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Abstract

The reliability function of variable-rate Slepian-Wolfdiog is linked to the reliability function of channel coding
with constant composition codes, through which computldver and upper bounds are derived. The bounds coincide
at rates close to the Slepian-Wolf limit, yielding a compleharacterization of the reliability function in that rate
regime. It is shown that variable-rate Slepian-Wolf codas significantly outperform fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf codes
in terms of rate-error tradeoff. The reliability functiorf wariable-rate Slepian-Wolf coding with rate below the
Slepian-Wolf limit is determined. In sharp contrast withefikrate Slepian-Wolf codes for which the correct decoding
probability decays to zero exponentially fast if the ratbetow the Slepian-Wolf limit, the correct decoding probidpi
of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf codes can be bounded away frero.

Index Terms

Channel coding, duality, reliability function, Slepianeli/coding.

I. INTRODUCTION

Consider the problem (see Fig. 1) of compressk¥g = (X, X2, --,X,) with side informationY” =
(Y1,Ys,---,Y,) available only at the decoder. Hef€¢X,;,Y;)}32, is a joint memoryless source with zero-order
joint probability distributionPxy on finite alphabef’ x ). Let Px and Py be the marginal probability distributions
of X andY induced by the joint probability distributioyy. Without loss of generality, we shall assume
Px(z) > 0,Py(y) > 0 for all x € X,y € Y. This problem was first studied by Slepian and Wolf in their
landmark paper [1]. They proved a surprising result thatrtfieimum rate for reconstructing™ at the decoder
with asymptotically zero error probability (as block lehgt goes to infinity) isH (X |Y"), which is the same as
the case where the side informati®d is also available at the encoder. The fundamental liFh{{X|Y") is often
referred to as the Slepian-Wolf limit. We shall assufieX|Y") > 0 throughout this paper.

Different from conventional lossless source coding, whampst effort has been devoted to variable-rate coding
schemes, research on Slepian-Wolf coding has almost éxaljugocused on fixed-rate codes. This phenomenon
can be partly explained by the influence of channel codings Well known that there is an intimate connection
between channel coding and Slepian-Wolf coding. Intui§ivene may viewY ™ as the channel output generated
by channel inputX™ through discrete memoryless chani#gl x, where Py x is the probability transition matrix

from X to )Y induced by the joint probability probability distributiaPyy . SinceY™ is not available at the encoder,
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Fig. 1. Slepian-Wolf coding

Slepian-Wolf coding is, in a certain sense, similar to clemoding without feedback. In a channel coding system,
there is little incentive to use variable-rate coding sceenf no feedback link exists from the receiver to the
transmitter. Therefore, it seems justifiable to focus ondfirate codes in Slepian-Wolf coding.

This viewpoint turns out to be misleading. We shall show tretable-rate Slepian-Wolf codes can significantly
outperform fixed-rate codes in terms of rate-error tradeyfecifically, it is revealed that variable-rate Slepiaadw
codes can beat the sphere-packing bound for fixed-ratea®l&folf codes at rates close to the Slepian-Wolf Hmit
It is known that the correct decoding probability of fixeder&lepian-Wolf codes decays to zero exponentially fast
if the rate is below the Slepian-Wolf limit. Somewhat susprgly, the decoding error probability of variable-rate
Slepian-Wolf codes can be bounded away from one even whenatteeoperated below the Slepian-Wolf limit,
and the performance degrades graciously as the rate goesaoTherefore, variable-rate Slepian-Wolf coding is
considerably more robust.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In SecfiorwH, review the existing bounds on the reliability
function of fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf coding, and point out ihtimate connections with their counterparts in channel
coding. In SectioIll, we characterize the reliability @ion of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf coding by leveraging
the reliability function of channel coding with constantngposition codes. Computable lower and upper bounds are
derived. The bounds coincide at rates close to the Slepialfilivit. The correct decoding probability of variable-
rate Slepian-Wolf coding with rate below the Slepian-Wiiiit is studied in Sectiof IV. An illustrative example is
given in Sectio V. We conclude the paper in Seclioh VI. Tigtoaut this paper, we assume the logarithm function

is to basee unless specified otherwise.

Il. FIXED-RATE SLEPIAN-WOLF CODING AND CHANNEL CODING

To facilitate the comparisons between the performancesed{rate Slepian-Wolf coding and variable-rate coding,
we shall briefly review the existing bounds on the reliapifiinction of fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf coding. It turns

out that a most instructive way is to first consider their degmarts in channel coding. The reason is two-fold.

INote that the same conclusion is trivially true if the rategigater thanH (X) since in this case one can achieve zero error probability

using variable-rate coding schemes.
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First, it provides the setup to introduce several importiefinitions. Second and more important, it will be clear
that the reliability function of fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf ding is closely related to that of channel coding; indeed,
such a connection will be further explored in the context afiable-rate Slepian-Wolf coding.

For any probability distributiong®, @ on X and probability transition matriceg, W : X — ), we useH (P),
I(P,V), D(Q||P), andD(W||V|P) to denote the standard entropy, mutual information, digecg, and conditional

divergence functions; specifically, we have

ZP )log P(x

V(ylz)
= 2 P@Vlla)los ey a
D@QIP) =3 Q) ?
D(W|V|P) = ZP W (y|z) log ?//((5";).

The main technical tool we need is the method of types. Rivetshall quote a few basic definitions from [2].
Let P(X) denote the set of all probability distributions éh The type of a sequeneg’ € X", denoted as’;», is
the empirical probability distribution af™. Let P,,(X) denote the set consisting of the possible types of sequences
2™ € X™. For anyP € P,(X), the type class/, (P) is the set of sequences ™ of type P. We will make

frequent use of the following elementary results:

Pu(X)] < (n+ DX, "
me"ff”) <|Ta(P)| < ™) P eP,(X), @)
ﬁp(sz) = e*n[D(Q”P)JrH(Q)]’ " e E(Q), Q S Pn(X),P c ’P(_)(‘) (3)

A block cod C, is a set of sequences ii". The rate ofC, is defined as
R(C) = L log|C™]
n) = g .

Given a channelWy | x : X — ), a block codeZ,, € A, and channel outpdt™ € )", the output of the optimal

maximum likelihoodML) decoder is

~

X" = arg min — ;bg Wy x (Yilz:),
where the ties are broken in an arbitrary manner. The avetageding error probability of block codg, over

channellWy x is defined as

> PHX" # 22" is transmitted.
xneCy

1
Pe(cna WY\X) = T4

|Cnl

°More precisely, a block codé,, is an ordered collection of sequencesiift. We allow C,, to contain identical sequences. Moreover, for
any setA C X, we sayC, C A, if 2™ € A for all 2™ € C,. Note thatC,, C A does not imply|Cr| < | A|.

March 18, 2018 DRAFT



The maximum decoding error probability of block co@g over channeWy | x is defined as
Pemax(Cn, Wy |x) = Jiléé( Pr{)A(” # 2"|2™ is transmitted.
The average correct decoding probability of block c@geover channeWy x is defined as
Pe(Crny Wy |x) =1 = Pe(Cpn, Wy | x).

Definition 1: Given a channelWy | x : X — ), we say an error exponeit > 0 is achievable with block codes

at rateR if for any § > 0, there exists a sequence of block codes cddkg such that

liminf R(C,,) > R — ¢,

n—r oo

1
limsup—ﬁ log P.(Cp, Wy x) > E — 4. (4)

n—r oo

The largest achievable error exponent at rAtés denoted byE(Wy x, R). The functionE(Wy x,-) is referred
to as the reliability function of channél’y| x. Similarly, we say a correct decoding exponéiit> 0 is achievable

with block channel codes at rafe if for any 6 > 0, there exists a sequence of block cogés} such that

liminf R(C,,) > R — 6,

n—oo

1
lim inf ——log P.(Cpn, Wy |x) < E° 4+ 4.
n

n-c0
The smallest achievable correct decoding exponent at ikate denoted byE“(Wy x, R). It will be seen that
E¢(Wy|x, R) is positive if and only ifR > C'(Wy | x), whereC(Wy|x) £ maxg, I(Qx, Wy |x) is the capacity
of channellV'y | x. Therefore, we shall refer to the functidif (1Vy | x, -) as the reliability function of channéVy-| x
above the capacity.
Remark: Given any block codé, of average decoding error probabilify.(C,,, Wy x), we can expurgate the
worst half of the codewords so that the maximum decoding gmabability of the resulting code is bounded above
by 2P.(C., Wy |x). Therefore, the reliability functioll(Wy|x,-) is unaffected if we replacé.(C,, Wy |x) by
Pe max(Cn, Wy |x) in (@).

