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Abstract—One-shot achievable rate region for source cod-
ing when coded side information is available at the decoder
(source coding with a helper) is proposed. The achievable
region proposed is in terms of conditional smooth max Rényi
entropy and smooth max Rényi divergence. Asymptotically
(in the limit of large block lengths) this region is quantified in
terms of spectral-sup conditional entropy rate and spectr&
sup mutual information rate. In particular, it coincides wi th
the rate region derived in the limit of unlimited independent
and identically distributed copies of the sources.

|. INTRODUCTION

The derivation of most of the fundamental results in

In this work we give one-shot achievable rate region for
source coding when coded state side information is avail-
able at the decoder. The achievable rate region derived for
this problem is in terms of smooth max Rényi divergence
and conditional smooth max Rényi entropy. The notion of
smooth max Rényi divergence was introduced by Datta
for the quantum case i _[12]. We further show that the
achievable region obtained asymptotically coincides with
the rate region derived in [13].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section[dl we discuss the notations which we will be
using throughout this paper. In Sectibnl Il we give the

information theory relies on the assumption that a random definitions of of smooth conditional Rényi entropy of
experiment is repeated identically and independently for order zero and smooth max Rényi divergence. We then
large enough time. However, in practical scenarios both of prove two lemmas pertaining to the properties of smooth
these assumptions are not always justifiable. To overcomemax Rényi divergence. Although, the proof of Lema 3
the limitations posed by these assumptions Renner etis known in the quantum case we give a totally different

al. introduced the notion afne-shotinformation theory.

proof. In particular, our proof involves more straight

One-shot information theory relies on the fact that a forward arguments. In SectiénllV we state and prove the

random experiment is available ordyce Thus removing
both the assumptions together.

achievable region for source coding problem when coded
side information is available at the decoder.

The first one-shot bounds were given for the task of
one-shot source coding][1]. These bounds were based I
on smooth Rényi entropies. The notion of smooth Rényi  In the discussions below we will be using to
entropies were introduced for the very first time in the represent a random variable. We will assume that all the
same work, i.e., in Ref[[1]. The elegance of the one- random variables are discrete and have finite range. We
shot bounds obtained in Ref.][1] is that these bounds represent a random sequence of lengtby X" and a
coincide with the Shannon entropy [2] of the information particular realization o™ by x. NotationX will be used
source in the limit of unlimited independent and identi- to represent an arbitrary sequence of random variables,
cally distributed (i.i.d.) copies of the source. Furthermo  j.e., X = {X,,}°°,. We use the notatiop | to represent
these bounds coincide with spectral sup-entropy rate asthe cardinality of a set. The sdtx : Px«(x) > 0} is
defined by Han and Veérdu in Ref.][3] in the limit of denoted by SupPx- ). We use the notation
unlimited arbitrarily distributed copies of the source.€dn
shot bounds for distributed source coding were given by X=Y =27

Sharma et al. in[[4]. In([5] Wang et al. gave one-shot , jenote the fact that random variablds Y and Z

bounds for the channel coding problem in terms of smooth ¢,.+, o Markov chain. We represent the following set of
min Rényi divergence. real numbers

There has been a considerable work on the one-shot
bounds for the quantum case under various scenarios
(see for example Refs1[6].1[7]1][8][9][10]T11] and

references therein).

N OTATIONS

{r:0< 2 < o0}

by RT. X x Y will represent the cartesian product of
two sets. Similarly(X x )™ will represent then-th
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Cartesian product of the sét x ). The notationN is

where

used to represent the set of natural numbers. Throughout_

this paper we will assume thaig is to the base.

