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Abstract—This paper analyzes the effect of adding a
pre-decoder processing function to a receiver that contains
a fixed mismatched decoder at the output of a discrete
memoryless channel. We study properties of the symbolwise
pre-processing function and show that it is a simple yet very
powerful tool which enables to obtain reliable transmission
at a positive rate for almost every metric. We present
lower and upper bounds on the capacity of a channel with
mismatched decoding and symbolwise(scalar-to-scalar) pre-
processing, and show that the optimal pre-processing func-
tion for random coding is deterministic. We also characterize
achievable error exponents. Finally, we prove that a sep-
aration principle holds for vectorwise(vector-to-vector) pre-
processing functions and further, that deterministic functions
maximize the reliably transmitted rate in this case.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the classical channel coding problem it is assumed
that in order to maximize the transmitted information rate
for a certain channel one can choose an encoder-decoder
pair that minimizes the average error probability. However,
in many cases one may not be able to use the optimal
decoder due to practical reasons such as computational
or design limitations, and generally not having perfect
knowledge of the channel parameters. In those cases
one will have to use a sub-optimal decoder instead of
the optimal maximum likelihood (ML) decoder w.r.t the
channel. Using certain sub-optimal decoders might result
in lower achievable rates, the supremum over these rates
is referred to as the mismatch capacity of the channel.
Extensive research in Information Theory has explored
channels featuring a decoder mismatch, providing deriva-
tions of lower and upper bounds on the mismatch capacity
and error exponents (see e.g. [1]–[16]).

In this paper we address a very practical setup. We
consider a system which attempts to improve the per-
formance of a given decoder by adding a pre-processing
unit prior to it. Simple examples of pre-processing include
scaling and phase shifting. This situation may arise as
a result of either design constraints or limitations on
user access for modifying the receiver. In such cases,
exploring alternative solutions other than replacing the
receiver becomes crucial. A special case of this problem
was analyzed in [17] for the Gaussian channel with a
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mismatched generalized nearest neighbour decoding rule
(GNNDR). A more recent paper [18], considered the
problem of reliable communication in a point-to-point
oblivious-relay communication system with a mismatch
at either the relay or at the decoder. The setup considered
in [18] includes three nodes, an encoder, a relay encoder
and a mismatched decoder, the relay encoder performs
collective processing for all symbols associated with a
particular message. Achievability bounds are established in
[18] and a computationally efficient algorithm to compute
these bounds is presented.

While the setting in [18] for the relay channel can be
viewed as an extension of the vectorwise scheme presented
in this paper (see Section VIII), the setting provided in
Section IV of this paper yields the same achievability
bound as in [18] for a high relay rate, using a simpler
scheme that is more latency and memory efficient.

II. GENERAL PROBLEM FORMULATION

The basic setup discussed in this paper considers com-
munication over a discrete memoryless channel (DMC)
defined by a conditional probability distribution W from
X to Y , which are given finite sets. The input-output
probabilistic relation for an n-length codeword is given
by:

P (y|x) =Wn(y|x) =
n∏

i=1

(W (yi|xi)), (1)

where x = (x1 . . . xn) ∈ Xn and y = (y1 . . . yn) ∈ Yn .
The setup consists of an encoder that maps each message
m ∈ {1, . . . ,Mn} to a channel input sequence xm ∈ Xn,
and a decoder ϕn,q that maximizes the accumulated value
of q(x,y) ≜ 1

n

∑n
i=1 q(xi, yi), where q : X ×Y −→ R is

a mapping referred to as a metric.
For each channel output y ∈ Yn, the decoder outputs an
estimate m̂q ∈ {1, . . . ,Mn} to the transmitted message
m:

m̂q(y) = argmax
k∈{1,...,Mn}

q(xk,y), (2)

An error occurs when the decoded message differs from
the transmitted one or when there are several maximizers
in (2). It is easily verified due to (1) and the monotonicity
of the log(·) function, that the ML decoding metric is
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given by qML(x, y) = logW (y|x).
In this paper we assume that the receiver can add a
component prior to the existing q-decoder, and therefore
is in fact composed of two sequential components:
(a) A (possibly stochastic) memoryless configurable sym-
bolwise function f from Y to Y .
(b) The decoder of the form (2) with a given metric q.
Let us denote by Zi the output of the pre-processing
function f when fed by the channel output Yi at time
instant i. This scheme is depicted in Figure 1:

Fig. 1. Channel with a mismatched decoder and pre-processing function

Note that the resulting average probability of error is given
by:

Pe(W,Cn, q, f) =
Mn∑
m=1

1

Mn
P (m̂q(z) ̸= m|X = xm),

where z = (z1, . . . , zn), and zi = f(yi).

