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Abstract

This work studies the problem of distributed compressiortafelated sources with an action-dependent joint
distribution. This class of problems is, in fact, an extensof the Slepian-Wolf model, but where cost-constrained
actions taken by the encoder or the decoder affect the gereid one of the sources. The purpose of this work is
to study the implications of actions on the achievable rates

In particular, two cases where transmission occurs ovetealiraited link are studied; case A for actions taken
at the decoder and case B where actions are taken at the en&adiEmplete single-letter characterization of the set
of achievable rates is given in both cases. Furthermore twone coding setup is investigated for the case where
actions are taken at the encoder. The sources are genetaléfer@nt nodes of the network and are required at a
set of terminal nodes, yet transmission occurs over a geramgclic, directed network. For this setup, generalized
cut-set bounds are derived, and a full characterizatiom®fset of achievable rates using single-letter expresssons
provided. For this scenario, random linear network codsgroved to be optimal, even though this is not a classical
multicast problem. Additionally, two binary examples angdstigated and demonstrate how actions taken at different
nodes of the system have a significant affect on the achievaté region in comparison to a naive time-sharing
strategy.

Index Terms

Actions, correlated sources, distributed compressiotwaré coding, random linear network coding, Slepian-Wolf
source coding.

I. INTRODUCTION

The field of distributed encoding and joint decoding of clated information sources is fundamental in
information theory. In their seminal work, Slepian and W\W)[1] showed that the total rate used by a system
which distributively compresses correlated sources isaktputhe rate that is used by a system that performs joint
compression. An extension of this model for general netwavks studied by Het al. [2], who showed that this

property is maintained using a novel coding scheme, Randiomak Network Coding (RLNC).

This work was supported by the Israel Science FoundatianEfRC starting grant and the European Commission in the frankeof the
FP7 Network of Excellence in Wireless COMmunications (NE®@NE#). This paper will be presented in part at the 2014 IEEE Irttonal
Symposium on Information Theory, Honolulu, HI, USA. O. Sgkend H. H. Permuter are with the department of Electrical @ochputer
Engineering, Ben-Gurion University of the Negev, Beer\@hésrael (oronsa@post.bgu.ac.il, haimp@bgu.ac.illCéhen is with the department
of Communication Systems Engineering, Ben-Gurion Unitersf the Negev, Beer-Sheva, Israel (coasaf@bgu.ac.il).


http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.3997v1

X" Ti(X™) e 2nRx X’n Yn
—=—! Encoderl (X" > Decoder B E S
A
A™(Ty) To(Y™) € 2nfty
Y
Y'IL
Py x4 > Encoder2

Fig. 1. Case A - Correlated sources with actions taken at ¢éiceder. The actions are based on the indexsent by encodet and affect the
generation of the sourcg™.

In past studies, the joint distribution of the sources hamnhbmerceived as given by nature; however, what if the

system can take actions that affect the generation of ss@rce

For instance, consider a sensor network where measuremfetgmperature and pressure sensors are required
at a set of terminal nodes. Each source symbol is acquired siensor and the resolution of the pressure sensors
can be controlled by actions. After collecting data from tbmperature sensors, we may wish to perform actions
according to our needs. Based on a block of temperature measunts, actions are taken by modifying the pressure
measurements’ resolution. We model such a systewomaslated sources with actions with the following sources
distribution: the sourceX is a memoryless source that is distributed according’to while the other sourcey’,

has a memoryless conditional distributidf,| x 4, that is conditioned on the sourcé and an actior.

In this paper, we cover two concepts for our model; the first assical multi-user setup where transmission
occurs over rate-limited links. Here, actions can be penfat at different nodes of the system: case A for actions
that are taken at the decoder as described inFig. 1, and chmseaBtions that are taken at the encoder as described
in Fig.[2. In the second approach, we assume that transmissicurs over ajiven directed, acyclic network. In
this scenario, the case where actions are taken at the anicomwestigated. Our coding scheme combines both
codes for coding of correlated sources with actions as velNetwork Coding. Moreover, we defirgeneralized
cut-set bounds for this setup, which are shown to be tight. To the best of cwswkedge, actions have not been

previously studied in a general network coding setup.