IIl. SMOOTH RENY!I DIVERGENCE OF ORDER INFINITY
AND CONDITIONAL SMOOTH RENYI ENTROPY OF
ORDER ZERO

Definition 1: (Max Rényi entropy[[14]) LetX ~ Px,
with range X'. The zero order Rényi entropy of is
defined as

HO(X) = log SUpF(P)()

Definition 2: (Conditional smooth max Rényi entropy
[15]) Let (X,Y) ~ Pxy, with rangeX x Y. Fore > 0,
the conditional smooth Rényi entropy of order zero'of
givenY is defined as

HS(X|Y) := i

o Y) Qeé?(lgxy)
where B*(Pxy) = {Q : Zm,yeXXyQ('rMy) > 1 -
e,V (v,y) € X x Y, Pxy(z,y) > Q(r,y) > 0} and

log max [SupQ (XY = y))|,
yeY

QX =afy =y) = 4 (U)), foranyz € X andy € ).
With the convention thaQ( =z|]Y =y) = 0Iif

Definition 3: (Max Rényi divergence [14]) LeP and
@ be two probability mass functions on the sEtsuch
that SuppP) C Supd®). The max Rényi divergence
betweenP and (@ is defined as

max Plx)
2:P(x)>0 Q(z)

Definition 4: (Smooth max Rényi divergence) Lét
and Q be two probability mass functions on the s&t
such that Sup@®) C Supfd@). The smooth max Rényi
divergence betweef and (@ for € € [0,1) is defined as

b(x)
>0 Q()’

Doo(P|Q) = log

D, (Pl|Q) :=log inf

¢€BE(P z: P

where

B*(P) = {(b :0 < ¢(x) < P(z),Vx € X and

Z¢(x)21—5}.

reX

Notice thatD<_(P||Q) is a non increasing function af
Lemma 1:(Datta and Renner[[6]) Let(X,Y) =
{(Xn,Yn)}52, be an arbitrary random sequence taking
values over the sef(X x V)"}52,, where(X x V)" is

the n-th Cartesian product ok’ x ). Then

H5(X"Y™)
n

lim lim sup H(X[Y),

e=0 nooo

H(X[Y) =

1 1
inf< af lim inf Pr 1 —_— < ap,=1,.

H(X|Y) is called the spectral-sup conditional entropy
rate of X given Y [16]. In particular, if (X,Y) =
{(X,,Y,) oo, is a random sequence of independent and
identically distributed random pairs distributed accogli

to Pxy then

He(X"Y™) _
n

lim lim sup = H(X|Y).

e=0 nooo
Lemma 2:Let P and(@ be two probability mass func-
tions defined on the set, where SupfP) C SupgQ@)
and|X| < co. There existsp € 3°(P) such that

= log max $(@) .
reX Q(l’)
Proof: Without loss of generality we assume here
that ¥ C N. We construct thes;s by decreasing th&;s
such that the total decreasesisi.e.,) ;. (P, — ¢;) = €.
The following procedure achieves the above.

Step 0— (Initialization) ¢; = P; Vi € X.
Step 1— Letry,ro be the largest and the second largest

ratios in
A= {(bl i€ X}
qi
respectively. Let | be the collection of alk
that have the highest ratio, i.e.,

@}
T p-

0 ®3)

If |A] =1 then notice thaf = X. In this case
start decreasing alh;s wherei € X’ such that
all the ind|ces continue to have constant ratio,
ie., gr = =1 Vi, j € X. Continue this process
until we run out ofe, i.e,> cr(Pi—¢i) =€

in which case end the procedure. Else go to

step2.

We start decreasing all;s wherei € I such
that indices in/ contlnue to have the highest
ratio, i.e., 3 = 2 v j e I. As a result;r
will start decreasmg Continue decreasing till
either

DS (PllQ) @

)

I_{ZGX

Step 2—

Casel: r; hits o, i.e., 1 = ro in which case stop
decreasing any further. Goto stepOr
Case2: we run out ofe, i.e.,> . (P, —¢;) = ¢ in

which case end the procedure.



