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Signalling and Control in Nonlinear Stochastic Systems: An

Information State Approach with Applications

Charalambos D. Charalambous1 and Stelios Louka2

Abstract— We consider optimal signalling and control of
discrete-time nonlinear partially observable stochastic systems
in state space form. In the first part of the paper, we
characterize the operational control-coding capacity, CFB in
bits/second, by an information theoretic optimization problem
of encoding signals or messages into randomized controller-
encoder strategies, and reproducing the messages at the output
of the system using a decoder or estimator with arbitrary
small asymptotic error probability. Our analysis of CFB is
based on realizations of randomized strategies (controller-
encoders), in terms of information states of nonlinear filtering
theory, and either uniform or arbitrary distributed random
variables (RVs). In the second part of the paper, we analyze
the linear-quadratic Gaussian partially observable stochastic
system (LQG-POSS). We show that simultaneous signalling
and control leads to randomized strategies described by finite-
dimensional sufficient statistics, that involve two Kalman-filters,
and consist of control, estimation and signalling strategies.
We apply decentralized optimization techniques to prove a
separation principle, and to derive the optimal control part
of randomized strategies explicitly in terms of a control matrix
difference Riccati equation (DRE).

I. INTRODUCTION, MAIN RESULTS, LITERATURE

In this paper we analyze the problem of simultaneous sig-

nalling and control for partially observable discrete-time non-

linear stochastic control systems, with respect to an average

pay-off. Our protocol for simultaneous signalling and control

is a slight generalization of Shannon’s [1] operation defini-

tion for reliable communication of signals or messages over

noisy channels, subject to a total transmitter power constraint

of κ ∈ [0,∞) units of power, called coding rate and coding

capacity, in the theory of information transmission [2]–

[4]. By analogy to Shannon [1], we quantify an achievable

control-coding (CC) rate R in bits/second, by the number

of messages that can be encoded into randomized control

strategies (consisting of controller, encoder and estimation

strategies) subject to the average pay-off constraint, and

reproduced by the decoder or estimator at the output of

the stochastic control system, with arbitrary small asymp-

totic error probability. We call the maximum achievable

CC rate the control-coding capacity, CFB(κ) bits/second, of

the stochastic control system. Embedded in the operational

definition of an achievable CC rate is the dual role of

randomized control strategies,

(1) to control the state of the stochastic control system while

meeting the average pay-off constraint at each time instant

1C. D. Charalambous (Bambos) is with the Faculty of Department of
Electrical and Computer Engineering, University of Cyprus, Nicosia, Cyprus
chadcha@ucy.ac.cy

2S. Louka is a Ph.D. student with the Department of Electri-
cal and Computer Engineering, University of Cyprus, Nicosia, Cyprus
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and asymptotically, and

(2) to signal the messages encoded into the randomized

control strategies using the stochastic control system as a

communication channel, and to reproduce the messages at

the output of the decoder, with arbitrary small asymptotic

error probability.

Our first goal is to characterize CFB(κ) as function of

κ ∈ [0,∞), by an information theoretic optimization problem

over randomized strategies subject to the average pay-off

constraint, using nonlinear filtering theory and sufficient

statistics. The analysis of CFB(κ) includes as degenerate

cases, many problems of classical stochastic optimal control

theory. In particular, for signalling to occur it is necessary

that CFB(κ)∈ (0,∞) for κ ∈ (κmin,∞), where κmin is precisely

the minimum asymptotic average pay-off over deterministic

control strategies (i.e., nonrandomized) of the partially ob-

servable nonlinear stochastic system [5] [6]–[8].

Our second goal is to characterize CFB(κ) for partially

observable stochastic Linear-Quadratic-Gaussian (LQG) con-

trol systems. The analysis of of CFB(κ) includes as de-

generate cases, many noisy communication channels with

memory, often used in communication applications, such

as, channels with Gaussian noise represented by state space

models [9]–[15], molecular communication channels [16],

[17], communication channels with finite states known to

the encoder and/or the decoder [2], [18], [18]–[22], etc.

In the rest of this section, we present the problem formula-

tion, a brief summary of our main results, followed by their

relations to past literature.

A. Problem Formulations and Main Results

1) Nonlinear Partially Observable Stochastic System (N-

POSS): We consider a N-POSS with inputs An △
=

{A1, . . . ,An}, At : Ω→A, outputs Y n △= {Y1, . . . ,Yn}, Yt : Ω→

Y, and states Xn △= {X1, . . . ,Xn}, Xt : Ω→X, with conditional

distributions, ∀t ∈ Zn
+
△
= {1,2, . . . ,n}:

P
{

Xt+1 ∈ dxt+1

∣∣Yt ,Xt ,At

}
= PXt+1|Yt ,Xt ,At

= St+1(dxt+1|Yt ,Xt ,At), (I.1)

P
{

Yt ∈ dyt

∣∣Xt ,At

}
= PYt |Xt ,At

= Qt(dyt |Xt ,At). (I.2)

These distributions are induced by the nonlinear recursive

equations subject to an average cost constraint:

Xt+1 = ft(Xt ,At ,Wt), X1 = x1, ∀t ∈ Z
n−1
+ , (I.3)

Yt = ht(Xt ,At ,Wt), ∀t ∈ Z
n
+, (I.4)

1

n
E
{

cn(A
n,Xn)

}
≤ κ ∈ [0,∞), (I.5)
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PX1,Wn = PX1
×

n

∏
t=1

PWt (W n indep. and inde. of X1). (I.6)

Here, W n △= {W1, . . . ,Wn}, Wt : Ω→W is the noise process,

and ft (·),ht(·),cn(·),∀t are measurable functions. The cost

function cn(·) depends on (An,Xn) to reflect the cost of

controlling (Xn,Y n) via An. Throughout the paper, unless oth-

erwise stated, (A,Y,X,W), are abstract Borel spaces, which

include finite-alphabet spaces, finite-dimensional Euclidean

spaces, etc. The N-POSS may correspond to stable/unstable

control or communication channels with state Xn [6].

Operational Signalling and Control Protocol. Given

the N-POSS, we consider a code denoted by

{(n,M (n),εn,κ)|n = 1, . . .}, as follows.

(a) Uniformly distr. messages M : Ω → M (n) △
=

{1,2, . . . ,M(n)}.