Specifically, the first case we consider is depicted in Eigwhere actions are taken at the decoder: based on
its source observatioX™, which is independent and identically distributed (i)i.dccording to~ Px, encoder
1 gives an indexl} (X™) to the decoder. Having received the indEx the decoder chooses the action sequence
A™. Nature then generates the other source sequéfitewhich is the output of a discrete memoryless channel
Pyx,4, whose input is the paifX™, A™). Based on its observatiori”, an indexT>(Y™") is sent to the decoder
by encoder. The reconstruction sequenc(eX”, Y") are then generated at the decoder, based on the indices that

were given by the encoders. For this case, a single-let@acterization of the optimal rate region is presented in
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Fig. 2. Case B - Correlated sources with actions taken attceder. The actions are based on the sou¥éeand affect the generation of

the sourceY'™.

TheorendlL.

The second case we consider is depicted in [Hig. 2, wherenactice taken at encodér based on its source
observationX”, which is i.i.d.~ Py, the first encoder chooses an action sequetiteThe other sourcey™, is
then generated as in case A and is available at enchdeach encoder now chooses an index to be given to the
decoder, based on its source observation. The reconsmusgijuencesX™, Y") are then generated at the decoder
based on the indices that were given by the encoders. Thésisdsund to have better performance than case A,
which is intuitive since in case A actions are constrainedéoa function of7;, while in case B actions are a
function of the explicit source&X™. Moreover, in case A encodéris required to describe completely the actions’
information within the index;, while in case B partial actions’ information can be senhitl,. In Theoren R,
we characterize the optimal rate region for this case usimgjesletter terms. In Sectidn 1V, we demonstrate and
prove in two binary examples how performing actions at theoder or the decoder have a significant advantage
compared to a naive time-sharing strategy.

In the general network scenario, the case where actionsalem tat the encoder is investigated. The setup is
depicted in Fig[B. The nodes and s, play the role of the encoders as in case B and source generatimains
the same. However, transmission occurs over a generalli@agicected network. Each link in the network has a
known capacity, which represents a noiseless link in urfitsits per unit time. Nodes in the network are allowed
to perform encoding based on the messages on their inp, lexcept for a set of terminal nodesEach terminal
node,t € 7, is required to reconstruct both sources in a lossless mammeharacterize the set of achievable rates,
we derived the conditions for which reliable communicatiam occur in terms of network capabilities and, lastly,
proved its optimality by deriving the generalized cut-setibds for this problem.

In [3], it was proven by Liet al. that linear network coding achieves optimality in multicpsoblems. Following
this result, the RLNC approach was introduced byétial. in [2] for a model of correlated sources’ compression
over an arbitrary network. Our moddbes not fall into the class of multicast problems since no requirement for
actions reconstruction is defined, yet it is very clear thatdctions taken affect the rate region. Moreover, our set of

achievable rates include terms of mutual information, Whéce not typical in multicast problems. Nevertheless, we



prove that RLNC achieves optimality also in our network moé&erthermore, derivation of the achievable region
for our model required an upper bound on the probability that different inputs to a randomized linear network
induce the same output at a receiver node. Calculation aktheunds, based on the resultlih [2, Appendix A],
led us to note that their result can be extended to a broadss df network coding problems. In Lemina 1, we
state the upper bound and provide an alternative proofifi@tbby an example that demonstrates how this lemma
can be used in network coding problems in general, and,cpdatly, in our model.