Definition 2: Given a probability distributiorQx € P(X) and a channelyx : X — ), we say an error
exponentE’ > 0 is achievable at raté with constant composition codes of type approximai@ly if for any

d > 0, there exists a sequence of block codes cddkg with C,, C 7,,(P,) for someP, € P,(X) such that
lim [|P, — Qx| =0,
n— o0

liminf R(C,,) > R — ¢,

n—oo

1
limsup—ﬁ log P.(Cn, Wy x) > E — 9,

n—r oo

where|| - || is thel; norm. The largest achievable error exponent at Fater constant composition codes of type
approximatelyQ x is denoted byE(Qx, Wy |x, R). The functionE(Qx, Wy |x,-) is referred to as the reliability

function of channely | x for constant composition codes of type approximatgly. Similarly, we say a correct
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decoding exponenk > 0 is achievable at rat& with constant composition codes of type approxima®@ly if

for any 6 > 0, there exists a sequence of block codés} with C,, C T, (P,) for someP, € P,(X) such that
lim [|P, — Qx| =0,
n—o0

liminf R(C,,) > R — ¢,

n—roo

lim inf 2L log P.(Cn, Wy |x) < E°+6. (5)
n—oo n
The smallest achievable correct decoding exponent atRdte constant composition codes of type approximately
Qx is denoted byE“(Qx, Wy |x, R).
Remark: The reliability functiol?(Q x, Wy | x, -) is unaffected if we replac®. (C,, Wy |x) by Pe max(Cn, Wy |x)
in @).
Let [t|" = max{0, ¢} anddw,.  (z,7) = —log>_, /Wy x (ylz)Wy x(y[z). Define

Eey (QX7 WY|Xa R)

= min Eq.  dw, (X, X)+1(Qx,Q% ) — R/, 6

Qf‘xsczx:%z<@x,@m>sze[ Qs i (X, ) + 1(Qx, Qg1 x) — B ®)

E..(Qx,Wy|x,R) = ‘I}ll‘n [D(Vy x Wy x|@x) + H(Qx, Vy|x) — R|T] (7)
YI|X

Esp(Qx, Wy |x, R) = min D(Vy x Wy x|@x), (8)

Vy 1 x:I(Qx,Vy x)<R
where in [6),Q ; andQ ; are respectively the marginal probability distribution %fand the joint probability
distribution of X and X induced byQ x and qux-
Let RS (Qx, Wy |x) be the smallesk > 0 with E..(Qx, Wy |x, R) < oco. We have
R (Qx, Wy |x) = min _ I1@x, Q%) )
QxxQx=Qx.Eq s dwy (X, X)<oo
Itis known [2, Excercise 5.18] thdf.. (Qx, Wy x, R) is a decreasing convex function Bffor R > RZ5 (Qx, Wy x);

moreover, the minimum irL{9) is achieved@t, 5 if and only if
Que(n.F) = cQ(2)Q(x) if dwy, x (7,7) < oo,
X 0 otherwise

where the probability distributio® and the constant are uniquely determined by the conditighy = Q 5.

It is shown in [3, Lemma 3] that, for somB*(Qx, Wy |x) € [0, I(Qx, Wy x)], we have

Ee:(Qx, Wy |x,R) if R<R*(Qx,Wy|x),
max { Be (Qx, Wy |x, R), Ere(Qx, Py x, R)} = | | | (10)
E..(Qx,Wy|x,R) if R> R (Qx,Wy|x)-
It is also known|[[2, Corollary 5.4] that
Es (QXaWYXaR) ifRZRcr(QXaWYX)a
E..(Qx,Wy|x,R) = ! | . | (11)
Esp(QXaWY\XaRcr)+Rcr_R if OSRSRCT(QXaWY\X)a

whereR,, = R..(Qx, Wy |x) is the smallesR at which the convex curvg,, (Qx, Wy |x, R) meets its supporting
line of slope -1. It is obvious thak..(Qx, Wy|x) < I(Qx, Wy x).
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Proposition 1: R..(Qx, Wy x) = I(Qx, Wy |x) if and only if for all 2,y such thatQx (z) Wy x (y|z) > 0,
the value of

log Wy x (y|z)
Zm/ QX(I/)WY|X(?J|$/)

does not depend on.
Proof: See AppendiX_A [ |

Define R (Qx, Wy |x) = inf{R > 0: Es(Qx, Wy|x, R) < co}. It is known [2, Excercise 5.3] that

R?;(QX7WY\X) = minI(QX7VY|X)7 (12)

where the minimum is taken over those x’s for which Vy | x (y|z) = 0 wheneveiVy x (y|z) = 0; in particular,
R (Qx,Wy|x) > 0 if and only if for everyy € ) there exists an € X with Qx (z) > 0 and Wy | x (y|z) = 0.
Proposition 2: The minimum in [(IR) is achieved af,|x = Wy x if and only if the value of

Wy |x (y|z)
Zm/ QX(ZC/)WY\X(ZUW)
does not depend on for all z,y such thatQ x (z) Wy | x (y|z) > 0.

Proof: The proof is similar to that of Propositidd 1. The details amitted. [ ]
One can readily prove the following result by combining Rrsiions 1 and]2.

Proposition 3: The following statements are equivalent:

1) Rer(Qx, Pyix) = 1(Qx, Wy |x);
2) R (Qx, Pyix) = 1(Qx, Wy|x),
3) for all 2,y such thatQ x (z) Wy x (y|z) > 0, the value of

Wy x (y]z)
Zz’ QX(ZC/)WY\X(ZUW)

log

does not depend on
Proposition 4: 1) E(Qx,Wy|x, R) > max{Ee(Qx, Wy|x, R), Erc(Qx, Wy |x, R)};
2) E(Qx,Py|x, R) < Esp(Qx, Wy x, R) with the possible exception dt = R, (Qx, Wy x) at which point
the inequality not necessary holds;
3) EY(Qx, Wy |x,R) = miny, . [D(Vyx|[Wy|x|Qx) +|R - I(Qx; Vyx)IT].
Remark: B, (Qx, Wy |x, R), Er.(Qx, Wy|x, R), and E,(Qx, Wy |x, R) are respectively the expurgated expo-
nent, the random coding exponent, and the sphere packingnerp of channelVy x for constant composition
codes of type approximatel@ x. The results in Proposition 4 are well known. However, bongdhe decoding
error probability of constant composition codes often ssras an intermediate step in characterizing the religbilit
function for general block codes; as a consequence, trabiigly function for constant composition codes is rarely
explicitly defined. Moreovet.. (Qx, Wy |x, R), Er.(Qx, Wy|x, R), andE,(Qx, Wy | x, R) are commonly used
to bound the decoding error probability of constant compmsicodes for a fixed block length; therefore, it is
implicitly assumed that) x is taken fromP,,(X) (see, e.g.,[[2]). In contrast, we consider a sequence oftaains

composition codes with block length increasing to infinitydatype converging ta)x for someQx € P(X)
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(see DefinitiorR). A continuity argument is required for ging Q x from P,,(X) to P(X). For completeness,
we supply the proof in AppendxIB. Note that different frafi{Q x, Wy-|x, -), the functionE“(Qx, Wy |x,-) has
been completely characterized.