Definition 1. A rate R > 0 is said to be achievable with
pre-processing for channel W with decoding metric q if
there exists a sequence of codes {Cn}n∈N, and a possibly
stochastic transformation f from Y to Y such that |Cn| >
enR and the average probability of error vanishes; i.e.,

lim
n→∞

min
f
Pe(W, Cn, q, f) = 0. (3)

Definition 2. The mismatch capacity of channel W
with decoding metric q and pre-processing, denoted
Cpre

q (W ), is the supremum of all achievable rates with
pre-processing.

An achievable error exponent and the corresponding
reliability function for this case are defined as follows:

Definition 3. For a DMC with a mismatched decoder de-
fined by (W, q) and a symbolwise pre-processing function
f , we say that E is an achievable error exponent at rate
R if, for any δ > 0, there exists a sequence of codebooks
Cn satisfying |Cn| ≥ en(R−δ) such that

lim sup
n→∞

(
− 1

n
logPe(W, Cn, q, f)

)
≥ E. (4)

Definition 4. The reliability function Epre
q (R,W ) at rate

R for a DMC W with decoding metric q and pre-
processing is the supremum over all achievable error
exponents at rate R and all pre-processing functions f .

III. THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE QUANTITIES
Cpre

q (W ), Cq(W ), AND C(W )

We start by solving a few examples that illustrate
different scenarios regarding the relationships between
the three quantities Cpre

q (W ), Cq(W ), and the Shannon

capacity C(W ). Further, we address the question of de-
termining when the use of a pre-processing function can
be beneficial. We demonstrate the extreme (and rather
common) case in which one has Cq(W ) = 0 while
Cpre

q (W ) > 0; i.e., the pre-processing makes it possible
to transmit information over a channel with mismatched
decoding in which it was originally impossible to do so.
To this end, we introduce the notion of a useless metric,
and analyze conditions for a metric to be useless.

A. Examples

1) A Binary Channel: This example demonstrates
that a pre-processing function can potentially achieve
Cpre

q (W ) > Cq(W ). Assume a binary channel; i.e.,
|X | = |Y| = 2, with channel transition probabilities
W (i|j), i, j ∈ {0, 1}. It was shown in [6, Example 6]
that for a binary input binary output channel W , it holds
that if W (0|1) +W (1|0) < 1 then

Cq(W ) ={
0 if q(0, 1) + q(1, 0) ≥ q(0, 0) + q(1, 1)

C(W ) if q(0, 1) + q(1, 0) < q(0, 0) + q(1, 1)
(5)

and if W (0|1) +W (1|0) > 1 then

Cq(W ) ={
C(W ) if q(0, 1) + q(1, 0) > q(0, 0) + q(1, 1)

0 if q(0, 1) + q(1, 0) ≤ q(0, 0) + q(1, 1)
. (6)

Thus, if we define a pre-processing function as: if
W (0|1) +W (1|0) < 1 then

f(y) =

{
1− y if q(0, 1) + q(1, 0) ≥ q(0, 0) + q(1, 1)

y if q(0, 1) + q(1, 0) < q(0, 0) + q(1, 1)

and if W (0|1) +W (1|0) > 1 then

f(y) =

{
y if q(0, 1) + q(1, 0) > q(0, 0) + q(1, 1)

1− y if q(0, 1) + q(1, 0) ≤ q(0, 0) + q(1, 1)

we clearly obtain

Cpre
q (W ) ={

C(W ) if q(0, 1) + q(1, 0) ̸= q(0, 0) + q(1, 1)

0 if q(0, 1) + q(1, 0) = q(0, 0) + q(1, 1)
.

It is interesting to observe that this case results in almost
every metric achieving the channel Shannon capacity.

2) A DMC with “the worst" metric: Generalizing on
the previous example, consider the case of a channel W
with metric q(x, y) = −qML(x, y) = − logW (y|x) where
X = Y = {−k,−k + 1, ..., 0, ..., k} for some integer k >
0. Clearly this mismatched decoder errs with very high
probability and Cq(W ) = 0. One can easily fix this using
the pre-processing function f(y) = −y, which implies that
Cpre

q (W ) = C(W ).
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3) Deterministic Quadratic Channel 1: The following
example demonstrates a case for which

Cq(W ) = Cpre
q (W ) < C(W ).

Assume that |X | = |Y| = 4, with the noiseless chan-
nel W (y|x) = 1

{
(x, y) ∈ {(0, 0), (1, 1), (2, 2), (3, 3)}

}
where clearly C(W ) = log 4. Consider the decoding met-
ric: q(x, y) = 1

{
(x, y) ∈ {(0, 0), (1, 1), (2, 2), (3, 2)}

}
.