(b) Controller-Encoder strategies gn(·)
△
= (g1(·), . . . ,gn(·))

mapping messages M, and feedback information into

inputs1, A1 = g1(M),A2 = g2(M,g1(M),Y1),A3 =
g3(M,g1(M),g2(M,g1(M),Y1),Y

2), . . ., of block length

n, defined by2

En(κ),
{

gt : M
(n)×A

t−1×Y
t−1→ At , A1 = g1(M),

A2 = g2(M,g1(M),Y1), . . . ,An = gn(M,gn−1(M,Y n−2),Y n−1)
∣∣∣

condition (C1)) holds,
1

n
Eg

{
cn(A

n,Xn)
}
≤ κ

}
, (I.7)

(C1) PAt |At−1,Y t−1,W t ,X t = PAt |At−1,Y t−1 , ∀t ∈ Z
n
+. (I.8)

Conditional independence (C1) is equivalent to the Markov

chain (MC), (W t ,X t) ↔ (At−1,Y t−1) ↔ At ,∀t ∈ Z
n
+. We

assume (X1,W
n) is independent of the messages M. The

information to the controller-encoder strategies is I
g

t

△
=

{M,At−1,Y t−1},At = gt(I
g

t ),∀t ∈ Zn
+.

(c) Decoder function, yn 7−→ dn(y
n) ∈M (n), with average

error probability P
(n)
e = 1

M(n) ∑M(n)

i=1 P
{

dn(Y
n) 6= i|M = i

}
=

εn ∈ [0,1].
A rate R is called an achievable CC rate, if there ex-

ists a controller-encoder and a decoder sequence satisfy-

ing limn−→∞ εn = 0 and liminfn−→∞
1
n

logM(n) ≥ R. The

operational definition of the CC capacity is CFB(κ) ,

sup{R
∣∣R is achievable}.

Main Results of N-POSS. Our main results include the

following.

1.1) Analysis of the sequential information theoretic char-

acterization of CFB under Dobrushin’s information stability

[23] defined by (see [15])

CFB(κ)
△
= lim

n−→∞

1

n
Cn,FB(κ), (I.9)

CFB,n(κ) = sup

Pn
△
={Pt(dat |at−1,yt−1)}n

t=1,
1
n EP{cn(An,Xn)}≤κ

I(An→ Y n),

(I.10)

1(At = A
g
t ,Yt = Y g,Xt = X

g
t ) since these are generated from g(·).

2The superscript on expectation operator Eg indicates that the corre-
sponding distribution P = Pg depends the encoding strategy g.

IP(An→ Y n)
△
=

n

∑
t=1

IP(At ;Yt |Y
t−1), (I.11)

IP(At ;Yt |Y
t−1) = HP(Yt |Y

t−1)−HP(Yt |Y
t−1,At) (I.12)

where HP(·|·) denotes conditional (differential) entropy [3].

Cost-Rate Optimization Problem. A dual optimization prob-

lem to CFB,n(κ) is the cost-rate optimization problem defined

by

κn(C), inf
Pn,such that 1

n I(An→Y n)≥C

EP
{

cn(A
n,Xn)

}
(I.13)

where C ∈ [0,∞]. By [15], κn(C) is a convex non-decreasing

function in C ∈ (0,∞). Next, we relate κn(C) to classical

stochastic optimal control.

Relation to Classical Stochastic Optimal Control Problems.

Let E D
n denote the restriction of randomized strategies

Pn to the set of deterministic strategies E D
n ,

{
a j =

e j(a
j−1,y j−1)| j = 1, . . . ,n

}
. Define the two stochastic op-

timal control problems with randomized and deterministic

strategies, respectively, by

JSC
n (P∗)

△
= inf

Pn

EP
{

cn(A
n,Xn)

}
, JSC

n (e∗)
△
= inf

E D
n

Ee
{

cn(A
n,Xn)

}
.

Using the fact that deterministic strategies in JSC
n (e∗) (when

they exists) achieve the performance of randomized strategies

in JSC
n (P∗) (see [24]), we also have (by I(An→ Y n)≥ 0),

1

n
κn(C)≥

1

n
κn(C)

∣∣
C=0

=
1

n
JSC

n (P∗) =
1

n
JSC

n (e∗) = κn,min.

Consequently, κn,min ∈ [0,∞) is the minimum cost required

to control the N-POSS with zero signalling rate. The cost of

information signalling at a rate C ∈ (0,∞) is κ(C)−κ(0)
△
=

limn−→∞
1
n
κn(C)− limn−→∞

1
n
κn(0) provided the supremums

and limits exist and they are finite. For a non-zero CC rate,

CFB(κ)
△
= limn−→∞

1
n
CFB,n(κ) ∈ (0,∞), it is necessary that

κ exceeds the critical value κmin
△
= κ(0). Hence, κmin =

limn−→∞
1
n
JSC

n (e∗) is precisely the asymptotic minimum cost

of the classical stochastic optimal control with partial obser-

vations (i.e., corresponding to zero information signalling).

Our analysis is based on generalizations of the concepts of

the ”information state” and ”sufficient statistic” often used

in stochastic optimal control theory with deterministic or

nonrandomized strategies [5], [25]–[27]. In particular, for

the analysis of CFB,n(κ) (and hence CFB(κ)) we show the

following main results.

1.2) Theorem II.2. A sufficient statistic for the input distri-

bution is (i) the information state defined by the a posteriori

conditional distribution ξt(A
t−1,Y t−1)

△
= PXt |At−1,Y t−1 ,∀t ∈

Z
n
+, and (ii) independent uniformly distributed RVs Un △=

{U1, . . . ,Un},Ut : Ω→ U
△
= [0,1], with distribution PUi

, in

the sense that, there exists functions µu
t (·) such that

At = µu
t (ξt(A

t−1,Y t−1),Ut), ∀t ∈ Z
n
+, (I.14)

Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1) = PUt

(
ut ∈ U

∣∣µu
t (ξt(a

t−1,yt−1),ut) ∈ dat

)
.



We also show that strategies (I.14) can be replaced by another

function µ z(·,Zt ), with Un replaced by arbitrary independent

RVs Zn,Zt : Ω→ Z with distribution PZi
.

1.3) Theorem II.3. Equivalent expressions of CFB,n(κ) us-

ing µu(·) and µ z(·), with IP(An → yn) = Iµu
(Un → Y n) =

Iµz
(Zn→ Y n).