Proposition 5: 1) E(Wy|x,R) = supg, E(Qx, Wy x,R),

2) E¢(Wy|x,R) =infq, E°(Qx, Wy|x, R).
Remark: In view of the fact that*(Qx, Wy |x, R) is a continuous function of)x, we can replaceiff” with

“min” in the above equation, i.e.,
Ec(Wy‘X,R) :IBanEC(Qx,Wy|X,R). (13)

Proof: It is obvious thatEl(Wy | x, R) > Supg E(Qx, Wy x, R); the other direction follows from the fact
that every block codé€,, contains a constant composition cadg with P, 1ax(C),, Wy |x) < Pemax(Cn, Wy |x)
andR(C)) > R(C,) — |X|w. Similarly, it is clear thatE“(Wy | x, R) < infg, E°(Qx, Wy x, R); the other
direction follows from the fact that given any block co@g, one can construct a constant composition c6fle
with P.(Cl, Wy|x) < (n + 1)I¥IP.(C,, Wy x) and R(C),) = R(C,) [4]. [

The expurgated exponent, random coding exponent, andesplaeking exponent of channBly| x for general

block codes are defined as follows:

1) expurgated exponent

Eex(Wy|x, R) = max Eex(Qx, Wy x, R), (14)
2) random coding exponent

E..(Wy|x,R) = Ig&;xErc(Qx, Wy |x, R), (15)
3) sphere packing exponent

Ey(Wyx, R) = max Esp(Qx, Wy |x, R). (16)

Let RZ(Wy|x) be the smallesR to the right of whichE,,(Wy x, R) is finite. It is known [2, Excercise 5.3]
[5] that

RS, (Wyx) = IgiXRES(QX, Wy |x)

—1 1
og min max Z Qx(x)
zEX: Wy | x (y|z)>0
By Proposition$ ¥ and] 5, we recover the following well-knowesult [2], [B]:
max{E..(Wy|x, R), Erc(Wy|x,R)} < E(Wy|x,R) < Eqp(Wy|x, R) (17)

with the possible exception dt = R (Wy | x) at which point the second inequality in {17) not necesséilids.
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Now we proceed to review the results on the reliability fimetof fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf coding. A fixed-rate

Slepian-Wolf codep,,(-) is a mapping fromX” to a setA4,,. The rate ofp, (-) is defined as
1
R(¢n) - E log |An|

Given ¢,,(X™) and Y™, the output of the optimahaximum a posteriofMAP) decoder is

X" = arg min
1”):¢n

— log P z;|Y;
I"I¢n( Z & X‘Y( | )

X i

_ZlogPXY(IiaYi)v

= arg min
z)=¢n i—1

mn:¢n( (Xn)
where the ties are broken in an arbitrary manner. The degoeliror probability of Slepian-Wolf codé,,(-) is

defined as
P.(¢n, Pxy) = P{X" # X"}.
The correct decoding probability of Slepian-Wolf codg(-) is defined as

P.(¢n, Pxy) =1 — Pe(¢n, Pxy).

Definition 3: Given a joint probability distributionPxy, we say an error exponert > 0 is achievable with
fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf codes at raie if for any § > 0, there exists a sequence of fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf codes

{#»} such that

limsup R(¢,) < R+ 0,

n—roo

limsup—l log P.(¢n, Pxy) > E — 6.
n

n—oo

The largest achievable error exponent at f&tis denoted byE;(Pxy, R). The functionE;(Pxy,-) is referred to
as the reliability function of fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf cadi Similarly, we say a correct decoding expongfit> 0

is achievable with fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf codes at r&téf for any § > 0, there exists a sequence of fixed-rate
Slepian-Wolf codeq¢,,} such that

limsup R(¢,) < R+ 0,

n—oo

1
lim inf — — log Pc(gf)n, ny) < E°+ 0.
n

n—oo
The smallest achievable correct decoding exponent at Rate denoted byE;(PXy,R). It will be seen that
E$(Pxy, R) is positive if and only if? < H(X|Y). Therefore, we shall refer to the functidit;(Pxy,-) as the
reliability function of fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf coding lmeV the Slepian-Wolf limit.
Fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf coding has been studied extehsif&], [6]-[9]. The expurgated exponent, random

coding scheme, and sphere packing exponent of fixed-rapgaBli&Volf coding are defined as follows:

1) expurgated exponent

Efc:(Pxy,R) = Iggl [D(Qx||Px) + Eex(Qx, Pyix, H(Qx) — R)], (18)
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2) random coding exponent

Efre(Pxy,R) = IBLII [D(Qx || Px) + Ere(Qx, Py|x, H(Qx) — R)] , (19)
3) sphere packing exponent

Ef o (Pxy,R) = IBiXH [D(Qx||Px) + Esp(Qx, Pyix, H(Qx) — R)] . (20)

Equivalently, the random coding exponent and sphere pgakxponent of fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf coding can be

1+p

+pR ;,
1+p

+ pR} .

To see the connection between the random coding exponertharsphere packing exponent, we shall write them

written as [6]:

1
E’I‘C(PXY7R) = Orél;i%(l {_log; ;PXY(xvy) e

ZPXY(Iay)l}r_p

p>0

Egy(Pxy,R) = sup {— logz
Yy

in the following parametric forms [6]:
R = H(X(p)|y(p))7
Et sp(Pxy, R) = D(Pxw)yw || Pxy),

and

D(Px oy o) ||Pxy) if H(X|Y)<R<H(X,|Y,)

2
g s VPl HR RS HEXONE), .

p=1"

ETC(PXY7 R) =

where the joint distribution of X (), Y ()} is Py (v, which is specified by
1 e
Py(y) [S, Py (aly) ™7
e
Sy Pr () [ Py (ely) 7|

1
Pxy (zy) T+

1

Zz’ PX‘Y($I|y) e

Py (y) = yey, (21)

Pxwyo (zly) = L weX,ye. (22)
Define the critical rate
Rjer(Pxy) = H(X® |y ) 1
p:

Note thatE,..(Pxy, R) andE,,(Pxy, R) coincide whenR € [H(X|Y), Ry .cr(Pxy)|. Lt RY, (Pxy) = sup{R:
Et sp(Pxy,R) < co}. It is shown in [10] that

R7,(Pxy) = m3X10g|{fU € X : Pxjy(zly) > 0}].

It is well known that the reliability functiorE's (Pxy,-) is upper-bounded b¥; ., (Pxy,-) and lower-bounded

by Ef,’I‘C(PXY7 ) andEf,e;E(PXY7 ) [31! [6J1 [7J1 Ie:

max{Ef c(Pxy,R), Efez(Pxy,R)} < Ef(Pxy,R) < Ef op(Pxy,R) (23)
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10

with the possible exception at = R, (Pxy) at which point the second inequality in{23) not necessdmilyls.
Note thatE,(Pxy, R) is completely characterized f&® € [H(X|Y), Ry ¢r(Pxy)]-
Unlike E;(Pxy,-), the functionE;(PXy, -) has been characterized for &l Specifically, it is shown in[[9],

[11] that
Ef(Pxy,R) = Igixn [D(@Qx|Px) + E“(Qx, Py|x, H(@Qx) — R)] . (24)

Comparing [(I¥) with[(18)[(15) witH (19)_(1L6) with (R0), afEd) with (24), one can easily see that there exists
an intimate connection between fixed-rate Slepian-Wolirgdor source distributiorPxy and channel coding for

channelPy | x. This connection can be roughly interpreted as the maatiest of the following facts/ [12].

1) Given, for each typ&)x € P,(X), a constant composition codk,(Qx) C T.(Qx) with R(C,(Qx)) ~
H(Qx) — R and P, 1ax(Cn(Qx), Py x) ~ e "E(@x) one can us€,(Qx) to partition type class,, (Qx)
into approximatelye™? disjoint subsets such that each subset is a constant caipposbde of type@ x
with the maximum decoding error probability over chanfgl x approximately equal to or less than that
of C,,(Qx). Note that these partitions, one for each type class, yieftked-rate Slepian-Wolf code of
rate approximatelyR with PH{X" # X" X" € T,(Qx)} < e "E@), Since P{X" € T,(Qx)} ~
e~nD@xIIPx) (cf. @), @), it follows that PfX™ # X" X" € T,(Qx)} S e P@xIIPx)+EQx)] The
overall decoding error probability IPJ’A(" # X™} of the resulting Slepian-Wolf code can be upper-bounded,
on the exponential scale, by "P(@xIIPx)+E(QX)] where Q% = argming, D(Qx|Px) + E(Qx). In
contrast, one has the freedom to cho@sg in channel coding, which explains why maximization (instea
of minimization) is used in[(14)[{15), and_{16).

2) Given a fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf codg,(-) with R(¢,) ~ R and P.(¢,, Pxy) ~ ¢ "E, one can, for each
typeQx € P, (X), lift out a constant composition codg (Qx) C 7,(Qx) with R(C,,(Qx)) & H(@x)—R
and P.(C,(Qx), Py|x) S e ME-D(@xlIPx)],

3) The correct decoding exponents for channel coding and-fiaee Slepian-Wolf coding can be interpreted in
a similar way. Note that in channel coding, to maximize theext decoding probability one has to minimize
the correct decoding exponent; this is why[inl(13) mininizafinstead of maximization) is used.

Therefore, it should be clear that to characterize thebitilia functions for channel coding and fixed-rate Slepian-

Wolf coding, it suffices to focus on constant compositionedt will be shown in the next section that a similar
reduction holds for variable-rate Slepian-Wolf codingléed, the reliability function for constant component de

plays a predominant role in determining the fundamental-eator tradeoff in variable-rate Slepian-Wolf coding.
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I1l. VARIABLE-RATE SLEPIAN-WOLF CODING: ABOVE THE SLEPIAN-WOLF LIMIT

A variable-rate Slepian-Wolf code,, (-) is a mapping fromX™ to a binary prefix codé,,. Let (¢, (z™)) denote
the length of binary string,,(z™). The rat of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf codg, (-) is defined as

R(en, Pxy) = El(@n(X™)).