Evidently, transmission of symbols x = 2 and x = 3
always results in the same metric value. Thus, for any
input signals pair x1,x2 s.t x2 is same as x1 with the
exception of some of the symbols switched from 2 to 3
and vice versa, one has q(x1, y) = q(x2, y). Hence, the
channel with the decoding metric q is similar to a noiseless
ternary channel and Cq(W ) = log 3. It is easy to realize
that pre-processing cannot fix the decoder’s metrics errors,
and also Cpre

q (W ) = log 3.
4) A Deterministic Quadratic Channel 2: The follow-

ing example demonstrates a case for which

Cq(W ) < Cpre
q (W ) < C(W ).

Assume that |X | = |Y| = 4, with a channel condi-
tional probability W (y|x) = 1{y = (x + 2) mod 4}.
Consider the decoding metric: q(x, y) = 1

{
(x, y) ∈

{(0, 0), (1, 1), (2, 2), (3, 2)}
}
. Using this decoder no re-

ceived signal is correctly decoded, thus Cq(W ) = 0.
However, using pre-processing function P (z|y) = 1{z =
(y + 2) mod 4}, we get P (z|x) = 1{z = x}. And thus,
as seen in the previous example, we obtain Cpre

q (W ) =
log 3, demonstrating that, for this example Cq(W ) <
Cpre

q (W ) < C(W ).

5) A Discrete Input Additive Gaussian Noise Channel:
Although the primary focus of this paper revolves around
DMCs, this example shows the potential benefit of us-
ing pre-processing functions in continuous channels, by
demonstrating a setup in which 0 = Cq(W ) < Cpre

q (W ).
Let X = {(0, 1), (0,−1)}, and consider a two dimensional
signal X ∈ X . Assume an additive Gaussian noise such
that Y = X+N , where N = (N1, 0) with N1 ∼ N (0, 1).
Let q(x, y) = −|y1 − x1|2, where x1 and y1 denote the
values of the first entries of x and y respectively.

Note that this decoder cannot distinguish between the
symbols (0, 1) and (0,−1), leading to Cq(W ) = 0.
However, by employing a pre-processing function that
interchanges the coordinates order such that z = (y2, y1)
along with the provided decoder, we effectively utilize
the Maximum Likelihood (ML) decoder for this channel.
Consequently, Cpre

q (W ) = C(W ) = 1.

B. Useless metrics

This section provides necessary and sufficient condi-
tions under which Cpre

q (W ) = 0 for all channels W ; that
is, when even pre-processing cannot correct a poor choice
of decoding metric q regardless of the channel. To this
end, we introduce the following definition:

Definition 5. We say that a metric q is useless for channel
W with pre-processing if Cpre

q (W ) = 0. We say that a
metric q is useless, if for all W , Cpre

q (W ) = 0.

The following theorem specifies conditions for a metric
to be useless.

Theorem 1. There exists a channel W from X to Y s.t
Cpre

q (W ) > 0 if and only if ∃x1, x2 ∈ X , y1, y2 ∈ Y s.t.

q(x1, y1)− q(x2, y1) ̸= q(x1, y2)− q(x2, y2). (7)

To prove this we use [6, Example 6] to show that the
condition in (7) is a sufficient and necessary for a metric
to not be useless. See Appendix B for the proof.

Let RLM (W ) denote the LM rate achieved by random
constant composition coding for a given channel; that is,

RLM (W ) ≜ max
PX

min
PX′|Y :PX′=PX

Eq(X′,Y )≥Eq(X,Y )

I(X ′;Y ), (8)

The following condition for a metric to be useless for a
given channel, is derived directly from [6, lemma 1].

Lemma 1. For a given channel W from X to
Y , Cpre

q (W ) > 0 iff there exists PZ|Y from Y
to Y s.t RLM (PZ|X) > 0, where PZ|X(z|x) =∑

y∈Y PZ|Y (z|y)W (y|x).

Proof: Let X ,Y , q : X × Y → R and W from X
to Y be given. Assume that Cpre

q (W ) > 0, thus there
exists a (possibly stochastic) pre-processing function with
transition probabilities PZ|Y , s.t. Cq(PZ|X) > 0 where
PZ|X(z|x) =

∑
y∈Y PZ|Y (z|y)W (y|x), and according

to [6, lemma 1] for every channel W the mismatch
capacity satisfies Cq(W ) > 0 ⇐⇒ RLM (W ) > 0,
thus, RLM (PZ|X) > 0. Now, ∀PZ|Y , Cpre

q (W ) ≥
RLM (PZ|X), and therefore if Cpre

q (W ) = 0 then ∀PZ|Y :
RLM (PZ|X) = 0.

