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Abstract—This paper studies the subexponential prefactor to to derive Gallager's expurgated exponent [2, Ch. 5.7] with

the random-coding bound for a given rate. Using a refinement gn O(L) prefactor under some technical conditions][15],
of Gallager's bounding techniques, an alternative proof ofa vn

recent result by Altug and Wagner is given, and the result is thus improving on Gallagere)(1) prefactor.
extended to the setting of mismatched decoding. A. Notation

Vectors are written using bold symbols (ex), and the
I. INTRODUCTION corresponding-th entry is written with a subscript (e.g;).

Error exponents are a widely-studied tool in informatiof©" WO sequenceg, andg,, we write f,, = O(gy) if [ fn| <

theory for characterizing the performance of coded commﬁL‘Jn| for ?omec and sufficiently larger, and f,, = o(gn) if
nication systems. Early works on error exponents for dtscrén—oo 3 = 0. The indicator function is denoted - }.
memoryless channels (DMCs) include those of Fano [1, Ch. The marginals of a joint distributioiPxy (z,y) are de-
9], Gallager[[2, Ch. 5] and Shannenal. [3]. The achievable Noted by Px(z) and Py (y). Expectation with respect to a
exponent of[1],[[2] was obtained using i.i.d. random codin%’Int distribution Pxy (, y) is denoted byEp[ ], or simply
and coincides with the sphere-packing exponent giveflin [§]] When the probability distribution is understood from the
for rates above a threshold called the critical rate. context. Given a distributio(x) and conditional distribu-

Denoting the exponent of [1],]2] b, (R), we have the tion W (y|x), we write@ x W to denote thg jpint c.iist_ribu.tion
following: For all (n, R), there exists a code of rate and defined byQ ()W (y|z). The set 9f all emp|r|c’al distributions
block lengthn such that the error probability, satisfies ©ON & Vector int™ (i.e. types([15, Sec. 2] [17]) is denoted
pe < a(n, R)e—"Fr(®) wherea(n, R) is a subexponential by Pn(X). The type of a vectot is denotgd by_Pw(-). For
prefactor. In both[[1] and]2], the prefactor @(1). In par- & 9IVen@Q € P, (X), the type class™(Q) is defined to be
ticular, Gallager showed that one can achieye, R) = 1.  the set of sequences ii" with type .

hEaHYIWO”;S on imprcl)v(;ng tt]h@?(l)f lérlﬁ‘faﬁo]r g)rbce”??” - Il. STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULT

channels and rates include those of Elias [4], DobrusHin .
and Gallager([6]. These results were recently generalized b LetX andy den_o_te the mpgt_and ou_tput alphabets respec-
Altug and Wagner[[7]=[9], who obtained prefactors to thtévely' The probgblllty of re.ce|V|r?g a.glven output seqlfnc
random-coding bound at all rates below capacity, as well s 9'Ven thatz is transmitted is given by (y|z) =
converse results above the critical rate. The bounds i8], [[i=, W(yilzi). A codebookC = {zV), ..., xM)} is knpwn .
were obtained using i.i.d. random coding, and the behaior@ Poth the encoder and decoder. The encoder receives as in-
the prefactor varies depending on whether the rate is abdid @ message: uniformly distributed on the seftl, ..., M},
or below the critical rate, and whether a regularity corditi 2nd transmits the corresponding codewsft. Giveny, the

is satisfied (see Sectidn II). decoder forms the estimate
In this paper, we give an alternative proof of the main m = argmax ¢"(z9), y) (1)
result of [7], [8], as well as a generalization to the settirig je{l,...,M}

mismatched decoding [10]=[14], where the decoding rule i

fixed and possibly suboptimal (e.g. due to channel unceytai : . . . .
or implementation constraints). The analysis [of [7], [8hca' '© fungtltong(x,y) IS cal[ed theddecor(]d |tr;]g tmetnp and is
be considered a refinement of that of F&no [1, Ch. 9], wherg&getMmed 1o be non-negative and such tha

the analysis in this paper can be considered a refinement of q(z,y) =0 <= W(y|z) =0. 2

that of Gallager[[2, Ch. 5]. Our techniques can also be used ] o
In the case of a tie, a random codeword achieving the max-
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Spanish Ministry of Economy and Competitiveness undertgraivC-2011- n @) '_S optlmal. Otherwise, this setting Is thatrofsmatched
08150 and TEC2012-38800-C03-03. decoding[10]-[14].