We claim that thep constructed by the above procedure Consider any\ >

is such that

log max 9(z) = D (P||Q). 4)

veX Q(z)

We give a proof by contradiction to prove {25). Lg'te

B¢ (P) be the output of some other procedure such that

() ¢'(x)

log max > log max

zeX Q(x) zeX Q(x)’

Let A = {i € X : ¢; < P;}. Notice that for every
i,j€A

()

b _ 6
Qi Q
It is easy to observe that forl(5) to hodd must satisfy
the following
o < ¢, Vie X. (6)

However, this is not possible because this new procedure®™

will not have enougtr to accomplish[{b), i.e.,
D (Pi—¢))>e
icA
[ |

Remark: It is easy to observe from the proof of Lemma

that fore € [0,1),
Supi¢)

where¢ satisfies[(IL).
Lemma 3:Let P =

= SuppP), (7)

{Po}pe, and Q = {Qn}52,

I(P; Q). Let us define the following
set

1 P,(x ) }
n(A) i=<4x: l <A 11
Let ¢, : X" — [0,1], n € N, such that
_JPu(x) if xe A, (N),
$n(x) = {O otherwise. (12)
From [9) it easily follows that
nhﬂngo Pr{A,(N)} = 1. (13)

Thus from our construction of,,, (I2), it follows that

lim ; $n(x) = lim Pr{d,(N)} =1.  (14)
Using [12) andIII]4) observe that fnrlarge enough

Pn(x)
hm lim su DE P,11Q,) <limsu 10 max
n—)oop ( ||Q ) n—)oop gXE-AnO\) Qn (X)

<
whereaq follows from ([I1) and[(1R).
We now prove the other side, i.e.,

lim lim sup 1D S (Pal|Qn) > I(P; Q).

e=0 nooo

Consider anyy < I(P; Q). For everyn € N, let us define
the following the set

o 1. Pux)
An(v) = { log On ) > 7}~ (15)

be an arbitrary sequences of probability mass functions From [9) it follows that there exists € (0, 1], such that

defined on the se{ X"} ,, where X™ is the n-th
cartesian product of the set and |X| < co. Assume
that for everyn € N, SuppiPn) C Supf@»). Then

hmhmsup D < (P]1Qn) = 1(P;Q), (8)

e=0 pnooo
log @ < a} = 1} .
9)

where

I(P; Q) := inf {a’ 1imianr{
n—oo

I(P; Q) is called the spectral sup-mutual information rate

betweenP andQ [16]. In particular, ifP = {P*"}5°,
andQ = {@*"}22,, whereP*™ and Q*" represent the
product distributions of? and@Q on X™. Then

1
lim lim sup — D% (P, [|Qn) = D(PI|Q).  (10)
e=0 nooo
Proof: We will first prove
hmhmsup DE < (P]1Qn) < I(P; Q).

e=0 nooo

lim sup Pr{A,(v)} =n. (16)

SincePr{A, (v)} + Pr{A%(y)} = 1, for everyn € N,
we have
1irginf Pr{AS(v)} =1—mn. (17)

For everye € (0,7), let us define a sequence of positive
functions{¢, such that for every, € N

oo
n=11

Gt X" — [Oa 1]a¢n(x) < Pn(X),VX S
and Y ¢u(x) > 1-c. (18)
xexn

We now claim that for large enough, Supg¢,) N
A, (v) # ¢. To prove this claim, suppose that Supp) N

A, (v) = ¢. This would further imply that
hm mf Z Pn(x) < hm mf Pr{AS(y)}
xeAx"
o 1— n
b
<1-—c¢, (19)



wherea follows from (I7) andb follows because < 7.
Notice that [[IB) contradict§ (1L8).
Thus forn large enough,

l—e< Y du®)+ D ¢ulx)

x€AS (7) x€AL(7)
SP{AL(M}+ D dn(x)
x€AR(7Y)

By rearranging the terms in the above equation we get
L—e—Pr{A;()}< > ¢u(x).  (20)
xeAn('Y)
Taking lim sup on both sides of{20), we have

lim sup Z On(x) >1—¢— hm 1nf Pr{AS ()}
n—oo

x€A, ()