IV. ACHIEVABLE RATES AND ERROR EXPONENTS

This section discusses the use of a symbolwise pre-
processing function f for a DMC. We begin by presenting
an achievability bound for the rate and error exponent us-
ing constant-composition random coding. In Section IV-B
an improvement of the achievability bound is presented
using superposition coding.

A. Main Achievability Theorem

In this section a lower bound on Cpre
q (W ) is derived.

Denote

Rpre
LM,q(PX ,W ) ≜ max

PZ|Y
min

PX′|Z :PX′=PX

Eq(X′,Z)≥Eq(X,Z)

I(X ′;Z), (9)

where E(·) denotes expectation, the maximization is over
PZ|Y from Y to Y , and the minimization is over PX′|Z
from X to Y , satisfying the specified constraints, where
(X,Y, Z) ∼ PX×W×PZ|Y , i.e., X−Y −Z is a Markov
chain. The rate Rpre

LM,q(PX ,W ) can be viewed as a lower
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bound on the achievable rate using a codebook with fixed
composition PX . Further denote

Rpre
LM,q(W ) ≜ max

PX

Rpre
LM,q(PX ,W ), (10)

and let

Epre
LM,q(R,W ) ≜

max
PZ|Y ,PX

(
min

VX′Z :EV
X′Z [q(X

′,Z)]≥EVXZ
[q(X,Z)]

VX′=VX=PX[
D(VXZ∥PXZ) + |IV (X ′;Z)−R|+

])
, (11)

where, similar to (10), (X,Y, Z) ∼ PX × W × PZ|Y .
Here we use the shorthand notation for the function |t|+ =
max{0, t}. Our first result is the following.

Theorem 2. For a DMC W and metric q it holds that

Cpre
q (W ) ≥ Rpre

LM,q(W ), (12)

Epre
q (R,W ) ≥ Epre

LM,q(R,W ) (13)

Note that adding a pre-processing function effectively
creates a DMC from X to Z, and hence, the bounds (12)-
(13) can be obtained quite straightforwardly from previous
results (e.g. [2], [3], and [16, Theorem 2.3]) by substituting
the channel W with PZ|X and maximizing the obtained
expression with respect to PZ|Y .

Examining (12) and constraining the pre-processing
function PZ|Y to satisfy I(Y ;Z) ≤ B results in an
achievable rate:

max
PZ|Y ,PX

min
PX′|Z :PX′=PX

Eq(X′,Z)≥Eq(X,Z)
I(Y ;Z)≤B

I(X ′;Z). (14)

This achievable rate coincides with the achievability bound
presented in [18] . Note that symbolwise pre-processing is
an applicable scheme for the setup of [18] in the case of
high relay rate B. Therefore, symbolwise pre-processing
offers a memory and latency efficient solution compared
to a relay block function in this case.

B. Superposition Coding

The above mentioned argument following Theorem 2,
can also be used to show that superposition coding can
improve on Theorem 2 and provide a tighter achievable
bound on Cpre

q (W ). For example, using [8, Theorem 7]
we get that for a given pre-processing function PZ|Y , for
any finite set U and input distribution QUX , and for a set
of rates R0(PZ|Y ), {R1,u(PZ|Y )}

|U|
u=1, which depend on

the pre-processing function PZ|Y , the rate

R(PZ|Y ) = R0(PZ|Y ) +
∑
u∈U

QU (u)R1,u(PZ|Y ) (15)

is achievable provided that:

R1,u(PZ|Y ) ≤ Rpre
LM,q(QX|U=u, PZ|U=u) (16)

where PXZ|U=u(x, z|u) =
∑

y∈Y QX|U=u(x|u)·W (y|x)·
PZ|Y (z|y), PZ|X(z|x) =

∑
y∈Y W (y|x) · PZ|Y (z|y), and

R0(PZ|Y ) ≤ min
PU′X′Z′∈τ0(QUX×PZ|X)

I(U ′;Z ′)+

|max
K⊂U

∑
u∈K

QU (u)I(X
′;Z|U = u)−R1,u|+,

where τ0 is defined as

τ0(PUXZ) =

{
PU ′X′Z′ : PU ′X′ = PUX , P

′
Z = PZ ,

EPX′Z′ [log q(X,Z)] ≥ EPXZ
[log q(X,Z)]

}
. (17)

Note that, by maximizing over PZ|Y , one can show that
R = maxPZ|Y R(PZ|Y ) is achievable.

V. AN UPPER BOUND ON THE MISMATCH CAPACITY
WITH PRE-PROCESSING FUNCTION

In this section an upper bound on Cpre
q (W ) is presented.

We use the setup described in Section II, and the technique
for deriving an upper bound using a surely-degraded
broadcast channel WY Ỹ |X described in [10].