2) Linear-Quadratic-Gaussian Decision Model (LQG-

POSS): We analyze (the multiple-input multiple output

(MIMO)) LQG-POSS with At : Ω → Rna , Xt : Ω → Rnx ,

Yt : Ω→ Rny , correlated noise Vt : Ω→ Rny , (na,ny,nv,nx)
positive integers, defined by

Yt = DtAt +Vt , Vt =CtXt +NtWt , ∀t ∈ Z
n
+, (I.15)

Xt+1 = FtXt +BtAt +GtWt , ∀t ∈ Z
n−1
+ , (I.16)

X1 ∈ G(µX1
,KX1

), KX1
� 0 (pos. semi-definite), (I.17)

Wt ∈ G(0,KWt ), KWt � 0, NtKWt N
T
t ≻ 0, ∀t ∈ Z

n
+ (I.18)

1

n
E
{

cn(A
n,Xn)

}
≤ κ , cn(a

n,xn)
△
=

n

∑
t=1

γi(at ,xt), (I.19)

γt(at ,xt)
△
= 〈at ,Rtat〉+ 〈xt ,Qtxt〉, Qt � 0, Rt ≻ 0, ∀t (I.20)

where X ∈ G(µX ,KX ) means the RV X is Gaussian with

distribution PX , having mean µX and covariance KX , and

〈·, ·〉 denotes inner product. We show the following main

results.

2.1) Lemma III.1, Lemma III.2. CFB,n(κ) is a maximum

entropy problem, because PXt |At−1,Y t−1 has conditional co-

variance Σt , independent of (At−1,Y t−1), satisfying a filtering

matrix DRE (see (III.41)) and implies,

H(Yt |Y
t−1,At) = H(It), It

△
= Yt −E

{
Yt |Y

t−1,At
}
, ∀t ∈ Z

n
+,

H(It) =
1

2
log

(
(2πe)ny det

(
CtΣtC

T
t +NtKWt N

T
t

))
. (I.21)

2.2) Theorem III.1. An equivalent characterization of

CFB,n(κ) corresponding to the optimal strategy of An is

realized by

At = Γ1
t X̂t +U(Y t−1)+Zt , U(Y t−1) = Γ2

t
̂̂X t , ∀t ∈ Z

n
+,

(I.22)

X̂t
△
= E

{
Xt

∣∣Y t−1,At−1
}
, ̂̂X t

△
= E

{
X̂t

∣∣Y t−1
}
, Zt ∈ G(0,KZt )

where Zn is an independent Gaussian process, independent

of (X̂n, ̂̂X
n

). The above means, for each t, µ z
t (·) depends

on the finite-dimensional sufficient statistic
(
X̂t ,

̂̂X t ,Zt

)
.

Moreover, CFB,n(κ) is expressed, as a functional of two

matrix DREs of filtering theory of Gaussian systems, Σt

and Kt
△
= E

{(
X̂t −

̂̂X t

)(
X̂t −

̂̂X t

)T ∣∣Y t−1
}

, which is also

independent of Y t−1.

2.3) Theorem III.1. A decentralized separation principle

holds as follows:

(i) The optimal strategy U(·) is explicitly determined from

the solution of a stochastic LQG optimal control problem of

minimizing the average cost [6], and involves the solution

of a control matrix DRE Pt � 0, evolving backward in time.

(ii) The optimal strategy (Γ1,KZ) is determined by

maximizing the differential entropy of H(Y n) subject to the

average constraint with optimal U(·) obtained in (i).

Finally, we discuss the limit convergence, CFB
△
=

limn−→∞
1
n
CFB,n, using the convergence properties of

matrix DRE to analogous matrix algebraic Riccati equations

(AREs), as in [28, Section III].

B. Relations to Past Literature

CFB(κ) of channels with memory is often characterized by

directed information from the input of the channel An to the

output of the channel Y n, i.e., I(An → Y n) optimized over

channel inputs with feedback, Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1),∀t ∈ Zn

+

subject to cost constraints [29], [30]. Cover and Pombra [4,

Theorem 1] characterized CFB(κ) of additive Gaussian noise

(AGN) channels, Yt = Xt +Vt ,∀t ∈ Zn
+,

1
n
E{∑n

t=1(At)
2} ≤ κ ,

with nonstationary and nonergodic jointly Gaussian noise V n.

CFB(κ) of Cover and Pombra AGN channel is characterized

in [12], [14], [31], [31] for the degenerate case when the

noise is asymptotically stationary, with state space realiza-

tion of V n. Vt = CtXt +Wt , Xt+1 = FtXt +Wt ,∀t, such that

Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1) = Pt(dat |x

t ,yt−1), i.e., the encoder distri-

bution at each time t, knows the state of the channel X t (see

the hidden assumptions in [13, Theorem 6.1, Lemma 6.1] and

[14]). These assumptions are explicit in the analysis in [12].

When the state Xn is not known to the encoder, a sequential

version of the Cover and Pombra CFB(κ) is first derived in

[28, Theorem II.3] and is different from [13, Theorem 6.1,

Lemma 6.1] and [12], [14]. The method of [28] is used in

[32] to derive CFB(κ) for MIMO channels. For finite-state

channels with memory [20], [22], treated CFB(κ), when the

state of the channel is known to the encoder.

The N-POSS (I.3)-(I.6) includes the models of the above

references. More importantly, the code does not assume

knowledge of the state Xn at the encoder, and Xn is affected

by An−1. This generality requires additional concepts to

characterize CFB(κ). However, in Remark III.1, we show

that from CFB,n(κ) of the LQG-POSS, we recover CFB,n(κ)
of [28], [32] and [12], [14], [31], [31] as special cases.

II. CHARACTERIZATION OF CFB,n VIA INFORMATION

STATE

First, we introduce the characterization of CFB,n(κ) of the

N-POSS.

Theorem II.1. (CFB,n with randomized strategies)

Consider the N-POSS, the code {(n,M (n),εn,κ)|n =
1,2, . . .}, and assume the conditions of the converse/direct

coding theorems in [15] hold. Define the randomized strate-

gies Pn(κ) by

Pn(κ)
△
=
{

PAt |At−1,Y t−1 = Pt(dat

∣∣at−1,yt−1),∀t ∈ Z
n
+

∣∣∣

(C1) holds and
1

n
EP

(
cn(X

n,An)
)
≤ κ

}
⊆ En(κ)

where (C1) follows from the definition of the feedback code.

