—distortion function is given bg tbllowing proposition.
Proposition 4: The capacity—distortion function of the binary symmetti@aonel with additive Bernoulli

state when the state information is causally available ateticoder is
Co(D)=1-H(p)—H(q) + H(D), D<gq

Proof: For the proof of achievability, observe that if we cancel stete at the encoder and split the
unconstrained capacity into information transmission ksgdy source coding of the past state sequence
(without side information sinc& andY are independent of), thenCc(c0) — R(D) = (1 — H(p)) —
(H(q)—H (D)) is achievable. This corresponds to evaluating TheGlem® Mit= V®S, U = VoSS,
andS=U®V =S @S, whereV ~ Bern(1/2) and S ~ Bern(D) are independent of. (Note the

similarity to rate splitting for the strictly causal casesclissed in RemaiK 3.)
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For the proof of the converse, consider

= H(Y) - H(Y|U,V,8) — H(S) + HS|U,V,Y)

D H(Y)— H(Y|X,S) = H(S)+ H(S|U,V,Y)

YH(yY) - HY|X,8) - H(S)+ H(S @ 8|U,V,Y)

<1-H(p)—H(q)+H(S & S)
=1-H(p) - H(q) + H(D),

where(a) follows sinceX is a function of(V, S) and(U,V) — (X,S) — Y form a Markov chain, and

(b) follows sincesS is a function of(U, V,Y). This completes the proof of the proposition. [ |

C. Five-Card Trick

We next consider the classical five-card trick. Two inforimattheorists, Alice and Bob, perform a
“magic” trick with a shuffled deck ofV cards, numbered frord to N — 1. Alice asks a member of the
audience to seledk cards at random from the deck. The audience member passés ¢heds to Alice,
who examines them and hands one back. Alice then arrangesrnianing X’ — 1 cards in some order
and places them face down in a neat pile. Bob, who has not sg&tethese proceedings, then enters the
room, looks at thek' — 1 cards, and determines the missiAgth card, held by the audience member.

There are two key questions:

e Given K, find the maximum number of card$ for which this trick could be performed?

e How is this trick performed?

This trick (discussed i [7]/[23]) can be formulated asesdmmunication at zero Hamming distortion
with causal state knowledge at the encoder.
Proposition 5: The maximum number of card¥ for which the trick could be performed !+ K —1.
Proof: To show that the maximum cannot be larger tieh+ K — 1, that is, to prove the converse,
we suppose that multiple rounds of the trick were to be peréat. In the framework of causal state
communication, the stat& corresponds to an unordered tuple &f cards selected by the audience
member, which is uniformly distributed over all possibleoides of K cards. The channel inpl{ (as
well as the channel output) corresponds to the ordered tuple &f — 1 cards placed and received,

respectively, by Alice and Bob. Since Bob has to recover thgsimg card losslessly, the problem is
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equivalent to reproducing the stageitself with zero Hamming distortion (by combining the remag
card with the received{ — 1 cards).

Now by Theoreni 3, the necessary condition for zero Hammistpdion is given by

max H(X)— H(S) >0,
p(zs)
or equivalently,

max (H(X|S)— H(S|X)) > 0. (10)
plx|s

SinceS is uniform and the maximum is attained by the (conditionaligiform X, the condition in[(ID)
simplifies to
log(K!) > log(N — (K — 1)),

or equivalently,
N<K!'+K-1.

We now show that we only need one round of communication téesetthis upper bound on causal
state communication. Without loss of generality, assuraettie selected cardsy, - - - ,cx—1) are ordered
with ¢y < ¢1 < --- < e¢ig_1. Alice selects card; to hand back to the audience whére ¢y +c; +--- +

ckx—1 (mod K). Observe that

co+cr+--+eg—1=Kr+1, (11)
for some integer;. The remainingk’ —1 cards(c;,, - - - , ¢j,_,) (cj, = ¢; is the deleted card) are summed
and decomposed, i.e.,

Cjy T Cjp 0t ey = Kry +s, (12)

for some integer,. Since all theK cards sum toi (mod K), the missing card:;, = ¢; must be

congruent to—s + ¢ (mod K). Thus
cjo =0 =K(r —ry) —s+1. (13)