The derivation is similar to that of [10], in which each
of the original and the auxiliary receivers will use a sep-
arate decoder, with additive metrics q and ρ accordingly.
However, only the original receiver goes through a pre-
processing function f as can be seen in Figure 2.

Fig. 2. A broadcast channel with mismatched decoders q, ρ and a pre-
processing function

The input for the auxiliary decoder will be denoted as Ỹ
over alphabet Y . As in [10] we define:

Γ(q, ρ) = {PZỸ |X : ∀(x, z, ỹ) :
ρ(x, ỹ)− q(x, z) < τq,ρ(z, ỹ) => PZỸ |X(z, ỹ|x) = 0},

and τq,ρ(z, ỹ) = maxx′∈X [ρ(x′, ỹ) − q(x′, z)]. Let us
consider a multicast transmission of a single message
m over the broadcast channel with outputs Z, Ỹ and a
probability function PZỸ |X ∈ Γ(q, ρ) which satisfies

PZ|X(z|x) =
∑
y

PZ|Y (z|y)W (y|x) ≜WZ|X(z|x) (18)

It is easily verified, by definition of Γ(q, ρ), that if the q
decoder at the Z output successfully decodes the message,
then also does the ρ decoder at the Ỹ output. Therefore
(similar to [10, Theorem 1], when substituting the channel
W with PZ|X ) optimizing over the pre-processing function
f which may be random (and therefore denoted PZ|Y ) we
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obtain:

Cpre
q (W ) ≤ max

PZ|Y
min

PZỸ |X∈Γ(q,ρ):

PZ|X=WZ|X

Cρ(PỸ |X), (19)

where WZ|X is defined in (18) and depends on PZ|Y .
Since the bound holds for any additive ρ(x, ỹ), let
us choose ρ(x, ỹ) = logPỸ |X(ỹ|x) in which case
Cρ(PỸ |X) = C(PỸ |X). Consequently,

Cpre
q (W ) ≤ max

PZ|Y
min

PZỸ |X∈Γ(q,ρ):

PZ|X=WZ|X

C(PỸ |X). (20)

= max
PX ,PZ|Y

min
PZỸ |X∈Γ(q,ρ):

PZ|X=WZ|X

I(X; Ỹ ). (21)

Note that also sufficient conditions for the tightness of
the bound, and for a metric to be capacity-achieving can be
deduced from [10, Theorem 3, and Corollary 2]. Moreover,
the upper bounds from [12] and [13] can also be extended
to this setup with the adjustment of optimizing over PZ|Y
and substituting WY |X with WZ|X as defined in (18).

VI. AN OPTIMAL PRE-PROCESSING FUNCTION WHICH
MAXIMIZES THE LM RATE

This section shows that among the symbolwise
pre-processing functions there is a deterministic pre-
processing function that achieves maximal rate with ran-
dom coding. This can be advantageous as there are finitely
many deterministic pre-processing functions compared to
the simplex of stochastic pre-processing functions ren-
dering the optimization problem significantly simpler for
deterministic functions. For that purpose, let us define the
following:

Rpre
LM,q(W,PZ|Y ) ≜ max

PX

min
PX′|Z :PX′=PX

Eq(X′,Z)≥Eq(X,Z)

I(X ′;Z).

(22)

where, similar to (10), (X,Y, Z) ∼ PX ×W × PZ|Y .

Theorem 3. There exists a deterministic pre-processing
function f : Y → Y s.t.

f = argmax
PZ|Y

Rpre
LM,q(W,PZ|Y ). (23)

To prove the theorem we show that Rpre
LM,q(W,PZ|Y )

is convex in PZ|Y and thus, achieves its maximum on the
boundary of its support, therefore there exists a maximiz-
ing PZ|Y which is deterministic (see Appendix A).

VII. AN OPTIMAL CHANNEL FOR A GIVEN METRIC

Finding the optimal pre-processing function given a
channel and a decoding metric in the symbolwise case can
be viewed as a problem of finding the optimal channel
under certain constraints1, for a given decoder. This is
since, as mentioned above, the concatenation of a channel

1While we are free to choose PZ|Y , PZ|X must satisfy (18).

and pre-processing function can be viewed as a new
channel. In this section we analyze the unconstrained
counterpart of the optimization problem for a channel with
a given metric q when the input alphabet X is binary, and
the output alphabet Y is a given finite set.

Theorem 4. The optimal channel for given alphabets
X ,Y which satisfy |X | = 2 and |Y| <∞, is given by:

Wopt ={
W0 if q(0, y2) + q(1, y1) < q(0, y1) + q(1, y2)

W1 if q(0, y2) + q(1, y1) > q(0, y1) + q(1, y2)
. (24)

where:

W0(y|x) =

{
1 if (x, y) ∈ {(0, y1), (1, y2)}
0 o.w.