vheren is the block length, ang”(z,y) £ [T, a(z:,v:).
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We study the random-coding error probability under i.i.dor sufficiently largen, wherea(n, R) is defined as follows.
random coding, where th&/ = ¢"# codewords are gener-If (W, ¢, Q) is regular, then
ated independently according to

- Re (Ra(Q), I
. A n a(an) é nI?(HP(Q,R)) ( (Q) GMI(Q)) (11)
Px(z) = Q"(x) = [[ Qx:), 3) X Re [0, Ra(Q)],
=1
and whereQ is an arbitrary input distribution. The random-2nd if (W, ¢, Q) is irregular, then
coding error probability is denoted Igy. K
It was shown in[[1R] thap, < e~ "E-(@-R) where a(n,R) 21 V7 R € (R(Q) Iemi(Q)) (12)
A 1 R e [O,Rcr(Q)},
E.(Q,R) = max Ey(Q,p) — pR (4) . _
Pel0.1] where K is a constant depending only dii, ¢, Q and R.
— )
Eo(Q, p) 2 sup — logE (IE[q(X,_Y)JY}) (5) Proof: See Sectiofilll. n
820 (X, Y) In the case of ML decoding, Theorem 1 coincides with

with (X, Y, X) ~ Q()W (y|)Q(z). We showed in[L8] that the main results of Altg and Wagner[]7],18] in both the

this exponent is tight with respect to the ensemble averal ular and |rregular_c_ase. Ne|ther_ [11] [8] nor the present
for i.i.d. random coding, i.elim —Llogp, — E,. The Paper attempt to explicitly characterize or bound the comtst
1.4, y I n—o0 n e — .

corresponding achievable rate is given by K in_@)_@)' A_symp_totic boun_ds with the co nstant fa<_:t0r
i specified are derived in_[14] using saddlepoint approxima-
I. A El1 q(X,Y) g) tions; see also [6] for rates below the critical rate, and [5]
ami(Q) = supE | log —— ; (6) :
>0 E[¢(X,Y)s Y] for strongly symmetric channédls.

which is commonly referred to as the generalized mutual
information (GMI) [12]. Under ML decoding, i.(x,y) =
Wi(ylz), E, equals the exponent of Fano and Gallager For a fixed value ofs > 0, we define thegeneralized

[1], [2], and IcMmi(Q) equals the mutual information. Thejnformation densityf18], [19]
corresponding optimal choices ofn (§)—(8) are respectively

I11. PROOF OFTHEOREM[]

given bys = = ands = 1. i(zy) 2o q(z,y)* 13
We define,é(gz,R) to be the value ofp achieving the (z.9) gZEQ(T)q(T, y)* 13)
maximum in [(4) at rate?. From the analysis of Gallager![2, . . ;
Sec. 5.6], we know thagt equals one for all rates betweén and its multi-letter extension
and some critical rate, " N
A 1s (-’B,y) = le(xiayi)' (14)
R (Q) =max {R : p(Q,R) =1}, @) i=1
and is strictly decreasing for all rates betwep (Q) and Our analysis is based on the random-coding union (RCU)
I (Q). bound for mismatched decoding, given byl[18].][19]
Similarly to [7], we define the following notion of regu-
larity. We introduce the set P, < E[min {1’ (M —1)
A _
V= {y : q(z,y) # q(T,y) for some x Pli"(X,Y) >i"(X,Y) |X,Y]}], (15)

2,7 such thatQ()Q(T)W (y|z)W (y[Z) > o} 8)
where (X,Y, X) ~ Px(x)W"(y|z)Px (x). Furthermore,

and defing(V, ¢, Q) to beregular if we will make use of the identity

n#0 © Eo(@.p) = sup—logE[e #*C)]  (16)
When q(z,y) = W (y|z), this is thefeasibility decoding is 520
suboptimal(FDIS) condition of [7]. We say thatW,q,Q) \ith (X,Y) ~ Q x W, which follows from [5) and[{13).
is irregular if it is not regular. A notable example of the We provide a number of preliminary results in Section
irregulgr case is the binary erasure channel (BEC) under MThe proof of TheorenflL for the regular case is given in
decoding. Sectior 1II-B, and the changes required to handle the iteggu
Theorem 1. Fix any (W, ) satisfying [2), input distribution case are given in Secti¢n IIT-C.
Q@ and rate R < IgMmi(Q). The random-coding error proba-
bility for the i.i.d. ensemble i ]3) satisfies 1The Enlglish translation of_[5] incorrectly states that thefactor is

_ O(n™ 2A+5(A) ) for the regular case witlR > R, (see (1.28)—(1.32)
P. < a(n, R)e "Er (@R (10) therein), but this error is not present in the original Rassiersion.