~ nlogye

Given ¢, (X™) andY™, the output of the optimainaximum a posterioffMAP) decoder is

-~

X" = ar min _ loo P 2|V
gl":SOn(X"):Lpn(X") ; & XIY( | )

= ar min — log Pxy (z;,Ys;),
8 oo (XM = (X7) ; 8 Pxy (i, ¥3)
where the ties are broken in an arbitrary manner. The degagtiror probability of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf code

©n(+) is defined as
Pe(n, Pxy) = P{X" # X"}.
The correct decoding probability of Slepian-Wolf codg(-) is defined as

P.(¢n, Pxy) =1 — Pe(¢n, Pxy).

Definition 4: Given a joint probability distributionPxy, we say an error exponert > 0 is achievable with
variable-rate Slepian-Wolf codes at rafeif for any § > 0, there exists a sequence of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf

codes{y,} such that

lim sup R(¢n, Pxy) < R+ 4,

n—oo

1
lim sup —— log P.(¢n, Pxy) > E — 0.
n

n—r oo

The largest achievable error exponent at r&tés denoted byE, (Pxy, R). The functionE,(Pxvy,-) is referred
to as the reliability function of variable-rate Slepian-¥ooding.

The power of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf coding resultsris flexibility in rate allocation. Note that in fixed-rate
Slepian-Wolf coding, one has to allocate the same amourdtefto each type chEsln general, the typ€)%, that
dominates the error probability of fixed-rate Slepian-Waltling is different fromPx. In contrast, for variable-rate
Slepian-Wolf coding, we can losslessly compress the sempseof types that are bounded awBy by allocating
enough rate to those type classes (but its contributioneootierall rate is still negligible since the probability of

those type classes are extremely small), and thereforstieiély eliminate the dominant error event in fixed-rate

31t is worth noting thatR(yn,, Pxy) depends orPxy only through Px.

4Since there are only polynomial number of types for any gixefef. (d)), the encoder can convey the type information todeeoder using
negligible amount of rate when is large enough. Therefore, without loss of much generality can assume that the type &f* is known
to the decoder. Under this assumption, an optimal fixed-$4pian-Wolf encoder of rat& should partition7y, (P) into min{| 7, (P)|, e}
disjoint subsets for eacl? € Py. It can be seen that the rate allocated7ip(P) is alwaysR if |7, (P)| > e,
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Slepian-Wolf coding. As a consequence, the types that caseadecoding error in variable-rate Slepian-Wolf coding
must be very close t@x. This is the main intuition underlying the proof of the fallmg theorem.

Theorem 1.E,(Pxy,R) = E(Px, Py|x, H(Px) — R).

Proof: The proof is divided into two parts. Firstly, we shall showatl, (Pxy, R) > E(Px, Py|x, H(Px) —

R). The main idea is that one can use a constant composition €pdef type approximatelyPx and rate
approximatelyH (Px) — R to construct a variable-rate Slepian-Wolf cadg () with »’ = n, R(p., Pxy) = R,
and P.(¢n/, Pxy) < Pemax(Cn, Py|x)-

By Definition[2, for anyd > 0, there exists a sequence of constant composition cf@es with C,, C 7, (P,)
for someP,, € P,(X) such that

lim ||P, — Px|| =0,
n—oo

liminf R(C,) > H(Px) — R — 6,

n—00

1
lim sup — log Pe max(Cn, Py|x) > E(Px, Py|x, H(Px) — R) — 6.

n—oo N

Since Px(z) > 0 for all x € X, we have

PGPfr(l)%g(ﬂS(é) e P(x)

for all sufficiently n, where

Px (z)
P(x)

Let k, = [(1 + 6)?n]. Whenn is large enough, we can, for eadh € P (X) N £(5), construct a constant

E(0) = {P ePX): max <146,H(P)< H(Px)+4,D(P||Px) < 6}.

composition cod€;, (P) of lengthk, and typeP by concatenating a fixed sequenceiti-—" to each codeword

in C,. It is easy to see that
CL.,. (P)| = [Chl, (25)
Pe,max(cllgn (P)7 PY\X) = Pe,max(cn7 PY|X) (26)

for all P € P, (X) N E(S). One can readily show by invoking the covering lemmalin| [18ttfor eachP €
Py, (X) N E(S), there existL(k,) permutationsry, --- , 71, ) of the integersl, - - - , k,, such that

L(kn)
U 7i(Ch,, (P)) = Ti, (P),
=1
where
L(k,) = max lCr.. (P)| T, (P)|log | Tk, (P)| + 1] .

PEPy, (X)NE(S)
In view of (28), we can rewritd.(k,) as
L(k,) = Cn| s, (P)| 1 P)|+1].
(kn) = e 1Cal™! T, (P)]og | Th, (P)] +1)

Note that

Pe-,maX(Wi(Cl/cn (P))v PY\X) = Pe,maX(Cl/cn (P)v PY\X)a =12, vL(kn)- (27)
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Givenmi(Cp, (P)),--+ , TL(k,)(Ck, (P)), we can partitior, (P) into L(k,) disjoint subsets:

T, (P,1) = m1(Cy, (P)),
i—1

Tk, (P1) = m‘(C;’cn(P))\U mi(Cr, (P)),  i=2,--, L(kn).

j=1
It is clear that

Pe,max(nn(Pai)aPY\X) S Pe,max(ﬂ-i(cllgn(P))aPY|X)7 1= 1721"' aL(kn) (28)

Now construct a sequence of variable-rate Slepian-Wolesdey, ()} as follows.

1) The encoder sends the type ©f~ to the decoder, where each type is uniquely represented kipaayb
sequence of length (k).

2) If 2k~ € Ty, (P) for someP ¢ £(§), the encoder sendd~ losslessly to the decoder, where eathe Ty, (P)
is uniquely represented by a binary sequence of lengtf¥,,).

3) If 2~ € Ty, (P) for someP € £(6), the encoder finds the set- (C;, (P)) that contains:*~ and sends the
indexi* to the decoder, where each index{ih 2,--- | L(k,)} is uniquely represented by a binary sequence
of lengthms(ky,).

Specifically, we choose
my(kn) = [logy [Pk, (X)]],
ma(kn) =  max  [log, [Tk, (P)I],

PePy, (X)
mg(kn) = [logy L(kn)]-

Note that
R((pkn,ny) = 1( ) Qk( lo)g e( ) 3( )’
n 1952
where
0= > Pr{X"* € T;, (P)}.

PePy,, (X)NE(S)

It is easy to verify (cf.[(L),[([R) and13)) that
my (kn) < [X]logy(kn +1) +1,
ma(kn) < knlogy [X] + 1,
0 < (kp 4 1)I¥le=Fknd,

Therefore, we have

limsup R(¢y,, Pxy) = limsup ];n?i(kn)
n—00 oo n 082 €
) R
=2 ) e i)
H(Px)-R-9
 ppg g HPO=R= @9)

(146)2
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By (28), (27), [28) and the construction @f, (-), it is clear that

L(kn)
Pe(r,, Pxy) = > > PHX* € Ty, (Pi)}PHX" # X" X* € Ty, (P,i)}
PEPy, (X)NE(S) i=1
L(kn)
< Z Z Pr{Xk" S EH(P, i)}Pe,max(,];cn(Pa Z.)aPY|X)
PEPy,, (X)NE(S) i=1
L(kn)
< Z Z Pr{Xk" € 77% (P, i)}Pe,maX(Wi(Cl/cn (P))aPYIX)
PEPy, (X)NE(S) i=1
L(kn)
- > > PHX" " € T, (P,i)} Pemax(Cn, Py|x)
PEPy, (X)NE(S) i=1
< Pe,max(cna PY\X)a

which implies

1 1
lim sup _k_ 1nge(</7knaPXY) > hmsup_k_ log Pe,max(cna PY|X)

n— o0 n n— o0 n
- (14 6)2 '
In view of (29), [30) and the fact that> 0 is arbitrary, we must hav&,(Pxy, R) > E(Px, Py|x, H(Px) — R)
(cf. Definition[4).