(25)

W1(y|x) =

{
1 if (x, y) ∈ {(0, y2), (1, y1)}
0 o.w.

. (26)

If q(0, y2) + q(1, y1) ̸= q(0, y1) + q(1, y2) then

Cq(Wopt) = C(Wopt) = 1. (27)

For the full proof see Appendix C.

VIII. A VECTORWISE PRE-PROCESSING FUNCTION

In this section we discuss the optimal pre-processing
function in the case where the output z is constructed by
the pre-processing function based on the entire channel
output vector of y. This assumption in real-life applica-
tions translates to allowing a big enough latency between
the input x and output z and a sufficiently large memory
in the pre-processing function module in order to store the
entire vector y.
An extended setting compared to the one discussed here
was studied in [18] for the relay channel, the study [18]
established a lower bound on the channel capacity for
a discrete or continuous Gaussian fading channel with
mismatched decoder and a relay unit and provided a
computationally efficient algorithm for calculating this
bound.
We denote by P vec

e (W, C, q, fn) the error probability
achieved by using a possibly stochastic pre-processing
vectorwise function fn from Yn to Yn, prior to the
decoder q, and denote the capacity for this setup as
Cpre,vec

q (W ).
We next define two important notions related to vectorwise
pre-processing.

Definition 6. We say that a separation principle exists
for vectorwise pre-processing in q-mismatched channel
coding, if there exists a sequence of vectorwise pre-
processing functions fn, n ≥ 1, each composed of a
decoder φn from Yn to {1, ...,Mn} followed by a (pos-
sibly stochastic) mapping gn from {1, ...,Mn} to Yn that
achieves Cpre,vec

q (W ). A pre-processing function which
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has this structure, will be referred to as a decode-and-
process function.

We next show that the separation principle holds for
every channel-metric pair (W, q). First we show us-
ing decode-and-process pre-processing functions one can
achieve the same mismatch capacity as that of using
general pre-processing functions, and subsequently we
show that choosing the pre-processing function to also be
deterministic is asymptotically optimal.

Lemma 2. Given codebook Cn and a vectorwise pre-
processing function f̃n s.t P vec

e (W, C, q, f̃n) ≤ ϵn, there
exists a decode-and-process pre-processing function fn for
which P vec

e (W, Cn, q, fn) ≤ 2ϵn.

Proof: Let Cn, q and f̃n from Yn to Yn be given,
such that P vec

e (W, Cn, q, f̃n) ≤ ϵn. We next introduce a
decode-and-process pre-processing function fn from Yn

to Yn, consisting of two parts. The first component is the
ML decoder for channel W , and the second is an encoder
g, which consists of the following parts: (A) the encoder
induced by Cn, the same codebook which is used by the
transmitter, (B) the DMC W , and (C) the given vectorwise
pre-processing function f̃n.
Denote by m, m̃, and m̂, the transmitted message, the
output of the ML decoder, and the output of the decoder
q, respectively. This setup is depicted in Figure 3.

Fig. 3. This figure illustrates the construction for lemma 1

By optimality of the ML decoder, we can deduce that for
the suggested scheme P (m̃ ̸= m) ≤ P vec

e (W, Cn, q, f̃n) ≤
ϵn. Since this choice of pre-processing function f̃n is
identical to the stochastic mapping from m̃ to m̂, we
get that P (m̂ ̸= m̃) ≤ P vec

e (W, Cn, q, f̃n) ≤ ϵn, and
consequently:

P (m̂ ̸= m) ≤ P (m̂ ̸= m̃) + P (m̃ ̸= m) ≤ 2ϵn. (28)

Overall we get that given a vectorwise pre-processing
function f̃n, we can use the suggested decode-and-process
function fn described above, s.t P vec

e (W, Cn, q, fn) ≤ 2ϵn.

A direct result from lemma 2 is that given a se-
quence of vectorwise pre-processing functions {f̃n}
for which limn→∞ P vec

e (W, Cn, q, f̃n) = 0 for a
given sequence of codebooks {Cn}, there is a se-
quence of decode-and-process pre-processing functions
{fn} that, for the same codebook sequence, satisfies
limn→∞ P vec

e (W, Cn, q, fn) = 0. Further, we show that
deterministic decode-and-process is at least as good as

decode-and-process with stochastic pre-processing.

Lemma 3. For any decode-and-process pre-processing
function f̃n there exists a deterministic decode-and-
process pre-processing function fn s.t P vec

e (W, C, q, fn) ≤
P vec
e (W, C, q, f̃n).