The directed information from An to Y n is defined by

IP(An→ Y n)
△
= EP

{ n

∑
t=1

log
(PP

Yt |Y t−1,At

PP
Yt |Y t−1

)}
(II.23)



where PP
Yt |Y t−1,At and PP

Yt |Y t−1 , for ∀t ∈ Zn
+ are given by

PP
Yt |Y t−1,At =

∫

X

Qt(dyt |xt ,at)P
P
t (dxt |y

t−1,at−1), (II.24)

PP
Yt |Y t−1 =

∫

At×Xt
Qt(dyt

∣∣xt ,at)Pt(dat |y
t−1,at−1)

PP
t (dxt

∣∣at−1,yt−1)PP
t (dat−1|yt−1). (II.25)

The CC capacity is given by CFB(κ)
△
= limn−→∞

1
n
CFB,n(κ),

where CFB,n(κ)
△
= supPn(κ) IP(An→ Y n).

Proof. The derivation is based on of the proof of the con-

verse/direct coding theorems in [15], hence we omit it.

In CFB,n(κ), the fundamental element that determines the

properties of the maximizing elements {Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1)|t ∈

Zn
+} is the a posteriori distribution {PP

t (dxt |a
t−1,yt−1)|t ∈

Zn
+}, and its relation to an informations state, as defined in

Appendix VI-A.

A. Information States and Sufficient Statistics

Now we prepare to show the statements of Section I-A.

Lemma II.1. (Consistent family of randomized strategies)

(a) For any element of Pn(κ) there exist independent

uniformly distributed RVs Un, Ut : Ω→ Ut = [0,1],∀t ∈ Zn
+,

and measurable functions µu
t (·) of {at−1,yt−1,ut}, such that

at = µu
t (a

t−1,yt−1,ut), ∀t ∈ Z
n
+, (II.26)

Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1) = PUt

(
ut ∈ [0,1]

∣∣µu
t (a

t−1,yt−1,ut) ∈ dat

)
,

(C2). Un independent RVs, Ut independent of (W t ,X1),

PAt |At−1,Y t−1,W t ,X t = Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1),∀t ∈ Zn

+.

Moreover, δ u
t

△
= (at−1,yt−1,ut) is a sufficient statistic for

Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1).

(b) Similarly to (a) there exist arbitrary independent RVs Zn,

Zt : Ω→ Zt ,∀t ∈ Zn
+, and meas. functions µ z

i (·) such that

at = µ z
t (a

t−1,yt−1,zt), ∀t ∈ Z
n
+, (II.27)

Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1) = PZt

(
zt ∈ Zt

∣∣µ z
t (a

t−1,yt−1,zt) ∈ dat

)

(C3). Zn independent RVs, Zt independent of (W t ,X1),

PAt |At−1,Y t−1,W t ,X t = Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1),∀t ∈ Zn

+.

Moreover, δ z
t

△
= (at−1,yt−1,zt ) is a sufficient statistic for

Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1).

Proof. (a) The existence of µu
t with the stated properties

is an application of [24, Lemma 1.2], as described in [33,

Section III]; (C2) is inherited from condition (C1), and δ u
t

is due to the definition of Definition VI.1.(b). (b) Follows

from properties of quantile representation of distributions

[33, Section III].

Next, we verify PP
t (dxt |a

t−1,yt−1) is an information state

using strategies µu
t (·),µ

z
t (·), ∀t ∈ Zn

+ of Lemma II.1.

Theorem II.2. (Information state and separated strategies)

Consider the N-POSS and Cn,FB(κ) of Theorem II.1.

(a) The a posteriori distribution PP
t+1(dxt+1|a

t ,yt) satisfies

the recursion3, ∀t ∈ Z
n
+:

PP
t+1(dxt+1

∣∣at ,yt) (II.28)

=
Tt+1(yi,at ,P

P
t (·

∣∣at−1,yt−1))(dxt+1)∫
X

Tt+1(yt ,at ,PP
t (·

∣∣at−1,yt−1))(dxt+1)
, PP

1 (dx1

∣∣y0) = PX1

Tt+1(yt ,at ,P
P
t (·

∣∣at−1,yt−1))(dxt+1)
△
=

∫

X

St+1(dxt+1

∣∣yt ,xt ,at)

⊗Qt(dyt

∣∣xt ,at)⊗PP
t (dxt

∣∣at−1,yt−1). (II.29)

and {PP
t+1(dxt+1|a

t ,yt)
∣∣t ∈ Zn

+} is an information state.

(b) ∀t ∈ Zn
+, distr. Pt(dat |a

t−1,yt−1) in the definition of

distr. PP
Yt |Y t−1 , i.e., (II.25), are induced by µu(·) or µ z(·) of

Lemma II.1.(a), (b).

(c) CFB,n(κ) is re-formulated using separated strate-

gies, at = µu
t (ξt(a

t−1,yt−1),ut) or at = µ z
t (ξt(a

t−1,yt−1),zt ),

ξt(a
t−1,yt−1)

△
= PP

t (dxt |a
t−1,yt−1) as follows.

CFB,n(κ) (II.30)

= sup

{µu
t (ξt(at−1,yt−1),ut )}

n
t=1,

1
n Eµu

(
cn(An,Xn)

)
≤κ

n

∑
t=1

Iµu

(At ;Yt |Y
t−1)

= sup

{µz
t (ξt (at−1,yt−1),zt)}

n
t=1,

1
n Eµz

(
cn(An,Xn)

)
≤κ

n

∑
t=1

Iµz

(At ;Yt |Y
t−1).

Proof. (a) By the existence of probability

densities, PP
t+1(dxt+1

∣∣at ,yt) = pP
t+1(xt+1

∣∣at ,yt)dxt+1,

pP
t+1(xt+1

∣∣at ,yt) =
pP

t+1(xt+1,a
t ,yt )

pP
t (a

t ,yt)
. Then pP

t+1(xt+1,a
t ,yt) =

∫
Xt

pP
t+1(xt+1,xt ,a

t ,yt). Using the N-POSS distributions and

condition (C1) we obtain the recursion. By Definition VI.1

the a posteriori distribution is an information state. (b)

Follows from Lemma II.1. (c) Follows from (a), (b).