Now we proceed to show thdt, (Pxy, R) < E(Px, Py|x, H(Px)— R). The main idea is that one can extract

(30)

a constant composition code of type approximat@ly and rate approximatelf# (X) — R or greater from a given
variable-rate Slepian-Wolf code,,(-) of rate approximatelyR such that the average decoding error probability
of this constant composition code over chanfgl x is bounded from above by*P.(¢,, Pxy ), wherev* is a
constant that does not depend on

By Definition[4, for anyé > 0, there exists a sequence of variable-rate Slepian-Wolé€d,,} such that

n— 00
1
limsup—ﬁlogpe(gan,PXy) Z EU(PX)/,R) — 5 (32)
n— 00

Suppose,,(-) induces a partiti(E1of7;l(P), P € P,(X), into N,,(P) disjoint subset§,, (P, 1), -, To(P, Np(P)).

Define

Fn(6) {(P,z’) Lo I <R+20,PEP,(X),i=1,2- - ,Nn(P)},

n BT (P)]
Gn(7) = {(P, i) s PHX™ £ X"|X" € To(P,4)} < YPu(gn, Pxy), P € Pp(X),i=1,2,--- ,Nn(P)} :

5The partition is defined as followss,, (™) = @ (") if 2™, 3" € T, (P, i) for somei, andpy, (™) # 0, (") if 2" € Tn(P,4),7" €
Tn(P, ) for i # j.
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where~ > 0. One can readily verify that

S PHX" e Ty (Pi)) > 1 - 2 Pxv) (33)
. R+2
(Pi)EFL(5)
S PXTe TP} > 1 (34)
(P,i)€Gn (v) !
Moreover, by [(3]l) and (33) we have
- n _ 4]
lim inf Z PH{X" € T, (P,i)} > T (35)
(PA)EF(5)
Let v* be a positive number satisfying
v =1 1)
N T R
Define
P(x)
S,(6) =<4 P eP,(X): HP)> H(Px) — §, max <1+4+6,,
x PX (:v
Dn(6,7%) ={(Pyi) : (Pyi) € Fu(6) NGn(77), P € Sn(9)}-
It follows from the weak law of large numbers that
lim_ > PHX"eTu(P)}=1. (36)

PeS,L(8)

In view of (34), [3%) and[(36), we have

lim inf > PHX" e T,(Pi)}
(P,i)E'Dn((;,'y*)

> liminf{l - [1 - > P{X"eT.(Pi)}
(Pyi

n—oo
)EFR(9)

— [1 - ) P{X" € T.(Pi)}
(Pyi)

ng(’y*)

PeS,(9)

- [1 — Y PHX"eT,(P)}

v =1 )
> +—
- R+2

> 0.

1

Therefore,D,,(d,~*) is non-empty for all sufficiently large. Pick an arbitrary( P*,:*) from D,,(4,~v*) for each

sufficiently largen. We can construct a constant composition c6gde of lengthm,, = [(1 + §)n] and typeF,,,

for someP,,, € P, (X) by concatenating a fixed sequenceiif'~—" to each sequence iy, (P},i*) such that

lim ||P,,, — Px|| =0. (37)
n—oo
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Note that

1
liminf R(Cp,,) = liminf — log |7, (P;,i")]

n— o0 n—00 My,

Y]

1
liminf —— | = log|7,(P)| — R — 26
My | N

n—r oo

H(Px)—R—36

- 140 (38)
Moreover, since
Pe(Cm, Prix) = PHX™ # X"|X™ € To(Py,i")} < 7" Pe(n, Pxy),
it follows from (32) that
i sup — —— log Py(Co, , Py ) > LotPxva B) 20 (39)

In view of (37), [38),[(39), and the fact that> 0 is arbitrary, we must have, (Pxy, R) < E(Px, Py|x, H(Px)—

R) (cf. Definition[2). The proof is complete. ]
The following result is an immediate consequence of Thedfieamd Propositiofl4.

Corollary 1: Define
Ey cx(Pxy, R) = Eex(Px, Py|x, H(Px) — R),
Eyre(Pxy, R) = E..(Px, Py|x, H(Px) — R),
Ey sp(Pxy,R) = Esp(Px, Py|x, H(Px) — R).

We have

1) E,(Pxy,R) > max{E, s (Pxy, R), Ey re(Pxy, R)};

2) E,(Pxy,R) < E, s»(Pxy, R) with the possible exception @t = H(Px) - R (Px, Py x) at which point
the inequality not necessarily holds.

Remark:

1) We havek,(Pxy, R) = oo for R > H(Px) — Ry (Px, Py|x), and E,(Pxy, R) < oo for R < H(Px) —
R (Px, Py|x). Therefore,H(Px) — Rg (Px, Py|x) and H(Px) — Rg(Px, Py|x) are respectively the
upper bound and the lower bound on the zero-error rate oabfarrate Slepian-Wolf coding.

2) In view of (11), we have
E,(Pxy,R) = B, sp(Pxy,R) = Esp(Px, Py|x, H(Px) — R)
for R € [H(X|Y), H(Px) — Re:(Px, Py|x)]. Note that
Ey sp(Pxy,R) > Ef sp(Pxy,R) > E¢t(Pxy, R),

where the first inequality is strict unless the minimum[in)(#achieved at) x = Px, (i.e., Pxw» = Px,
where Py, is the marginal distribution of{ () induced by Py, and Px,y«» in @), [22)). There-
fore, variable-rate Slepian-Wolf coding can outperfornefixate Slepian-Wolf coding in terms of rate-error

tradeoff.
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For R > H(Px) — R.-(Px, Py|x), it is possible to obtain upper bounds & (Pxy, R) that are tighter than
E, sp(Pxy,R). Let E..(Py|x,R) and E,,(Py|x, R) be respectively the expurgated exponent and the sphere
packing exponent of channél| x. The straight-line exponeri,;(Py|x, R) of channelPy | x [5] is the smallest

linear function of R which touches the curv&,,(Py|x, R) and also satisfies

Esl(PY|X7 0) = EEI(PY|X7 0)1

whereE., (Py|x,0) is assumed to be finite. Lét,;(Py|x) be the point at whicl,; (Py | x, R) andEs,(Py|x, R)
coincide. It is well knownl[[5] that?(Py | x, R) < Eq(Py x, R) for R € (0, Ry (Py|x)]. SinceE(Px, Py|x, R) <
E(Py|x, R), it follows from Theorenill that

E,(Pxy,R) < Eq(Py|x,H(Px)— R)

for R € [max{H(Px)— Rq(Py|x),0}, H(Px)).
Note that the straight-line exponent holds for arbitraryckl codes; one can obtain further improvement at high
rates by leveraging bounds tailored to constant compesitaes. LetE], (Qx, Py|x,0) be the concave upper

envelope ofE,, (Qx, Py x,0) considered as a function @} x. In view of [2, Excercise 5.21], we have
E(Qx,Py|x,R) < E;,(Qx, Py|x,0)
for any Qx € P(X) and R > 0. Now it follows from Theoreni Il that
E,(Pxy,R) < E%,(Px, Py|x,0)

for R < H(Px).

The following theorem provides the second order expansfof,¢Pxy, R) at the Slepian-Wolf limit.

Theorem 2:Assuming R..(Px, Px|y) < I(Px,Pyx) (see Propositio]l for the necessary and sufficient
condition), we have

2

. Ey(Pxy,H(X[|Y)+7)

lim (Pxy 2( ¥) = ZPXYUCKJ ZPX (ZTgCyPYIX y|x)>
y

rl0 r

-1

wherer(z,y) = log Py (y) — log Py|x (yl|z).
Remark: If R.,(Px, Py|x) = I(Px, Py|x), then we havef, ..(Pxy,R) = R — H(X|Y) for R > H(X[Y),
which implies

E,(Pxy,HX|Y
lim (Pxy 2( | )+T):oo
rl0 r

It is also worth noting that the second order expansionEpfPxy, R) at the Slepian-Wolf limit yields the

redundancy-error tradeoff constant of variable-rate i@kepVolf coding derived in[[14].
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Proof: SinceR.,(Px, Px|y) < I(Px; Pyy), itfollows thatH (X |Y')+r € (H(X|Y), H(Px)—Recr(Px, Py|x))

whenr (r > 0) is sufficiently close to zero. In this case, we have

E,(Pxy, H(X|Y)+7r)  Esg(Px,Pyix,I(Px,Pyix)—r)
2 - 2

D(Qy x| Py|x|Px)

= min 3

Qyx:I(Px,Qy|x)<I(Px,Py|x)—r T
B . D(Qyx||Py|x|Px)
= min 2 )

Qv x:I(Px,Qy|x)=I(Px,Py|x)—r r

where the last equality follows from the fact that, (Px, Py|x, R) is a strictly decreasing convex function &f
for R € (R (Px, Py|x), I(Px, Py|x)]-

Let A(z,y) = Qy|x(y|r) — Pyx(ylz) for x € X, y € Y. Let A(y) = >, Px(z)A(x,y) for y € Y. By the
Taylor expansion,

I(Px,Qy|x)

I
g
>Z°

z)(Py x (y|z) + Az, y)) log(Pyx (y|z) + Az, y))

—Z Py (y y)) log(Py (y) + A(y))

A(z,y)

= PP xtob) + M) (tos ol + el

ey

_Z (Py (y )<logPy( )+ %‘FO(A(Q)))

P
= I(Px,Pyix) = ) (Aly) + Ay)log Pr(y) + o(A,))

ZPX (z,y) + A(z,y) log Py x (y|z) + o(A(z,y)))
and

D(Qy x| Pyix|Px)

= Pl log 2LV

_ Az, y)

= ZPX PY\X (ylz) + Az, y)) log (1 + W)

_ T z, A(.’L‘,y) _ A2($7y) o 2 T

_ (z,y) ol A2 (z
B ZPX (2PY|X(9|517) (A% ,y))).