A. Preliminary Results and we write the empirical distribution aof as P, y (+)-

The main tool used in the proof of Theordh 1 is theemma 3. If (W, ¢, Q) is regular and@) holds, then the set
following lemma by Polyanskiyet al. [19], which can be

proved using the Berry-Esseen theorem. Fns = { Z P } (23)
Lemma 1. [19, Lemma 47]Let Zy, ..., Z, be independent _ yey_l
random variables withy? = Y7 Var[Z;] > 0 and T = satisfies the following properties:
S E[|Z; — E[Z;]]?] < oc. Then for anyt, 1) For anyy € F, s, we have
[exp( ZZ) {Zzi>t}] Var[i?( X, Y) | Y = y]| > név,, (24)
11' 5 1oT where
og
SQ(—\/%JF?);GXP(—f)- (17) vsé%}nl\/ar[is(xs,y)|yzy]. (25)

The following lemma shows that under the assumpfidn (2), Furthermore,v, > 0 for all s > 0.
we do not need to considergrowing unbounded ir{5). 2) For all R < Iowi(Q), there exists a choice af > 0
Lemma 2. For any (W, q) satisfying [2), and any < [0, 1], such that under i.i.d. random coding,
the supremum in{5) is achieved (possibly non-uniquely) by Plerror N Y ¢ Fpg] < e~(ELQE)+o(1) (06

some finites > 0.
for someE!(Q, R) > E.(Q, R).

Proof: We treat the regular and irregular cases sepa- )
Proof: See the Appendix. [ ]

rately. In the regular case, I€t, 7, y) satisfy the condition
in the definition of); in (8), and assume without loss ofB. Proof for the Regular Case

generality thaly(z,y) > ¢(z,y). We can upper bound the Using the second part of Lemrk 3 with the suitably chosen
objective in [5) by value of§, and using the fact thdtm,, —% logp, = E»
~ log Q)W (y)x) (Q(E) (q(T, y)>s)p’ (18) [18], we can write the random-coding error probability as
hich tends ¢ it foll Q(x’ti) tth De = ]P’[error NY e fn,g] + P[error NnNY ¢ ]:n,(;} (27)
which tends to-oo ass — oo. It follows that the supremum
is achieved by a finite value of P - (1 + 0(1))P[error nye ]:”’5]' (28)
In the irregular case, we havgz,y) = q(Z,y) wherever Writing K; in place of1 + o(1) and modifying the RCU
Q(x)Q(@)W (y|x)q(Z,y) > 0, where the replacement ofbound in [Ib) to include the conditio¥f € F,, s in (28), we
W (y|z) by q(Z,y) in the latter condition follows from[{2). obtain
In this case, writing the objective if](5) as

—1ongQ( W (ylz) (ZQ ( »

we see that all choices of > 0 are equivalent, since the

argument to(-)* equals one for allz, T, y) yielding non- The value ofs > 0 in (29) is arbitrary, and we choose it to

zero terms in the summations. m achieve the supremum ifl(5) at= 5(Q, R), in accordance
The following lemma is somewhat more technical, andith Lemma2. We can assume that- 0, sinces = 0 yields

ensures the existence of a sufficiently high probabilityiset an objective of zero i {5), contradicting the assumptiaat th

which Lemmalll can be applied to the inner probability i < Icwmi-

(9) with a value ofc having/n growth. We make use of In order to make the inner probability i _{29) more

m-,yej:n,é

s\ P P.<EK1 Y  Px(x)W'(ylz)
)Y

» min {1, MP[i"(X,y) > i"(x,y)] } (29)

the conditional distributions amenable to an application of Lemima 1, we follow![20, Sec.
s 3.4.5] and write
s Qx)q(w,
Vel = % 0 i) — o Vi)
Q"(T)=Q (CC)W (30)
aly) = HV (w:ly:). @) Vi) ew (- @y). @D
. . . B V. (zly) . __ For a fixed sequencg and a constant, summing both sides
which ield i,(z,y) = logTo5= and i(@.y) = of (31) over allz such that”(z,y) > t yields
log Qn?")’ (see [(IB)E(14)). Furthermore, we define the ran-
dom variables Plit(X,y) >t
(X,Y, X, X,) ~ Q@)W (y]2)Q@)Va s ]y) = E[exp (= (X0, Y)L{i2(X,, Y) 2 1} | Y =y