Next, we restrict µu(·),µ z(·) to be information loss-

less to show IP(An → Y n) = ∑n
t=1 Iµu

(U t ;Yt |Y
t−1) =

∑n
t=1 Iµz

(Zt ;Yt |Y
t−1).

Theorem II.3. (Equivalent characterizations of CFB,n(κ))
Consider the N-POSS and CFB,n(κ) of Theorem II.1. Define

the set of information lossless strategies,

P
IL,µu

n (κ)
△
=
{

at = µu
t (a

t−1,yt−1,ut),∀t ∈ Z
n
+

∣∣the maps

µu
t (a

t−1,yt−1, ·) : Ut → at ,∀Z
n
+ are bijections, with meas.

inverses, (C2) holds, Eµu

{cn(A
n,Xn)} ≤ κn

}
. (II.31)

Similarly, define P
IL,µz

n (κ) with (ut ,Ut) replaced by (zt ,Zt).
Then

CFB,n(κ) = sup

P
IL,µu

n (κ)

n

∑
t=1

I(U t ;Yt |Y
t−1) (II.32)

= sup

{PZt }
n
t=1,P

IL,µz

n (κ)

n

∑
t=1

I(Zt ;Yt |Y
t−1). (II.33)

3All distributions are assumed to have probability densities i.e.,
PP

t+1(dxt+1|a
t ,yt ) = pP

t+1(xt+1|a
t ,yt )dxt+1 .



Moreover, in (II.32) and (II.33) P
IL,µu

n (κ) and P
IL,µz

n (κ)
can be replaced by separated strategies (see Definition VI.1).

Proof. (II.32), (II.33) follow from the bijection property of

the information lossless strategies and Theorem II.2.

In Section III we use information states, sufficient statistics,

and separated strategies to characterize CFB,n(κ) of the LQG-

POSS.

III. CHARACTERIZATION OF FEEDBACK CAPACITY OF

LQG-POSS VIA INFORMATION STATE

We characterize CFB,n(κ) of the LQG-POSS (I.15)-(I.20) in

several steps, using Section II, and a generalization of the

sufficient statistic approach in [28], [32].

Step #1. Gaussian (An,Xn,Y n) are optimal. We show the

statement of Section I-A.2, under 2.1).

Lemma III.1. (Calculation of HP(Yt |Y
t−1,At))

Consider the LQG-DM (I.15)-(I.20). Define ∀t ∈ Zn
+,

Ît
△
= Yt −E

{
Yt

∣∣Y t−1,At
}
, innovations wrt Y t−1,At (III.34)

µYt |Y t−1,At

△
= E

{
Yt

∣∣Y t−1,At
}
, KYt |Y t−1,At

△
= cov

(
Yt ,Yt

∣∣Y t−1,At
)
,

X̂t
△
= E

{
Xt

∣∣At−1,Y t−1
}
, Σt

△
= cov

(
Xt ,Xt

∣∣At−1,Y t−1
)
.

(a) The solution of the recursion of Theorem II.2.(a) is

conditionally Gaussian given by

PP
t (dxt |A

t−1,Y t−1) ∈ G(X̂t ;Σt), ∀t ∈ Z
n
+ (III.35)

where X̂t is linear in (An−1,Y t−1), Σt = E
{
(Xt − X̂t)(Xt −

X̂t)
T
}

is independent of (At−1,Y t−1), and satisfy recursions:

(i) X̂t satisfies the generalized Kalman-filter recursion,

X̂t+1 = Ft X̂t +BtAt +Mt(Σt)Ît , X̂1 = µX1
, ∀t ∈ Z

n−1
+ ,

(III.36)

Mt(Σt)
△
=
(

FtΣtC
T
t +GtKWt N

T
t

)(
NtKWt N

T
t +CtΣtC

T
t

)−1

,

Ît = Yt −Ct X̂t −DtAt =Ct

(
Xt − X̂t

)
+NtWt , (III.37)

Ît ∈G(0,KÎt
) orth. process indep. of Y t−1,At , (III.38)

KÎt

△
= cov(Ît , Ît) =CtΣtC

T
t +NtKWt N

T
t = KYt |Y t−1,At , (III.39)

µYt |Y t−1,At =Ct X̂t +DtAt . (III.40)

(ii) Σt satisfies the matrix DRE,

Σt+1 = FtΣtF
T

t +GtKWt G
T
t −

(
FtΣtC

T
t +GtKWt N

T
t

)

.
(

Nt KWt N
T
t +CtΣtC

T
t

)−1(
FtΣtC

T
t +GtKWt N

T
t

)T

,

Σt � 0, ∀t ∈ Z
n
+, Σ1 = KX1

� 0. (III.41)

(b) The conditional entropy HP(Yt |Y
t−1,At) is given by

HP(Yt |Y
t−1,At) = H(Ît), ∀t ∈ Z

n
+ (III.42)

=
1

2
log

(
(2πe)ny det

(
CtΣtC

T
t +NtKWt N

T
t

))
. (III.43)

Proof. All statements follow by verifying that

PP
t (dxt |A

t−1,Y t−1) = 1

(2π)nx/2(det(Σt))1/2 exp
(
− 1

2
(xt −

X̂t)Σ
−1
t (xt − X̂t)

T
)
,∀t ∈ Zn

+ satisfies recursion (II.28).

Lemma III.2. (Optimality of Gaussian inputs)

Consider the LQG-POSS (I.15)-(I.20). The optimal P(·|·) ∈
Pn(κ) which maximizes I(An → Y n) is induced by the

realization of jointly Gaussian An, given by

At = µ z
t (Y

t−1,At−1,Zt) = µ0
t (A

t−1,Y t−1)+Zt , (III.44)

µ0
t (A

t−1,Y t−1) is linear in the RVs (At−1,Y t−1), (III.45)

Zt ∈ G(0,KZt ), KZt � 0,∀t ∈ Z
n
+ indep. proc. (III.46)

Zi indep. of (X t ,W t ,At−1,Y t−1), ∀t ∈ Z
n
+. (III.47)

Proof. Follows from Lemma III.1.(b), by the maxi-

mum entropy principle, because I(An → Y n) = H(Y n)−

∑n
t=1 H(Ît), and the average cost constraint is quadratic. By

Lemma II.1.(b), one realization of An is (III.44)-(III.47).