Here f(z) = o(z) meanslim,_, f(j) = 0.

As r | 0, we haveA(y) — 0, A(z,y) — 0 for all x € X,y € Y. Therefore, by ignoring the high order terms
which do not affect the limit, we get

2
lim E,(Pxy, HXY) +7) _ i i Px (z)A%(x,y)
rl0 7‘2 rl0 P 2Py‘X(y|(E)T2

(40)
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where the minimization is ovehA(z,y) (x € X,y € )) subject to the constraints
1) >, Az,y)=0forall z € X;
2) Z;@y PX (I)T(Ia y)A(CC, y) =T
Introduce the Lagrange muItipIiets(:c) (x € X), p for these constraints, and define

Y)
“= Z 2Py|x ny _ZO‘(I)A(I’?J)_ﬁng(x)T(xvy)A(I,y)-

z,y
The Karush-Kuhn- Tucker conditions yield
oG Px(z)A(z,y)
— = —a(x) - BPx(x)T(x,y) + ——F+——= =0, xz€X,yec).
FINER) () — BPx(x)7(z,y) Py ix ]2) y
Therefore, we have
_ PY\X(y|I)
A(z,y) = Br(z,y) Py x (ylz) + ——F—a(z). (41)
Px (z)
Substituting[(411) into constraint 1), we obtain
a(z) = —BPx(x) Y 7(z,y) Py x(ylz)
Y
which, together with[{41), yields
A(z,y) = Br(z,y) Py x (ylx) — BPyx(ylz) Y m(x,y) Py x (¥ ). (42)
y/
Therefore, we have
o 2Py x(yle)
r 2
ﬁQ
:7ZPXY(5C,ZU) ery )Py x(y'|2)
z,y y’

2 2
:%Zny(x,y) T (,y) = 2r(2,y) Y 7l y ) Pyix (v']e) + (ZT"T y)Pyix y|:v)>

y’ y’

Y

ZPXY T, y)T ZPX (Z T(x y)PYX(y|$)> ] : (43)

Constraint 2) and:@2) together yield

= (Z PX@V(%MN%?J))
- 2
= ZPX(@T(%?J) (T(xvy)PY|X(y|I — Py ix(yl) ZT z,y )Py x(y |$))}

y'
2

2
= ZPXY T, Y)T ZPX <Z z y)PYX(y|fZ7)> ]

(44)

The proof is complete by substituting {43) and](44) back i#id). [ |
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IV. VARIABLE-RATE SLEPIAN-WOLF CODING: BELOW THE SLEPIAN-WOLF LIMIT

Definition 5: Given a joint probability distributioxy-, we say a correct decoding exponétit> 0 is achievable
with variable-rate Slepian-Wolf codes at rdtaf for any ¢ > 0, there exists a sequence of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf

codes{y,} such that

limsup R(¢n, Pxy) < R+ 0,

n—roo

1
lim inf —= log P.(¢n, Pxy) < E€ + 6.
n

n—so0
The smallest achievable correct decoding exponent atRagedenoted byES(Pxy, R).

In view of TheoreniL, it is tempting to conjecture thia§(Pxy, R) = E¢(Px, Py|x, H(Px) — R). It turns out
this is not true. We shall show thatS(Pxy, R) = 0 for all R. Actually we have a stronger result — the correct
decoding probability of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf caglitan be bounded away from zero even wiier H(X|Y).
This is in sharp contrast with fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf cagdfor which the correct decoding probability decays to
zero exponentially fast if the rate is below the SlepianiMiohit. To make the statement more precise, we need
the following definition.

Definition 6: Given a joint probability distributiorPxy, we say a correct decoding probabil# ,(Pxy, R) is
achievable with variable-rate Slepian-Wolf codes at ratié for any § > 0, there exists a sequence of variable-rate

Slepian-Wolf codeq ¢, } such that

lim sup R(¢n, Pxy) < R+ 4,

n—oo

lim sup P.(¢n, Pxy) > Peo(Pxy,R) — 6.

n—oo
The largest achievable correct decoding probability & fais denoted byP."*(Pxy, R).
Theorem 3: P (Pxy, R) = sy for R € (0, H(X|Y)].

Remark: It is obvious thaP"*(Pxy, R) = 1 for R > H(X|Y'). Moreover, sinceP;*(Pxy, R) is a monotoni-
cally increasing function ofz, it follows that P.»*(Pxy,0) = 0.

Proof: The intuition underlying the proof is as follows. Assume thage is below the Slepian-Wolf limit, i.e.,
R < H(X|Y). For each typeP in the neighborhood oPx, the rate allocated to the type claEs(P) should be no
less thanH (X |Y") in order to correctly decode the sequence§;iiP). However, since almost all the probability
are captured by the type classes whose types are in the oefgidd of Py, there is no enough rate to protect
all of them. Note that if the rate is evenly allocated amongsthtype classes, none of them can get enough rate;
consequently, the correct decoding probability goes t@.zArgood way is to protect only a portion of them to
accumulate enough rate. Specifically, we can progg§m fraction of these type classes so that the rate allocated
to each of them is aboul/ (X]Y) and leave the remaining type classes unprotected. It tuuhghis strategy
achieves the maximum correct decoding probability as tbekblengthn goes to infinity. Somewhat interestingly,
althoughE (Pxy, R) # E¢(Px, Py|x, H(Px) — R), the functionE“(Px, Py|x,-) does play a fundamental role

in establishing the correct result.
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The proof is divided into two parts. Firstly, we shall shovat®.">*(Pxy, R) > %. For anye > 0, define

U(e)={P eP(X):||P— Px| <e€}.

Since Px (z) > 0 for all x € X, we can choose small enough so that

1>

min  P(z) > 0.

Gmin (€) PeU(e),zeX

Using Stirling’s approximation

2mm (@) e < ml < \V2rm ( ) _m,

(&
we have, for anyP € U(e) N P, (X),
Pr(X™ e T, (P =
( P) = Trormn nQX TP
< _Vemerr V27T7”‘emean<Pan>
— 1L V2mnP(x)
NoT n_mz—l
I, 27P(x)
< vV 2meTn _lxl-1
— - 7N 2 )
Hw V 27Tqmin(€)
which implies that RtX™ € 7, (P)) converges uniformly to zero as— oo for all P € U(e) NP, (X). Moreover,
it follows from the weak law of large numbers that
lim. Y P(X"eT,(P) =1
PeU(e)NP,(X)
Therefore, for anyy > 0, R € (0, H(X|Y)], and sufficiently large:, we can find a sef,, C U(e) NP, (X) such
that

R
H(X[Y)

R

—5< Y PHX" € To(P)) < HXY)

PeS,
Now consider a sequence of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf €ddg (-)} specified as follows.
1) The encoder sends of type &f* to the decoder, where each type is uniquely represented imasytsequence
of length [log, [P, (X)]].
2) ForeachP € S, the encoder partitions the type clgg P) into L,, subsets,, (P, 1), Tn(P,2), -+ , Tn(P, Ly,).
If X™ e T,(P) for someP € S,, the encoder finds the subsgt(P,:*) that containsX™ and sends the
indexi* to the decoder, where each index{ih, 2,---, L, } is uniquely represented by a binary sequence of
length [log, | Ly |].
3) The remaining type classes are left uncoded.