>n—e. (21)

(27) follows from [IT). Now notice the following set of
inequalities for large enough

1> > Pux)

xEAL ()

> 2MQu(x)

xEAL ()

Ve

> 2(n'y maXxe xn log Q Z ¢n
x€A, (7)
wherea follows from (I8); b follows from the fact that
for everyx € A" (v),
bn(x)
<
Qn(x)

(22)

Pn(x) < Pn(x)

max max
x€A™(7) Qn(X) ~ x€X™ Qn(x)

IV. SOURCE CODING WITH CODED STATE SIDE
INFORMATION AVAILABLE AT THE DECODER

Let (X™,Y"™) ~ Pxnyn, With range(X x )™,
(Xna Yn) = [(Xla Y1)7 (X21 }/2)7 ceey (Xna Yn)]

where

The n-shot source coding with coded side information
available at the decoder is formulated as follows. We first
define two sets of integers

MWD = {1, 28Xy, (25)
MDD = (1, 208 (YM)} (26)

called the codes. Choose arbitrary mappiaﬂé%: X" —

MY (encodet) ande? : y» — MP (encoder). We
call
£§ cnc( n) _ 1Og|M$zl)|
n n ’
li_enc(Y™) _ log| M|
n n

the coding rates of the encoderand encodeg, respec-

tively. The decodetl,, : MY x M2 — X" receives

two OutputSe(l)(x) and ef)(y) from the two encoders
and tries to reconstruct the original source outputhus

the probability of error for this task is defined as

P™ = Pr{X" # X"},

where X™ = d,, (e (I)SX”) e (Y™)). Note here that the
encoderse% ande do not cooperate with each other.
We call the trlplet(eg),e%) d,) of two encoders and
one decoder with the two codes [0 125) ahdl (26) and the
error probabilitye the (n, 2fa-enc(X™) 2fa-enc(V™) ) p-

By taking log on both sides of[{22) and rearranging the gshot code.

terms we get

In this codmg system we WISh to minimize the two
coding rates ta e“fl(X ) and ‘=) guch that the
probability of error is less than.

Definition 5: (One-shote achievable rate pair) Let

Taking limsup on both sides of the above equation we (X,Y) ~ Pxy, with rangeX x ). A one-shot rate

On(X) 1
_ > _
max log prry 2+ log > a(x)
x€AL ()
have
lim sup max — log On(x) > v+ limsup — log Z On(x
n—oo XEX Qn(x) n—oo
x€An ()
> (23)

where [28) follows from[{21). Notice thdi (R3) is true for
every ¢,, satisfying [I8). Thus

lim sup 1D8 o (Pull@Qn) >
n—oo
Since [24) is true for every € (0,7), the result will hold
true fore | 0.
(10) easily follows from the law of large numbers and
(8). This completes the proof. |

(24)

pair (R1, R2) is callede achievable if and only if there
exists a(1,2-ene(X) 2fi-en:Y) ) one-shot code such
MthatPr{X # X} <e,05_...(X) < Ryandég_, (V) <
Rs.

Definition 6: (Asymptotically achievable rate pair) A
rate pair(R;, R2) is asymptotically achievable if and only
if there exists(p,253—enc(X">72€ifenc(Y”)75) code such
thatPr{X" # X"} <&,

(X™)

d enc

lim lim sup <R
e=0 pooo

and ™)
lim lim sup —=¢ < Rs.
e=0 nooo



Theorem 1:Let (X,Y) ~ Pxy, with rangeX x ).
For the errore € (0,1). The following one-shot rate
region for source coding o with a helper observing
Y is achievable

é—enc(X) 2 HSII(X|U) - lOg(E — 61),
Geenc(Y) = D3 (Puy || Py x Py)

d—enc
1
+log[—In(e; — €11 — 2e)]

for some conditional pm#y; |y, wheree; < e andey; is
such that

1
€11 + 2 < e and DLt (Puy||Puy x Py) > 0. (27)