Step #2. Equivalent Characterization of CFB,n(κ) via In-

formation State and Sufficient Statistics. First, we invoke

Lemma III.1, to identify a sufficient statistic for Pn(κ).

Lemma III.3. Preliminary char. of CFB,n(κ) for LQG-POSSs

Consider the LQG-POSS (I.15)-(I.20). Then

Yt =Ct X̂t +DtAt + Ît , t = 1, . . . ,n, (III.48)

Pt(dyt |y
t−1,at) = Pt(dyt |at , x̂t), (III.49)

Pt(dyt |y
t−1) =

∫
Pt(dy|at , x̂t)Pt(dat |x̂t ,y

t−1)

.Pt(dx̂t |y
t−1), (III.50)

Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1) = Pt(dat |x̂t ,y

t−1) (III.51)

At = Γ1
t X̂t +Ut(Y

t−1)+Zt , Ut(Y
t−1)

△
= Γ2

t Y t−1, (III.52)

Zt ∈G(0,KZt ) indep. of (X t , X̂ t , Ît ,At−1,Y t−1). (III.53)

where (Γ1
t ,Γ

2
t ) are nonrandom. An equivalent CFB,n(κ) is

CFB,n(κ) = sup
PX̂

n (κ)

n

∑
t=1

I(At , X̂t ;Yt |Y
t−1), (III.54)

P
X̂
n (κ)

△
=
{
{Pt(dat |x̂t ,y

t−1)}n
t=1

∣∣∣1

n
E
( n

∑
t=1

γ̂t(At , X̂t)
)
≤ κ

}

γ̂t(At , X̂t)
△
= 〈At ,RtAt〉+ 〈X̂t ,Qt X̂t〉+ trace

(
QtΣt

)
. (III.55)

Proof. See Section VI-B.

Step #3. Complete Characterization of CFB,n(κ). Now,

we show the statements of Section I-A.2, under 2.2). We

use Lemma III.3 to find another equivalent Y n to compute

PYt |Y t−1 , which is required in the optimization of H(Y n).

Theorem III.1. Complete char. of CFB,n(κ) for LQG-POSSs

Consider the LQG-POSS (I.15)-(I.20). Define

It
△
=Yt −E

{
Yt

∣∣Y t−1
}
, Y t generated by (III.48), (III.56)

̂̂X t
△
=E

{
X̂t

∣∣∣Y t−1
}
, ∀t ∈ Z

n
+,

̂̂X1
△
= µX1

, K1
△
= 0,

Kt
△
=cov

(
X̂t , X̂t

∣∣∣Y t−1
)
= E

{(
X̂t −

̂̂Xt

)(
X̂t −

̂̂X t

)T ∣∣Y t−1
}
.



(a) An equivalent representation of (An,Y n) is

Yt =
(
Ct +DtΓ

1
t

)̂̂X t +DtUt(Y
t−1)+ It , ∀t ∈ Z

n
+, (III.57)

At = Γ1
t X̂t +Ut(Y

t−1)+Zt , Ut(Y
t−1)

△
= Γ2

t Y t−1, (III.58)

Zt ∈G(0,KZt ) ind. of (X t , X̂ t , ̂̂X t , Î
t ,At−1,Y t−1) (III.59)

where ̂̂X t and Kt are given under (i) and (ii) below.

(i) ̂̂X t satisfies the Kalman-filter recursion,

̂̂X t+1 = Ft(Γ
1
t )
̂̂X t +BtUt

+FCL
t (Σt ,Kt ,Γ

1
t )It ,

̂̂X1 = µX1
, ∀t ∈ Z

n−1
+ , (III.60)

Ft(Γ
1
t )
△
= Ft +BtΓ

1
t , Ct(Γ

1
t )
△
=Ct +DtΓ

1
t , (III.61)

FCL
t (Σt ,Kt ,Γ

1
t )
△
=
(

Ft(Γ
1
t )Kt

(
Ct(Γ

1
t )
)T

+BtKZt D
T (III.62)

+Mt(Σt)KÎt

){
KÎt

+DtKZt D
T
t +

(
Ct(Γ

1
t )
)
Kt

(
Ct(Γ

1
t )
)T}−1

,

It = Yt −Ct
̂̂X t −DtΓ

1
t
̂̂X t −DtU(Y t−1)

=Ct(Γ
1
t )
(

X̂t −
̂̂Xt

)
+ Ît +DtZt , ∀t ∈ Z

n
+, (III.63)

It ∈ G(0;KIt ), ∀t ∈ Z
n
+ orthogonal innovations proc.

KIt = KYt |Y t−1

△
= cov

(
It , It

)
=
(

Ct(Γ
1
t )
)

Kt

(
Ct(Γ

1
t )
)T

+KÎt
+DtKZt D

T
t , KÎt

given by (III.39). (III.64)

(ii) Kt = E
{

Êt Ê
T
t

}
, Êt = X̂t −

̂̂Xt satisfies the matrix DRE

Kt+1 = Ft(Γ
1
t )Kt

(
Ft(Γ

1
t

)T
+Mt(Σt)KÎt

(
Mt(Σt)

)T
+BtKZt B

T
t

−
(

Ft(Γ
1
t )Kt

(
Ct(Γ

1
t )
)T

+BtKZt D
T
t +Mt(Σt)KÎt

)

.
(

KÎt
+DtKZt D

T
t +

(
Ct(Γ

1
t

)
Kt

(
Ct(Γ

1
t )
)T

)−1(
Ft(Γ

1
t )Kt

(
Ct(Γ

1
t )
)T

+BtKZt B
T
t +Mt(Σt )KÎt

)T

, Kt � 0,∀t ∈ Z
n
+, K1 = 0.