(XY, X, X,) ~ Q")W" (ylz)Q" (@) V" (xs]y), (22) (32)



under the joint distribution in[(22). Applying Lemma 1 to Similarly to [21, Lemma 2], we can usg_(40) to write the
(32) and using the first part of Lemnha 3, we obtain for afprobability in [39) as follows:

y e Fns that
P[ (R —is(X;,Y3)) > log (Uv/n)
E[exp(—i?(XS,Y))J].{i?(XS,Y)zt}‘Y:y} ;
Ka gy = // dF(ty)---dF(t)dFu(u)  (42)
vn > ti>log(uv/n)
. — eanT‘(Q'rR) // eiﬁ 21 Zi
for some constank's. Here we have used the fact tH&tin S, 2 >log(u/m)

(@I2) grows linearly inn, which follows from the fact that we
are considering finite alphabets [19, Lemma 46]. Substituti

(33) into [29), we obtain

X sz(Zl) e sz(Zn)dFU(u), (43)

where Fi; (u) denotes the CDF ol/. Substituting [(4B) into

_ n , we obtain
po<Ki S Px(@Wi(yle) 34y €9
®,YEFn s 5. < Kse "Er(QR)
X min < 1 M £ et (@) (35) o 5
T xE{e*PEiZiJL{ﬁZZi > plog (U\/E)H. (44)
< KjE| minq 1, %e_i?(x’y) (36) '
NG

M Let Ey(Q, p, s) be defined as in{5) with a fixed value of
< K3E|:Inin {17 _e—iZ‘(X,Y)}] (37) in place of the supremum. The moment generating function
vn (MGF) of Z is given by

where [[36) follows by upper bounding the summation over

_ TZ
y € F,.s by a summation over all, and [37) follows by Mz(r) = EE[e(Q]R) X (45)
_ ~(Q, p+T —is(X,
defining K3 2 K max{1, K,}. = e VR e A ] (46)
We immediately obtain the desired result for rates below = eFo(Q@P0) g~ (Bo(@ptme)—rR), (47)

the critical rate by upper bounding th&n{1, -} term in [37)
by one and usind{16) (witp = 1) and the definition of”. where [46) follows from[(40), an@?ﬁ follows frorl (4) and

In the remainder of the subsection, we focus on rates abdfl#). Using the identitie€[Z] = 4z and Var[Z] =
the critical rate. &M _ 7=0
. _ e , We obtain

For any non-negative random variabld, we have =0
E[min{1, A}] = P[A > U], whereU is uniform on (0, 1) 9
and independent afi. We can thus write[(37) as E[Z] =R - M -0 (48)

P p=p
M . 0*Eo(Q, p 5)
P, < K3P| —e % (XY) >U] 38 Var[Z :_#‘ >0, 49
p.< KaP| oL > (39 2] (9| (49)

= K3]P>{Z (R—is(Xi,Y;)) > log (U\/ﬁ)} (39) where the second equality in_(48) and the inequality_id (49)
e hold sinceR € (Re:(Q), Icvi(Q)) and hencep € (0,1)
(e.g. seell2, pp. 142-143]). Writing the expectation[in] (44)

Let F(t) denote the cumulative distribution function (CDFhS a nested expectation g|véh and app|y|ng LemmE]l, it
of R—is(X,Y) with (X,Y) ~Qx W, and letZy,--- , Z,  follows that

be i.i.d. according to the tilted CDF

. 5, < K4enEr(Q-,R)E[Leﬁlog(U\/ﬁ)} (50)
Fol2) = e5@0 [ crape), (40) Vi A
— 0 1 1 P
= Kqe "ErQRE [— <—) } (51)
wherep = p(Q, R). It is easily seen that this is indeed a % Vv \Uyn
CDF by writing — 4 ,—nE-(QR) b
a0 e E[U7] (52)
[e'e] R ) ) Kr
pt _ p(R—is(X,Y))] _ —E.(Q,R) _ 5 -nE.(Q,R)
/700 e’ dF(t) = E[e } =e ,  (42) a7 e , (53)

where the last equality follows frori (1L6) and since we hawehere K, and K5 = K4IE[U*f’] are constants. This con-
assumed that is chosen optimally. cludes the proof.