Proof: The techniques used in the proof here are
motivated from [[I8, Lemma 4.3]. Fix a conditional
probability mass functionPy;y and let Py (u)
> yey Py (y)Pujy (uly). Chooses:; such that the con-
ditions in [2T) are satisfied. Notice that such a choice
of £;; always exists becausP=!' (Pyy||Py x Py) is
a decreasing function of;;. Let Q € B*''(Pyx) and
¢ € B (Pyy) be such that

Hg" (X|U) = log max [SUpQ(X|U = w))|  (28)
and
D3 (Pyy [Py x Py)
D(u,y)
=1lo max _ Y (29
8 ()i P uy) >0 Py (u)Py (y) (29)
where
20w) it Py (y) > 0,
P(U =uly =y) =4 W) . (30)
0 otherwise

Notice that the triple{ X, Y, U) satisfy the following
(31)

For more details ori (31) sele |13, equation 4.4]. For every
(u,y) €U x Y, let g be a mapping such that

g(uvy) = Z PX\Y(x|y)I(xvu)a

reX

X =Y U

(32)

whereI(z,u) for every (z,u) € X x U is defined as
follows

Koy = {1 @0 #SUPHQ), o)
0 otherwise.
Define the following set
Fi={wy) eUxViguy <chr}. (34

Random code generation:Randomly and indepen-
dently assign an index € [1 : 2%-ec(X)] to every
realizationz € X. The realizations with the same index

¢ form a binB(i). Randomly and independently generate
2ta-enc(Y) realizationsu(k), k € [1 : 2%a-ec(Y)], each
according toPy.

Encoding: If the encoderl observes a realization €
B(i), then the encodelr transmitsi. For every realization
y € Y the encode? finds an index: such that(u(k), y) €
F. For the case when there are more than one such index,
it sends the smallest one among them. If there is none, it
then sends: = 1.

Decoding: The receiver finds the unique’ € B(7)
such that(2’, u(k)) € Supg@).

Probability of error analysis: Let M; and M, be
the chosen indices for encoding andY. The error in
the above mentioned encoding decoding strategy occurs
if and only if one or more of the following error events
occur

By = {(U(mg),Y) ¢ F, ¥my € [1 : Qez,mm} }
Ey = {(X,U(Mz)) ¢ SUpd@Q)} ,
Es = {32 € B(my) : (z/,U(Ms)) € SUupQ), 2’ # X}.

For more details on error events seel[17, Lemma 4]. The
probability of error is upper bounded as follows

Pr{E} <Pr{E1} + Pr{Ef N Ey} + Pr{E3|X € B(1)}.
(35)
We now calculaté’r{ E;} as follows

Pr{FE;}
= Z Py (y) Pr {(U(mz),y) ¢ F,Vmsg € [1 . 24§7cnc(Y)} }

yeY
(1 .

b £
< Z Py (y) (1 _ 9=D3 (Puy||PyxPy)
yey

2£37enc(y)

= Z Py (y)

yeY

> PU(u))
eF

ui(uy)

2fd—enc(¥)
wi(u,y)EF
% 1— Z (b(u’y) + e_glg—cnc(Y)QfDiél(PUYHPUXPy)
(w,y)EF

£
Lad—enc () o—=DAY (Pyy [Py x Py)

d
<en+Pr{(UY) ¢ F}+e? ;

where o follows becauseU(1),...,U(2%-ec(Y)) are
independent and subject to identical distributify; b
follows from (@), [29) and [(30);c follows from the
inequalities(1 — z)¥ < e™¥ (0 <z < 1,y > 0) and
e <l—y+z(x>00<y<1)and[30)d is true



because of the following arguments

> dluy)

(u,y) EUXY

= Z ¢(u7y)+ Z ¢(uay)

(u,y)EF*© (u,y)EF

b

<P{FYI+ > d(uy)
(u,y)EF

<P{UY)¢F}+ > ¢uy), (36)