Therefore, if we renumber th& — (K — 1) cards from0 to K! — 1 (by removing theK — 1 retained
cards), the hidden card’s new number is congruentto(mod K) as the hidden card’s new number
¢; — i is equal toK (r — r2) — s. But there are exactly/X — 1)! possibilities remaining for the hidden
card’s number, which can be conveyed by a predeterminedytation of theK — 1 retained cards. This

completes the achievability proof. [ |
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V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The problem of joint information transmission and chanrates estimation over a DMC with DM
state was studied in_[31] (no state information at the engoaled [28], [29] (full state information at
the encoder). In this paper, we bridged the temporal gapd®ivthese two results by studying the case
in which the encoder has strictly causal or causal knowlaxfgbe channel state information.

The resulting capacity—distortion function permits a eysitic investigation of the tradeoff between
information transmission and state estimation. We showedise of block Markov coding coupled with
channel state estimation by treating the decoded messdgeegived channel output as side information
at the decoder is optimal for communicating the state. Aalditl information transmission requires a
simple rate-splitting strategy. We also showed that theaciyp-distortion function when the encoder is
oblivious of the state information (sele [31]) can be receddrom our result.

Finally, we recall an important open problem of finding theaeity—distortion functiotCx¢c (D) for a
general DMC with DM state with an arbitrary distortion megswvhen the state sequence@ncausally

at the encoder. The problem was studied_in [28], which eistadd a lower bound of'nc (D) as
Cne(D) > max(I(U;Y) — 1(U; 9)), (14)

where the maximum is over all conditional pmf$u|s) and functionsz(u, s) and §(u,y) such that
E(d(S,S)) < D. While it is believed that this lower bound is tight in gerlefsee, for example[[29]
for the case of Gaussian channels with additive Gaussia@sstéith quadratic distortion measure), the
proof of the converse seems beyond our current techniquiekeiofifying auxiliary random variables and

using estimation-theoretic inequalities such as Lerhima 1.
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APPENDIX A

PrOOF OFLEMMA [1]

Using the law of iterated expectations, we have

Eld(Z,2(V,W))] = By [E[d(Z, 2(V,W))[V]]. (15)
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Now, for eachv € V,

E[d(Z,é(V, W)V :U] = Z p(z]v)p(w\v)d(z,é(v,w))

ze€Z weW
= > pwlv) Y p(zlv)d(z, 2(v,w))

weW 2€Z
> ﬁ%;p(z\v)d(z,é(v,w)) (16)
— ;p(zw)d(z,é(w*(v))),

wherew*(v) attains the minimum in(16) for a given DefineZ*(v) = z(w*(v)). Then (&) becomes

Eld(Z, 2(V,W))] = Ev [E[d(Z, 2(V,W))|V]]

which completes the proof.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z

Before proving the Theoremml 2, we summarize a few useful ptiggeof Csc(D) in Lemmal2. In
[31], they also discussed similar properties of the capadistortion function for the case in which the
channel state information is not available.

Lemma 2:The capacity—distortion functio@'sc (D) in Theorenl 2 has the following properties:

(1) Csc(D) is a nondecreasing concave functionloffor all D > D*.
(2) Csc(D) is a continuous function ob for all D > D*.
(3) Csc(D*) =0 if D* #0 andCsc(D*) > 0 if D* = 0.

The monotonicity is trivial. The concavity can be shown bingshe standard time sharing argument.

The continuity is a direct consequence of the concavity. [@keproperty follows from Section IV. With

these properties in hand, let us prove Theokém 2.
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A. Proof of Achievability

We useb transmission blocks, each consistingrofymbols. The encoder uses rate-splitting technique,
whereby in blockj, it appropriately allocates its rate between transmittimdgpendent information and

a description of the state sequeng®(j — 1) in block j — 1.