C. Proof for the Irregular Case in (28), we have for any > 0 that

The upper bound of one at rates below the critical rate P[error Ny ¢ }'W;] (62)
in (I2) was given by Kaplan and Shamai|[12], so we focus < () W™
on rates above the critical rate. The proof for the regular T ; Q" (@)W (yl)
case used two applications of Lemina 1 ded (33) And (50). YETme

The former leads to a multiplicative ~ X min{laMP[i?(Y, y) > i?(mvy)]} (63)
final expression, and the second Ieads to a multiplicative P
. n n —i% (z,y)

n=% term. In the irregular case, we only perform the latter = Z Q" ()W (y|m)(Me Y ) (64)

application of Lemm&]l. The proof is otherwise essentially T YES s

identical. Applying Markov's inequality to the RCU boundynere [6#) follows from Markov's inequality and since

in (15), we obtain min{l,a} < a” (0 < p < 1). We henceforth choosg
and s to achieve the maximum and supremum [ih (4) and

Pe < E[min{l,Mei:(X’Y)}]. (54) ()] _respectively, in _ac_cordance with Leminh 2. With these

choices, we have similarly t_(1L6) that

Repeating the analysis of the regular case starting fiafy) (37 ¢ " (@Q:F) — Z Q" (x)W™ y|m)(

—ig( 7y)) (65)
we obtain the desired result.

Hence, we will complete the proof by showing that

APPENDIX Z Q”(w)W"(y|m)e*Pi?(“°vy) (66)
Here we provide the proof of Lemnd 3. The first property Y EFns
is easily proved by writing has a strictly larger exponential rate of decay than
Varlit (X.. Y)Y = ] (55) 2 @@ yle)e e (67)
= Varlis (X, Yi) | Yi = yi] (56) for somes > 0. By performing an expansion in terms of
=1 types, [6F) is equal to
> > nPy(y)Varlis(X,, Y)Y =y (57) ,
e Z P[(X, Y) c Tn(ny)} e—ﬂP]EP[ls(X,Y)]
Pxy €Pp(X X))
Substituting the bound o@y(y) in 23) and the definition (68)
of v, in (28), we obtain[(Z4). To prove that > 0, we note = maxexp( (D(nyHQ x W)
that the variance of a random variable is zero if and only if Pxy
the variable is deterministic, and hence + pEplis(X,Y)] + (1))), (69)
Var[is(Xs,Y)|Y = 4] = 0 where [69) follows from the property of types in_ 17, Eq.
Vi (xly) (12)] and the fact that the number of joint types is polyndmia
<= log — ZEN independent of in n. Substituting the definitions of divergence and(see
Q@) (13)) into [69), we see that the exponent[of](67) equals
x whereverV,(z|y) >0  (58)
q(z,y)° i minZPXy(x y)
<— ——————— is independent of y ’
S Q@@ yy T Py
x whereverQ(z)q(z,y)* >0 (59) - Pxy(z,y) a(z,y)* P -
« q(x.y) is independent of P\ Q@W () \ T, @@a@. ) ) )

x whereverQ(z)q(z,y) >0  (60) Similarly, and from the definition ofF,, ; in (23), (66) has

= y ¢, (61)  an exponent equal to
where [59) follows from the definition o¥, in (20), (60) min ZPXY(;c,y)
follows from the assumptions > 0, and [&1) follows from Pxy i3y, Pr(y)<s

(2) and the definition ofy; in (8).

P
P S
We now turn to the proof of the second property. Modify- x log ( X;;/I(/:c,y) ( q(a_:’ y)_ S) ) (72)
ing the RCU bound ir{15) to include the conditidh¢ F,, s Q)W lyle) \ 25 Q@)4a(T,y)




A straightforward evaluation of the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker[9] —, “Refinement of the sphere-packing bound,”IEEE Int. Symp.
(KKT) conditions [22, Sec. 5.5.3] yields that {70) is unitjue
minimized by

P)*(Y(Iay)

2=Q@a@y)°
q(z,y)*

v

a S QE)AF )"
S QW ' le) 2 ST

QW)

(72)

7

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

From the assumptions ifil(2) arld (9), we can find a symbgk
y* € Y1 such thatPy(y*) > 0. Choosingd < Py (y*), it

follows that P% fails to satisfy the constraint in_(¥1), and

thus [71) is strictly greater thah {[70).
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