Proof: Consider the decision region Dm induced by
the codebook Cn = {xi} and metric q which corresponds
to message index m; i.e., the set of all y such that
q(xm,y) > q(xj ,y) ∀j ̸= m. Since the decision regions
{Dm} are known and disjoint by definition, an optimal
decode-and-process pre-processing function can be chosen
s.t, each codeword m̃ is mapped to a zn ∈ Yn which lies
in Dm̃, so that the decoded message m̂ always equals m̃
(assuming all decision regions are non-empty).

Combining the last two lemmas we get:

Theorem 5. For any W there exists a deterministic
decode-and-process pre-processing function fn : Yn →
Yn that achieves Cpre,vec

q (W ).

IX. CONCLUSION

The introduction of a pre-processing function makes it
possible to improve on the achievable rates by adapting
the channel output to better fit the mismatched decoder.
The pre-processing function could be either a vectorwise
function or a symblowise function, and in this paper each
of these cases is treated separately. For the vectorwise
function, we presented a separation principle and provided
a scheme for constructing a deterministic decode-and-
process pre-processing function that achieves the mis-
match capacity for a channel with pre-processing function.
For the scalar channel, two single-letter lower bounds for
Cpre

q (W ) were derived, the first bound employs a constant
composition random coding scheme, and the improved
bound is achieved by implementation of the superposition
coding technique. A condition for the existence of a
pre-processing function that achieves Cpre

q (W ) > 0 is
derived for specific cases as well as for the case of the
general DMC. Additionally, examples for cases where
such a function exists and cases where it does not exist
are provided. In the case of a symbolwise pre-processing
function, although the existence of a deterministic optimal
function is shown for several examples, a definitive answer
to whether for the general case there exists a deterministic
pre-processing function that achieves the mismatch capac-
ity, is not provided in this work.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Theorem 3

For convenience denote in short:

ψ(PZ|Y ) ≜ Rpre
LM,q(W,PZ|Y , PX) =

min
PX′Z′ :PX′=PX ,PZ′=PZ

E[q(X′,Z′)]≥EPXZ
[q(X,Z)]

I(X ′;Z ′). (29)
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We first show that ψ is convex in PZ|Y . Let α ∈ (0, 1)

be given and denote α = 1 − α. Further, let P (α)
Z|Y =

αP
(1)
Z|Y + ᾱP

(2)
Z|Y , and for γ ∈ {1, 2, α} denote

P
(γ)
ZX(z, x) = Σy∈YP

(γ)
Z|Y (z|y)WY |X(y|x)PX(x). (30)

Thus,

αψ(P
(1)
Z|Y )+ᾱψ(P

(2)
Z|Y ) =

α min
PX′Z′ :PX′=PX ,PZ′=P

(1)
Z

E[q(X′,Z)]≥E
P

(1)
ZX

[q(X,Z)]

I(X ′;Z ′)+

ᾱ min
PX′Z′ :PX′=PX ,PZ′=P

(2)
Z

E[q(X′,Z)]≥E
P

(2)
ZX

[q(X,Z)]

I(X ′;Z ′). (31)

We denote the corresponding minimizers by P
(1)
X′Z′ and

P
(2)
X′Z′ respectively, thus:

αψ(P
(1)
Z|Y ) + ᾱψ(P

(2)
Z|Y ) = αI(P

(1)
X′Z′) + ᾱI(P

(2)
X′Z′)

and since for fixed PU , I(PUV ) is convex in PV |U :

αψ(P
(1)
Z|Y ) + ᾱψ(P

(2)
Z|Y ) ≥ I(αP

(1)
X′Z′ + ᾱP

(2)
X′Z′). (32)

Thus, to show convexity of ψ we need to show that the
chosen P (α)

X′Z′ lies in the set

Dα =

{
PZ′X′ :

PX′=PX ,

PZ′=P
(α)
Z

E[q(X′,Z′)]≥E
P

(α)
ZX

[q(X,Z)]

}
, (33)

where P (α)
XZ = αP

(1)
XZ + ᾱP

(2)
XZ .

Since both P
(1)
X′Z′ , P

(2)
X′Z′ satisfy P

(1)
X′ = P

(2)
X′ = PX

we get PX′ = P
(α)
X′ = PX , and since P

(1)
X′Z′ , P

(2)
X′Z′

satisfy PZ′ = P
(1)
Z , PZ′ = P

(2)
Z respectively, we get that

PZ′ = P
(α)
Z , thus, the first two constraints are fulfilled, and

since E
P

(α)
ZX

[q(X,Z)] is linear in P (α)
Z|Y , the third constraint

is also fulfilled. Thus, since αP (1)
X′Z′ + ᾱP

(2)
X′Z′ ∈ Dα, and

αψ(P
(1)
Z|Y ) + ᾱψ(P

(2)
Z|Y ) ≥ ψ(αP

(1)
X′Z′ + ᾱP

(2)
X′Z′), we get

that Rpre
LM,q(W,PZ|Y ) is convex in PZ|Y and therefore,

achieves its maximum points on the boundary of its
domain of definition, therefore the PZ|Y that yields the
maximal Rpre

LM,q(W,PZ|Y ) is deterministic.