Specifically, we let

Ly = [(2(71 + 1)‘X|2e"<H<X|Y>+5>ﬂ :
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It follows from [3, Theorem 2] that for eacR € S,,, it is possible to partition the type clagg(P) into L,, disjoint
subsetsT,, (P, 1), T.(P,2),--- , T, (P, L,) so that

—% log P(X™ # X" X" € T,,(P)) > Qféiﬁ(a [Ere(Qx, Pyx, HQx) — H(X[Y) = 6) — €
uniformly for all P € S,, whenn is sufficiently large. In view of the fact thaf,.(Px, Py|x, I(Px, Py|x)—9) >0
and thatE,.(Qx, Py|x, R) as a function of the paifQx, R) is uniformly equicontinuous, we have

Qféizﬁl(e) [Ere(Qx, Pyix, H(Qx) — H(X[Y) = 8) —¢] £ 1 >0
for sufficiently smalle.

For this sequence of constructed variable-rate Slepidhesdes{y, (-)}, it can be readily verified that

limsup R(¢n, Pxy) = limsup

n—oo n—r oo

< B
- HXY)

[log, [Pu(X)[1+ > PH{X" € T (P)}Ln

PeS,

(H(X]Y) +9)

and

Y

lim sup Ps(on, R) limsup Y PHX" € To(P)} {1 — PH{X" £ X"|X" € T, (P)}

n—oo n—oo PGSn

lim sup Z P{(X" e To(P)} (1 —e™ ™)

N0 pes,
N
- H(XY)

Sinced > 0 is arbitrary, it follows from Definitiori B thaP2y™ (Pxy, R) > ggyy-

Y

— 9.

Now we proceed to prove the other direction. It follows fronefidition[8 that for anys > 0, there exists a

sequence of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf codes,(-)} with

limsup R(¢n, Pxy) < R+ 0,

n—r oo

limsup P.(¢n, Pxy) > PI(R) — 0.

n—o0
Define

1

r(Tn(P)) = T (P log, ¢

Wpn(x™), P e Pn(X).
™ €T, (P)

S
Since R(¢n, Pxy) = > pep, (x) PHX"™ € To(P)}r(Ta(P)), we can interpret(7,(P)) as the rate allocated to
the type clas¥,,(P).
For eachP € U(e) N P,(X), supposep,(-) partitions the type clas§,(P) into N(P) disjoint subsets

To(P 1), , To(P,N(P)) (i.e., op(z™) = @u(z™) if 2™,2" € T,(P,i) for somei, and p, (z™) # ©,(T")
if 2 € To(P,1),2" € To(P,7) for i # j). Define

T,.(P, ) = {z —lo |¥(( )§| <HX|Y)=6,i=1,2, - ,N(P)},

I¢(P,5) = { ;10 |¥(( )§| H(X|Y)=6,i=1,2,-- ,N(P)}.
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Note that

"a(F) 2 %Z T e
- %%6) R e
> (H(X'Y)_é)m%m%’
which implies
- A

i€T (P,9)

EachT7,(P,i) can be viewed as a constant composition code of #ypEnd we have
P{X" = X"|X" € T,(P,i)} = P.(To(P,i), Py |x)-
Note that forP € U(e) NP, (X) andi € Z,,(P,9),

SloglTu(Pi)| 2 log|Ta(P)] ~ H(X|Y) 49

> H(P)— H(X|Y)+6— m%.

Therefore, it follows from[[4, Lemma 5] that

1
g PT(P0). Pyx) > min BS(Qx. Pypx H(@Qx) — H(X|Y) 46— ) ¢
n Qx €U(e)

uniformly for all P € U(e) N P,(X) andi € Z,(P,§) whenn is sufficiently large. In view of the fact that
E°(Px, Py|x,I(Px,Py|x)+0) > 0 and thatE“(Qx, Py|x, R) as a function of the paifQx, R) is uniformly

equicontinuous, we have

min  [E°(Qx, Py|x, H(Qx) — H(X|Y)+6—€)—¢| £ k2 >0
Qx EU(e)

for sufficiently smalle.

Now it is easy to see that

lim inf P.(¢n, Pxy)

n—oo
> lminf Y PHX"ET.(P)} )] [0 (1-PHX" = X"|X" € Tu(P,0)})
" peunP.L () it (P5) T.(P)]
> lminf Y PHX"eTu(P)} Y |Ta(P9)| )I (1— e
" peunP. () it (P5) 1T.(P)]
im i (T (P) _
> n . nv /) _ o Mk2
S SR STO) (1= gy ) 0o
PeU(e)NPr(X)
> lim inf Z Pr{X" c %(P)}(l _ e—nﬁg)

n—oo
PeU(e)NP,(X)
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: n 7;7« P —NnkK
—limsup > Pr{X" ¢ %(P)}%(l — e
T pel(e)NPa(X)

lim inf > P{X" € Tu(P)}(1—e ")
PeU(e)NPr(X)

Y

(T (P))

_ i n _ NN ST _ —NK2
hyrlri)solip Z P{X" e %(P)}H(XD/) = 5(1 e )
PEP,(X)
= liminf > P{X" € Tu(P)}(1—e ")
PeU(e)NPr(X)
. R(pn, Pxy) ks
msup ey —p (= ™)
_ 1 R+0
N H(X|Y)-4§’
which implies
R+
li P.(¢on, P <—.
im sup Pe(pn, Pxy) HXTY) =0
Therefore, we have
. R+6
Pa(P, -0 < ——.
ev (Pxy, B) =05 H(X|Y) -4
Sinced > 0 is arbitrary, this completes the proof. [ ]
V. EXAMPLE

Consider the joint distributio®xy overZs x Zs with Px |y (1/0) = Px|y (0[1) = p and Py (0) = 7. We assume

p€(0,1), 7 €(0,3]. Itis easy to compute that

Px(0)=1-Px(1)=7(1—p)+ (1 —7)p,

(1-7)p
T(1=p)+ 1 =7)p’
™
T+ 1 -7)1-p)

For this joint distribution, we havél (X|Y") = H,(p), whereH,(+) is the binary entropy function (i.eH,(p) =

Py x(1|0) =1 — Py x(0[0) =

—plogp — (1 — p)log(1 — p)). Given R € [0,log 2], let ¢ be the unique number satisfyind,(¢q) = R andg < 1.

It can be verified that

Ef,sp(PXYu R) = D(qu)u R e [Hb(p)vlog 2]7

Ef(Pxy,R) = D(qlp), R €[0,Hy(p)].

Note that

Eer(@x, Pyix,0) = - ZQX(X)QX(x/) log [Z \/PY|X(?J|~’C)PY|X(?J|~’C’)]

Y

x,x’

= —2Qx(0)Qx(1)log lz \/Pyx(y|0)PYx(y|1)]

Y
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which is a concave function @@ x. Therefore,
E;km(P)ﬁPY\X?O) = Eew(PXaPY|XaO)-
Moreover, we have

Eez(PY\Xyo) = %iXEez(QX7PY|X70)

= —%log lzy: \/Py|X(y|0)PY|X(y|1)] :

It is easy to show that

Eysp(Pxy,H(Px)) = Es(Px,Pxy,0)

- Qv (y)
~ min Z Px(z) Xy: Qv (y)log Prix o)

where the minimizeQ3, is given by

.o L Pyix(yla)Px®)
QY(y) - Zy’ HI Py|X(y/|x)Px(m)’ AS V.

Define
E¢er(Pxy, R) = max{Ef cz(Pxy,R), Efre(Pxy, R)},
Ey er(Pxy, R) = max{E, ¢z (Pxy, R), Ey re(Pxy, R)}.
We have

Ef(PXYaR) Z Ef,er(PXYaR)a
EU(PXYvR) > Eu,er(PXYaR)-

It can be seen from Fi] 2 that the achievable error expoBgpt (Pxy, R) of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf coding
can completely dominate the sphere packing expofignt, (Pxy , R) of fixed-rate Slepian-Wolf coding. The gain

of variable-rate coding gradually diminishesas-> % (see Fig[B and Fid.14).

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have studied the reliability function of variable-ratief@an-Wolf coding. An intimate connection between
variable-rate Slepian-Wolf codes and constant compasitimdes has been revealed. It is shown that variable-rate
Slepian-Wolf coding can outperform fixed-rate Slepian-Mading in terms of rate-error tradeoff. Finally, we
would like to mention that Theorefd 1 has been generalized binbérger and Merhav in their recent paper on
the optimal tradeoff between the error exponent and thessxie exponent of variable-rate Slepian-Wolf coding
[15].