(w,y)eF

a
1—e11 <

wherea and b both follow from the fact thaw(u,y) €
Be11(Pyy ). By rearranging the terms il (B6) we get

1— > ¢luy) <en+Pr{(U,Y) ¢ F}.  (37)

(u,y)eF

We now calculatePr{(U,Y) ¢ F} as follows

Pr{(U,Y) ¢ F} = Pr{g(U,Y) > 7}
< e Euy (9(U,Y))
Y. Pov(uy)g(uy)

(u,y)EUXY

> Puv(uy)

(u,y)EUXY

Z Pxpy (z]y)l(z,u)

reX
1

=& Z
(z,u,y) EX XUXY
(u,2)¢SUPRQ)

=eyy Z
(u,z)¢SUPRQ)
, (38)

1
<en’

b~

PXUY(Iauvy)

Pyx (u, )

= o=

VAR

3

whereq follows from Markov’s inequalityp follows from
(32) andc follows because of the following arguments

T—ep < Z Q(u, )
(u,x)EUX X
b
< X

(u,2)eSUPAQ)

PUX (u,x), (39)

where o follows from (28) and b follows because
Q(u,z) < Pyx(u,x), for every (u,z) € U x X. By
rearranging the terms ifi (B9) we get

-y

(u,2)eSUPRAQ)

Pyx(u,z) <er.

The second term i (35) is calculated as follows
Pr{ES N By}

(z,u,y)EX XY XU
(u,y)EF, (u,2)¢SUPAQ)

= > Puv(uy) >

(u,y)EF :(2,u)2SUPRQ)
< 51%1, (40)

Pxuy (x,u,y)

Pxy (zly)

where the last inequality follows froni (34). From {37),
(38) and [(4D) it follows that

Pr{E,} + Pr{E{ N By}

14 €
_otd—enc(M)o—D (Pyy 1Py x Py)

1
<enn+2{+e

Let

_9%d—enc(M)9—DI (Pyy 1Py x Py)

1
€1 >¢en +25 +e . (42)

It now easily follows that
gfcnc(y) > log[_ 111(61 — &1 = 28151)]
+ Diél (PUYHPU X Py).
Finally, the third term in[(35) is calculated as follows
Pr{Es} = Pr{Es|B(1)}
= > Pr{(X,U)=(z,u)|X € B(1)}

(zu)eX xU

Pr{ﬂx’ #z:2' € B(l)andQ(z',u) >0

‘x e B(1),(X,U) = (x,u)}

> Pxulru) Y, Pr{a’ € B(1)}

(z,u)eX xU z' #x
Q(z',u)>0

Z Pxy(z,u) max Z 1

(zu)eX xU z:Q(x,u)>0
L 9=Lq_enc(X)

Y. Pxul,u)max |SupiQ(X|U = u))|

(z,u)eX xU

IN

27e§7enc (X)

IN

(42)
= 27 o) mane |SUPHQ(X |U = u)),
ue

wherea follows becaus&)(X = z|U = u) = %fj””(’s))
and Q(X = z|U = u) := 0 if Py(u) = 0. Thus from

(41) and [(4R) it follows that
Pr{E} < e 4 2 fa-enc(X) max |SUpHQ(X|U = u))].
ue




Let [16] T. S. Han,Information-Spectrum Methods in Information Theory
Berlin, Germany: Springer-Verlag, 2003.

g1 4 2 fa—ene(X) pax |[SUppQ(X|U = u))| <e. [17] S. Kuzuoka, “A simple technique for bounding the redamdy of
ueld source coding with side information,” iRroc. IEEE Int. Symp.
It now eas"y follows that Inf. Theory (ISIT) (Cambridge, MA, USA), July 2012.

ifcnc(X) > ng (X|U) - 1Og(€ - 51)'

This completes the proof. |

The asymptotic optimality of the rate region obtained
in Theoren{ 1L is an immediate consequence of Definition
B, Lemmdl and]3.
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