(III.65)

(b) An equivalent characterization of CFB,n(κ) is

CFB,n(κ) = sup

P
̂̂X
n (κ)

n

∑
t=1

I(At , X̂t ;Yt |Y
t−1), (III.66)

I(At , X̂t ;Yt |Y
t−1) =

1

2
log

det(KIt )

det(KÎt
)
= (III.67)

1

2
log

{det
(

Ct(Γ
1
t )Kt (Ct(Γ

1
t )

T +KÎt
+DtKZt D

T
t

)

det
(
KÎt

)
}
,

(III.68)

P
̂̂X
n (κ)

△
=
{
{Ut ,Γ

1
t ,KZt}

n
t=1

∣∣∣1

n
E
( n

∑
t=1

̂̂γt(Ut ,
̂̂X t ,Γ

1
t ,KZt )

)
≤ κ

}

̂̂γt(Ut ,
̂̂X t ,Γ

1
t KZt ,)

△
= 〈Ut ,RtUt〉+ 〈

̂̂X t ,Qt(Γ
1
t )
̂̂X t〉+ 〈

̂̂X t ,Lt(Γ
1
t )Ut〉

+ 〈Lt(Γ
1
t )Ut ,

̂̂X t〉+ trace
(

QtΣt +Qt(Γ
1
t )Kt +RtKZt

)
,

(III.69)

Qt(Γ
1
t )
△
= Qt +(Γ1

t )
T RtΓ

1
t , Lt(Γ

1
t )
△
= (Γ1

t )
T Rt . (III.70)

Proof. (a) By definition of It with Y t generated by (III.48),

we obtain (III.57). The rest of equations under (i) and (ii)

follow by repeating the derivation of Kalman-filter equations.

(b) (III.68) follows from I(At , X̂t ;Yt |Y
t−1) = H(Yt |Y

t−1)−
H(Ît) from (III.43), and H(Yt |Y

t−1) is computed from

(III.64). P
̂̂X
n (κ) follows from Lemma III.3, (III.55) by

E{γ̂t(At , X̂t)} = E{E{γ̂t(At , X̂t)
∣∣Y t−1}}.

#4. Separation Principle. Now, we show the statement of

Section I-A.2, under 2.3): the strategy Ut(Y
t−1) = Γ2

t Y t−1, is

determined independently of (Γ1
t X̂t ,KZt ),∀t ∈ Zn

+.

Theorem III.2. (Decentralized separation principle)

Consider CFB,n(κ) of Theorem III.1.(b). Define the Cost-

Rate, i.e., dual of CFB,n(κ), by

κn(C)
△
= inf
{
(

Γ1
t ,Ut ,KZt�0

)
}n

t=1

E
{ n

∑
t=1

̂̂γt(Ut ,
̂̂X t ,Γ

1
t ,KZt )

}

such that (III.60) holds,
1

2

n

∑
t=1

log
det(KIt )

det(KÎt
)
≥ nC. (III.71)

(a) Decentralized Separation Principle.

(i) The optimal strategy {U∗t (·,Γ
1,KZ)|t ∈ Z

n
+} is a solution

of the stochastic optimal control problem

JSC
n (U∗,Γ1,KZ)

△
= inf

U(·)
E
{ n

∑
t=1

̂̂γt(Ut ,
̂̂X t ,Γ

1
t ,KZt )

}
(III.72)

and it is given by the following equations.

U∗t (Y
t−1,Γ1,KZ) = Γ2,∗

t
̂̂X t , ∀t ∈ Z

n−1
+ , (III.73)

Γ2,∗
t =−

(
Rt +BT

t Pt+1Bt

)−1((
Lt(Γ

1
t )
)T

+BT
t Pt+1Ft(Γ

1
t )
)
, Γ2,∗

n =−R−1
n

(
Ln(Γ

1
n)
)T

(III.74)

where Pt � 0 satisfies the backward matrix DRE,

Pt =
(
Ft(Γ

1
t )
)T

Pt+1Ft(Γ
1
t )−

((
Ft(Γ

1
t )
)T

Pt+1Bt +Lt(Γ
1
t )
)

.
(

Rt +BT
t Pt+1Bt

)−1((
Ft(Γ

1
t )
)T

Pt+1Bt

+Lt(Γ
1
t )
)T

+Qt(Γ
1
t ), ∀t ∈ Z

n−1
+ , Pn = Qn(Γ

1
n). (III.75)

The optimal cost-rate is given by

JSC
n (U∗,Γ1,KZ) = 〈µX1

,P1µX1
〉+

n

∑
t=1

{
trace

(
FCL

t KIt (F
CL
t )T Pt

)

+ trace
(

QtΣt +Qt(Γ
1
t )Kt +RtKZt

)}
. (III.76)

(ii) The optimal {(Γ1,∗
t ,K∗Zt

)|t ∈ Zn
+} is determined from

(III.66), with P
̂̂X
n (κ) replaced by 1

n
JSC

n (U∗,Γ1,KZ)≤ κ , i.e.,

U(·) =U∗(·).

Proof. See Section VI-B.

Remark III.1. The characterizations of CFB,n(κ) in [28],

[32] correspond to Bt = 0,Qt = 0,Rt = I,∀t. Using these

values in U∗(·) of (III.73), (III.74), and CFB,n(κ) of Theo-

rem III.1, the optimal input reduces to At = Γ1
t

(
X̂t −

̂̂X t

)
+

Zt ,∀t ∈ Zn
+, with corresponding CFB,n(κ), which coincides



with the expression in [28], [32].

Reference [28] discusses relations to the expressions of

CFB,n(κ) derived in [12]–[14], [34].

IV. ASYMPTOTIC LIMIT

In this section we consider the limit CFB(κ) =
limn←→∞

1
n
CFB,n(κ), based on Assumptions IV.1.

Assumptions IV.1. Asymptotically time-invariant

(1) The LQG-POSS (I.15)-(I.20) is asymptotically time-

invariant (ATI), limn−→∞(Fn,Bn,Cn,Dn,Nn,KWn ,Rn,Qn) =
(F,B,C,D,N,KW ,R,Q).
(2) The controller-encoder strategies are ATI,

limn−→∞(Γ
1
n,KZn) = (Γ1,KZ),KZ � 0.