March 18, 2018 DRAFT



26

09r

0.8

0.7f

0.6

0.5
0.4

03r

0.2 /
0.1r S
0 HXLY) HIX) Ev,er(va’R)l

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
R

Fig. 2. p=0.05, 7 =0.12

09r
0.8
Ef,sp(PXY’R)
0.7
Ev,sp(PXY’R)
il " )
E (P ,P__,0
ext X" YIX' B
osl E, Py HP)-R)
0.4r
0.3+ c E PR
EP, R)  E(PR) verPxyR)
0.2
0.1r
0 H(XLY)
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

Fig. 3. p=0.05, 7 = 0.35

March 18, 2018 DRAFT



27

09r

0.8

0.7

: E
0.6 E o PPy :

X

YIX!

0.5f E (P

0.4

03r c
EP R E (PR

H(X]Y)
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

Fig. 4. p=0.05, 7 = 0.50

APPENDIXA

PrRoOOF oFPrRoOPOSITION]]

In view of (@) and [I1), we hav&..(Qx, Wy x) = I(Qx, Wy x) if and only if the minimum of the convex

optimization problem

‘I/?/I\I; D(Vy x[[Wyx|@x) + 1(Qx, Vy|x) (45)

is achieved aVy|x = Wy |x. Let V¥

YIx be a minimizer to the above optimization problem. Note tloat:f yy such

that Qx (z)Wy|x(y|z) = 0, there is no loss of generality in setting’,  (y|z) = Wy x (y|z). Let A= {z € X':
Qx(z) >0} andB, = {y € ¥ : Wy x(y|z) > 0} for € A. We can rewrite[(45) in the following equivalent
form:
on V2 (yl)

Wy x (Yl7) 2o 0rea Qx (2)Vy x (yl2')

min Qx(z)V T
Vy\x(y\w)¢w€A7y€Bzme§eB (z) YIX(y| )

subject to

Wix(ylz) >0 forallz e Ay e B,,

Z Wyix(yle) =1 forallz e A
yEBy
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Define

¢ = Y Qx@)Vyix(yln)log B vl
- X
L Yix Wy x (012) 2 ea @ (&) Vi x (o)
€A, yeB, €A, yeB,
wherea(z,y) e Ry (z € A,y € B,) andB(z) € R (z € A). The Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions yield

oG’

Wy x o) =2Qx (") log Vi x (y*[z") + @x (z") — Qx (z) log Wy | x (y*[2")

Vyx (y*|2*)=Vy | x (y*|z*)

—Qx(z")log Z Qx(x VY\X yla’) — a(z®,y") - B(z")
€A
=0 forallz* € A, y* € B,

V¥ x(y|z") =0 forall 2" € A, y" € By,

> Vxlet) =1 foralla® € A,
y*EB*
a(@, y" )Wy x (y*|z*) =0 forall 2" € A, y" € B,-.

By the complementary slackness conditions (M,fjrx(yﬂx*) > 0= a(z*,y*) = 0), we haveVy: y = Wy x if
and only if for allz* € A, y* € By,

Qx (z%)log Wy x (y*[2") + Qx (z*) — log > Qx (") Wy x(y*|2') — Bz*) =0,
z’eA

i.e., the value of
Wy x (y]z)
ZI/ Qx(x )WY|X(y|~”C/)

does not depend op for all ,y such thatQ x (z)Wy | x (y|z) > 0.

APPENDIXB

PROOF OFPROPOSITIONZ

1) It is known [2, Exercise 5.17] that for evedy > 0, § > 0 and everyP € P, (X) there exists a constant

composition cod€,, C 7,,(P) such that
1
_ﬁ 1nge,max(cn7 WY|X) > Eem(Pv WY\Xa R) -6
whenevem > no(|X|,|V],d). Let P, be a sequence of types wifh, € P, (X) and
lim ||P, — Qx| =0.
n—oo
Define

™ = arg min ZP (@]2)dwy x (2, T) + 1(Pp, Vi) — R
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where the minimization is ovel,, : X — X subject to the constraints
ZP Vo (Z|x) = P,(F), forallz e X,
I(Pn, Vo) <R.

Note that{V,*} must contain a converging subsequeqtg }. Define

V* = lim V*

n—00

It is easy to verify that

> Qx@V*(Ee) = lim Y Py (2)Vy (T2
rcX reX
= A Ae
= Qx(=), foralzeX,
I(Qx,V*) = hm I(Pnk,V;k)

R.

IN

Therefore, we have

limsup Eer (P, Wy |x, R)

n—00

Z hmsupEex( nk7WY|X7R)
k—oc0

= limsup » P, (2)V; (@x)dw,  (2,%)+ [(Po,,Vn,) — R
k—oo r,TeEX

> > Qx@)V*(@l)dpy , (2,7) + 1(Qx,V*) — R
z,7€X

Z Eex(QX7WY|X7R)'

It is also known[[2, Theorem 5.2] that for eveRy/> 0, § > 0 and everyP € P, (X) there exists a constant

composition cod&,, C 7,,(P) such that
R(Cy) = R,
—% 1og Pe max (Crs Wy | x) = Ere(P, Wy |x, R) =0
whenevem > ny(|X|,|Y],d). So it can be readily shown that
E(Qx,Wy|x,R) > Er.(Qx, Wy|x, R)

by invoking the fact that?,..(P, Wy |x, R) as a function of the paifP, R) is uniformly equicontinuous [2,

Lemma 5.5]. The proof is complete.
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2) By Definition[2, for everyR > 0, § > 0 there exists a sequence of block channel codes cf@gk with
Cn C Tn(P,) for someP, € P, (X) such that
lim [P, — Qx| =0,
n—oo
liminf R(C,) > R — 4,
n—oo
1
lim sup - log Pe max(Cn, Wy x) > E(Qx, Wy x, R) — 4. (46)
n—oo
For simplicity, we assum&(C,,) > R — ¢ for all n. Now it follows from Theorem 5.3 in [8] that
1
- 108 [2Pe,max (Cns Wy x)| < Esp(Pn, Wy|x, R —20)(1 +6) 47)
whenevem > ng(|X|, V], ). Let

Vi =ar min D (Vs W .
YIX TAR oI (W x[[Wy x|1Qx)
Without loss of generality, we can s@f;t|x(-|a:) =Wy x(:|z) forall z € {z' € X : Qx(2') = 0}. Itis easy
to see that there exists an> 0 such that
I(P,Vy x) < R — 20,
D(Vy x Wy x|P) < D(Vy | x [[Wy|x|@x) + &
for all P € P(X) with |P — Qx| < e. Therefore, for all sufficiently large,

E,, (P, Wy x,R—20) = i D(V4 W- P,
p( Y|X ) VY\X:I(PnI;I‘l}il\X)SR_36 (Y\XH Y\X| )

< D(Vyx Wy x|Py)

IN

D(Vy x [Wyx|Qx) +
= Eu(Qx,Wyx,R—30)+0. (48)
Combining [@6), [47) and (48), we get
BE(Qx,Wy|x,R) = 6 < [Esp(Qx, Wy|x, R — 30) + d](1 + 9).

In view of the fact thav > 0 is arbitrary and that for fixed® and Wy |x, Es, (P, Wy |x, R) is a decreasing
continuous convex function aR in the interval where it is finite |2, Lemma 5.4], the proof isneplete.

3) Itis known [4, Lemma 5] that for everR > 0, § > 0, every constant composition codg of common type
P for someP € P, (X) and rateR(C,,) > R+ ¢ has

1 .
—510ch(Cm Wy |x) > Inin [D(Vy x|[Wy|x|P) + |R—I(P,Vyx)|t] =6
Y|x

whenevern > ng(|X|,|Y],d). Moreover, it is also knowr_[4, Lemma 2]I[2, Excercise 5.1ittfor every

R >0, >0 and everyP € P,(X) there exists a constant composition c@éijeC 7, (P) such that

1 .
- log P.(Cn, Wy |x) = min [D(Vy x|[Wy|x|P) + |R— I(P,Vyx)|T] + 6
Y

|1 X
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whenevem < no(|X|, Y], d). In view of the fact thatminy,, . [D(Vy|x |[Wy x|P) + |R — I(P, Vyx)| ]

as a function of the paifP, R) is uniformly equicontinuous, it can be readily shown that
E.(Qx,Wy|x,R) = ‘I/nl‘n [D(Vy x|[[Wy x|Qx) + |R — I(P,Vyx)| ]
Y |X

The proof is complete.
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