Codebook generation. Fix a conditional pmp(z)p(u|x, s) and functions(u, =, y) that attainCsc(D/(1+
€)), whereD is the desired distortion, and lgfu|z) = >, p(s)p(u|z, s). For eachj € [1:b], randomly
and independently generag®(fi+%s) sequences”(m;,l;_1), m; € [1 : 2", 1,_; € [1 : 2"¥s],
each according tq [}, px(z;). For eachm; € [1 : 2"],1;_; € [1 : 2"s], randomly and condi-
tionally independently generai%“fzs sequences” (kj|m;, 1), kj € [1 : Q”RS], each according to
[T:— 1 pux (uslzi(my,1;_1)). Partition the set of indices; € [1 : 2"RS] into equal-size bind3(l;) =

[(1; — 1)2n(Bs=Rs) 4 1:];on(Rs=Rs)] [, € [1:27Rs]. This defines the codebook
Cj = {(x"(mj, lj_l),u"(k:j ]mj, lj_l)i m; S [1 : 2"R]7lj_1 S [1 : 2"RS], kj S [1 : 2”RS]}, j c [1 : b]
The codebook is revealed to the both encoder and the decoder.

Encoding. By convention, letl; = 1. At the end of blockj, the encoder finds an indéx such that
(" (), u™ (k| my, i—1) 2" (my, 1)) € TS

If there is more than one such index, it selects one of therfoumiy at random. If there is no such

index, it selects an index frori : 2"RS] uniformly at random. In blockj + 1 the encoder transmits

x™(mj11,1;), wherem; is the new message index to be sent in blgek1 and/; is the bin index of

kj.

Decoding. Let € > €. At the end of blockj + 1, the decoder finds the unique indéxjﬂ,l}- such that

(2" (11, 1;),y™(F + 1)) € 74" The decoder thus decodes the message index in block j + 1. It

then finds the unique indek; € B(i;) such that(u (&, |, i;_1), 2" (12}, 1,1),5"(j)) € T, Finally

it computes the reconstruction sequence@s) = 5(u; (k;|im;, 1), (1, 1j_1),vi(j)) for i € [1:n).
Following the analysis of minimum distortion in Section iti,can be readily shown that the scheme

can achieve any rate up to the capacity—distortion funagioen in Theoreni 2.

B. Proof of the Converse

We need to show that given any sequenc@6f, n) code withlim,, . 2" = 0 andE(d(S", S")) <
D, we must haveR < Csc(D). We identify the auxiliary random variablds; := (M, S, v/"),
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i € [1:n] with Sy = Y,+1 = 0. Note that, as desired]; — (X;,S;) — Y; form a Markov chain for

€ [1:n]. Consider
nR=H(M)
a)
<I(M;Y") 4 ne,

_ZI M;Y;|Yi%) + ney,

< ZI ,2\4'7 ’l-‘rl’ +n6n

=3 LY S YD = IS VM. V) + e
= =1

QZI(M7 H—l?Sz 1XZ7Y; Z[(Sl_l’K’M7}/Z:L-1)+nen

i=1

O 1Y, S X V) = STV S M, S + ey
DS (M, Y7, 57 X V) — ZI TS M, ST XG) A ney,

@ZI(M7 z—i—lwsZ 1 X7,7}/7, Z[MSZ ! XZ’ 2+17S')+n6n
- i=1

= I(Ui, Xi;Y;) = > _I(Ui, Xi; S;) + nen (17)
i=1 i=1
where (a) follows by Fano’s inequality[[8, Theorer.7.1], which states that? (M|Y™) < ne, for
somee,, — 0 asn — oo for any code satisfyindim,, ., Pe(”) = 0, (b) follows sinceX; is a function
of (M,S*~1), (c) follows by the Csiszar sum identity[9], [13], 11, Sec. R.&nd (d) follows since
(M, S*=1 X;) is independent of;. So now we have

1 n n
R< - S IUL X Y:) = > I(Ui, X3 Si) + nen
i=1 =1

(a) 1 n
< . /\. . . .
_’rL E Csc(E(d(SZ,SZ((Jz,Xz, )z)))) Neén

(b) 1 &
< C’sc(ﬁ Z E(d(S;, 8:(Us, X;,Y7)))) + nen

i=1

(0)
< Csc(D), (18)

October 29, 2018 DRAFT



24

where(a) follows from the definition of the capacity—distortion fuion, (b) follows by the concavity of
Csc(D) (see Propertyt in Lemmal2), andc) follows from Lemmas$ !l and] 2. This completes the proof
of Theoren .
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