(3) The solutions to the matrix DREs (Σn,Kn,Pn)
are such that limn−→∞(Σn,Kn,Pn) = (Σ,K,P), where

Σ � 0,K � 0,P � 0 are unique stabilizing solutions of

corresponding matrix algebraic Riccati equations (AREs),

Σ =FΣFT −
(

FΣCT +GKW NT
)(

NKW NT +CΣCT
)−1

(
FΣCT +GKW NT

)T

+GKW GT , Σ� 0, (IV.77)

similarly for (K,P). (IV.78)

Theorem IV.1. Asymptotic char. of CFB(κ) for LQG-POSSs

Consider the LQG-POSS (I.15)-(I.20), and suppose Assump-

tions IV.1 hold. The CC capacity CFB(κ) is given by

CFB(κ) = lim
n←→∞

1

n
CFB,n(κ) = sup

P
̂̂X
∞ (κ)

1

2
log

det(KI)

det(KÎ)
(IV.79)

= sup

P
̂̂X
∞ (κ)

1

2
log

{det
(

C(Γ1)K(C(Γ1)T +KÎ +DKZDT
)

det
(
KÎ

)
}
,

P
̂̂X
∞
△
=
{
(Γ1,KZ)

∣∣KZ � 0, trace
(

FCLKI(F
CL)T P

)

+ trace
(

QΣ+Q(Γ1)K +RKZ

)
≤ κ

}
,

s.t. Σ� 0,K � 0,P� 0 satisfy the matrix AREs

where the limit is the uniform limit over all initial conditions,

i.e., is independent of Σ1,P1,K1.

Moreover, sufficient conditions for Assumptions IV.1.(3) to

hold, are (i) detectability and (ii) stabilizability of the AREs.

Proof. Using Theorem III.2 and Theorem III.1.(b) and As-

sumptions IV.1, we repeat the proof given in [35] to show

the limit over n −→ ∞ and supremum over the strategies

can be interchanged, the asymptotic limit is a uniform limit

over all initial conditions. The fact that (i) detectability

and (ii) stabilizability of the matrix AREs are sufficient for

Assumptions IV.1.(3) to hold follows from the continuous de-

pendence of solutions of matrix DREs on the parameters.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we applied the concepts of information state and

sufficient statistic to characterize feedback capacity CFB of

nonlinear partially observable stochastic systems, with input

dependent states, which are not available to the encoder and

the decoder. In addition, we applied these concepts to linear-

quadratic-Gaussian partially observable stochastic systems

(LQG-POSS). For LQG-POSS, CFB is expressed in terms of

2 filtering Riccati equations and 1 control Riccati equation.

For certain special cases we recover recent expressions of

CFB that appeared in [28], [32], for Gaussian channels with

memory, without state dependent inputs.

VI. APPENDIX

A. Definition of Information State and Sufficient Statistic

Definition VI.1. (Information state and sufficient statistic)

(a) The a posteriori distribution {PP
t (dxt |a

t−1,yt−1)|t ∈
Zn
+} is called an information state if the next state

PP
t+1(dxt+1|a

t ,yt) is determined from (yt ,at), the current

state PP
t (dxt |a

t−1,yt−1), and possibly Pt(dat |a
t−1,yt−1), ∀t ∈

Zn
+.

(b) A statistic {δt |t ∈ Zn
+},δt : Ω→ D is called a sufficient

statistic for the strategies P(·|·)∈Pn(κ) if Pi(dat |a
t−1,yt−1)

is induced by At = µi(δt) for some measurable function µt(·),
∀t ∈ Zn

+.

(c) The strategies P(·|·)∈Pn(κ) are called separated strate-

gies if they are generated by At = µ z
t (ξt(A

t−1,Y t−1),Zt),

where ξt(a
t−1,yt−1)

△
= PP

t (dxt |a
t−1,yt−1), µ z

t (·) is a measur-

able function, and Zt : Ω→ Z is a RV (responsible for the

randomization), ∀t ∈ Zn
+ (i.e., δt = (ξt(A

t−1,Y t−1),Zt ) is a

sufficient statistic). The set of separated strategies is denoted

by P
sep
n (κ).

B. LQG-POSS

Proof of Lemma III.3 We show (III.47), (III.48) last. First,

(III.44) is a re-statement of the first equality in (III.33) in

Lemma III.1.(a).(i). The conditional distributions (III.45),

(III.46) follow directly from (III.44), and the orthogonality

of Ît and (At ,Y t−1), as follows.

P
{

Yt ∈ dy

∣∣∣Y t−1,X t
}
= Pt(dy|Y t−1,At),

=Pt(dy|At ,Y t−1, X̂ t), by X̂t = E
{

Xt

∣∣∣Y t−1,At−1
}

=Pt(dy|At , X̂t), by (III.44).

The equivalent representation of γ̂t(At , X̂t) in the average cost

(III.51) is obtain by reconditioning, E
{

∑n
t=1 γt(At ,Xt)

}
=

∑n
t=1 E

{
E
{

γt(At ,Xt)
∣∣At ,Y t−1

}}
, using the quadratic defi-

nition of γi(·) of (I.16), Lemma III.1, and the Markov

chain Xt ↔ (At−1,Y t−1)↔ At . This shows the new chan-

nel (III.44) is linear in (X̂t ,At) and cost is quadratic in

(X̂t ,At). Since PX̂t |X̂ t−1,At−1 =PX̂t |X̂t−1,At−1
, and IP(An→Y n)=

EP
{

log
(Pt(dYt |Y

t−1,At)
Pt (dYt |Y t−1)

)}
= E

{
log

(Pt(dYt |At ,X̂t )
Pt (dYt |Y t−1)

)}
, by Markov

decision theory the optimization over Pn(κ) of I(An→Y n)

occurs in the set P X̂
n (κ), i,.e., (III.47). holds. By (III.47),

Pt(dat |x̂t ,y
t−1) is induced by the realization (III.48). Hence,

we obtain (III.50) we use the distributions (III.45)-(III.47).

Proof of Theorem III.2. (a) In CFB,n(κ) defined by (III.62),

the terms I(At , X̂t ;Yt |Y
t−1) given by (III.63) do not depend on

the strategy Ut(·),∀t ∈ Zn
+, hence we can apply the person-

by-person optimality concepts stated under (i) and (ii). (b)



We express ̂̂γt(Ut ,
̂̂X t ,Γ

1
t ,KZt )

)
defined by (III.65) as follows.

̂̂γt(Ut ,
̂̂X t ,Γ

1
t ,KZt ) =

[
̂̂X t

Ut

]T [
Qt(Γ

1
t ) Lt(Γ

1
t )(

Lt(Γ
1
t )
)T

Rt

][ ̂̂X t

Ut

]

+ additional terms. (VI.80)

Then we have a linear-quadratic Gaussian stochastic optimal

control problem, and its solution is the one stated under (i)

[6]. Since we determined U∗(·) it remains to solve CFB,n(κ)
as stated under (ii).
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