B. Proof of Theorem 1

Let X ,Y and q : X × Y → R be given. Assume also,
that there exist x1, x2 ∈ X and y1, y2 ∈ Y s.t q(x1, y1)−
q(x2, y1) ̸= q(x1, y2)− q(x2, y2). Denote:

κq(x1, y1, x2, y2) =

q(x1, y1) + q(x2, y2)− (q(x1, y2) + q(x2, y1)) (34)

and consider the channel:

W (i|j) =



1 if κq(x1, y1, x2, y2) > 0,

(i, j) ∈ {(y1, x2), (y2, x1)}
1 if κq(x1, y1, x2, y2) < 0,

(i, j) ∈ {(y1, x1), (y2, x2)}
0 if j ∈ {x1, x2}, i /∈ {y1, y2}
1

|Y|
if j /∈ {x1, x2}

. (35)

Note that using this channel exclusively for the trans-
mission of symbols x ∈ {x1, x2} effectively converts
it into a binary-input binary-output channel. In this sce-
nario, the input and output alphabets are {x1, x2} and
{y1, y2}, respectively. Recall the formula given in (5)-(6)
for the mismatch capacity in the binary channel case. Thus
Cq(W ) ≥ 1 for W =W .
It remains to show that if ∀x1, x2 ∈ X ,∀y1, y2 ∈ Y s.t.
q(x1, y1) − q(x2, y1) = q(x1, y2) − q(x2, y2), then the
metric q is useless.
Let x0,x1 ∈ X r be two vectors of length r, and denote by
x0(t),x1(t) the entries of x0,x1 at time t, respectively,
similarly y(t) will denote the entry of y at time t. Define:

Kγi = {t : xγ(t) = i} : γ ∈ {0, 1}, i ∈ X (36)

Note that, summing over all possible i ∈ X , we get∑
i∈X |K0i| =

∑
i∈X |K1i| = r.

For a given output vector y ∈ Yr, we obtain:

q(x0,y)− q(x1,y) =∑
y∈Y,i∈X ,t∈K0i

q(i, y)1{y(t) = y}

−
∑

y∈Y,j∈X ,t∈K1j

q(j, y)1{y(t) = y} = (37)

∑
y∈Y,i∈X ,j∈X ,
t∈K1j∩K0i,j ̸=i

(q(i, y)− q(j, y))1{y(t) = y}, (38)

where 1{} is the indicator function. From (7) we have
that for any x1, x2, y1, y2, we get q(x1, y1)− q(x2, y1) =
q(x1, y2)−q(x2, y2), and therefore ∀y ∈ Y the expression
q(x1, y) − q(x2, y) is independent of y. Let us denote
δq(x1, x2) ≜ q(x1, y1)− q(x2, y1), and this yields

q(x0,y)− q(x1,y) =∑
y∈Y,i∈X ,j∈X ,
t∈K1j∩K0i,j ̸=i

δq(i, j)1{y(t) = y} (39)

=
∑

i∈X ,j∈X
δq(i, j)|K0i ∩K1j | (40)

Thus, the decoder’s output does not depend on the output
vector yr and therefore does not allow passing of infor-
mation, and we get ∀W : Cq(W ) = 0 implying that it is
a useless metric.
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C. Proof of Theorem 4

Assume a binary input alphabet and an ℓ-ary output
alphabet |X | = 2, |Y| = ℓ and a decoder with a metric
q : X × Y → R. Let us find a channel W s.t Cq(W ) is
maximal.
Assume y1, y2 ∈ Y s.t q(0, y1) + q(1, y2) ̸= q(1, y1) +
q(0, y2), and denote

κ̃q(y1, y2) = q(0, y1) + q(1, y2)− (q(0, y2) + q(1, y1)).

Consider the following channel:

Wopt(i|j) =



1 if κ̃q(y1, y2) > 0, and
(i, j) ∈ {(y1, 1), (y2, 0)}

1 if κ̃q(y1, y2) < 0, and
(i, j) ∈ {(y1, 0), (y2, 1)}

0 o.w.

.

Note that the maximum capacity for a channel with binary
input is 1[bit/channel uses], and as seen in the proof of
Theorem 1, the mismatch capacity Cq(Wopt) equals 1.
Thus, choosing this channel gives:

1 = Cq(Wopt) ≤ max
W̃

Cq(W̃ ) ≤ max
W̃

C(W̃ ) = 1, (41)

making this the optimal channel for the given decoder.
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