The concept of actions in information theory was introdubgd/MVeissman in[[4]. The model is useful in cases
where the user can perform actions that control the probkting, such as receiving state information in channel
coding or receiving side information (Sl) in source codingkdems. In [[4], a point to point channel with an
action-dependent state was studied. Based on the inputagesthe transmitter was allowed to perform actions
that affect the generation of states in the channel and aiable at the transmitter. Inl[5], Choudhuri and Mitra
studied an adaptive actions setting; actions’ performave® not based only on the message but also on a causal
observation of the channel state. This adaptive setup wageg@rto have the same performance as_in [4]. Later,
some extensions to the multi-user setups were consideuwetl, & multiple access channel (MAC) with cribbing
and controlled encoders by Permuter and Asnahi [6], and MAID action-dependent state information at one
encoder([F] by Diksteiret al.. In all the setups described above, considering actionspraged to increase the
capacity rate region.

Of most relevance to this paper is the work of Permuter ands$hean in([8], relating to source coding with S,
also termed the Vending Machine (VM). A Wyner-Ziv model a3 was considered, yet with actions. Actions
are performed at the encoder or the decoder and might affecjuality of the Sl available to the decoder. This
extension was proved to have a significant impact on the peebce of such a system. In [10], Zhetoal. studied
a new role for actions that affect the distribution of an imfiation source. An action-dependent information source
is generated and a reconstruction of the latter is requitetraninal node. The optimal compression rate was

characterized for the lossless case, and bounds on theasttalistortion function were given. Later on, [n [11],

Fig. 3. Correlated sources in general networks with acti@ased on sourc& ™, nodes; performs actions that affect the generationYdt.
Transmission of the encoded sources occurs over an aybamyclic directed network. Both sources are required attaoféerminal nodes.
Note, the dashed arrow is the actions’ cost-constraindd lin



Simeone considered a VM model, but with sources that are mwhanyless and with actions that might also be
affected by causal observation of the Sl. [nl[12], Kittickokaiet al. considered a source coding model where
actions affect the generation of two-sided Sl sequences;i®mvailable to the encoder and the other one to the
decoder. In[[1B], Ahmadét al. studied a new role of actions, where an additional decodseryks a function of
the actions. A characterization of the information thas tiécoder can reconstruct was given for several setups. In
[14], Chiaet al. studied a multi-user setup of the VM; two decoders can olesdifferent Sl sequences, where both
sequences were generated according to the same actioristie eited papers, actions were proved to be efficient
while acquiring Sl or generating an action-dependent mfdion source; here, we study the role for actions that
affect the distribution of an information source in a mulsier setups.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Sefffiave formulate the problem for all communication
models. Sectiofi Dl includes a statement of our main reselggrding the optimal rate regions for case A, case B
and the set of achievable rates for the general network soei®ectior IV describes two binary examples. Section
Vlincludes the proofs of case A and case B. A detailed proofifemetwork coding scenario is provided in Section
[VT] Finally, Section[VIl summarizes the main achievememtd @nsights presented in this work along with some

possible future work.

II. NOTATION AND PROBLEM DEFINITION

Let X be a finite set, and lei’” denote the set of alh-tuples of elements froni'. An element fromXx™
is denoted byz" = (z1,z2,...,z,). If the dimension is clear from the context then boldfaceelstx will
refer tox™. Random variables are denoted by uppercase letierand the previous notation also holds here, e.g.
X" = (X1,Xs,...,X,) andX™ stands forX™. The probability mass function of, the joint distribution function
of X andY, and the conditional distribution ok givenY” will be denoted byPy, Px y and Px |y, respectively.
Additionally, the notation/z| stands for the smallest integer greater than

We consider a system of correlated sources with actionsus eéfer to case A as the case where the decoder is
allowed to perform actions and to case B as the case wherelenicperforms actions. We provide here a definition
for the setting of case A and the definition for the setting afec B is straightforward. The source sequeice
is such thatX,; € X for i € [1,n] and is distributed i.i.d. with a pmPx. The first encoder measures a sequence
X™ and encodes it in a messa@e € {1,...,2"%x} which is transmitted to the decoder. The decoder receives
the indexT; and selects an action sequence, whéfec A4™. The action sequence affects the generation of the
other source sequend€®, which is the output of a discrete memoryless chargly 4 with inputs of X", A™).

Specifically, givenX™ = 2™ and A™ = a™, the source sequend€” is distributed as

n

p(y"|z",a") = [ p(yilei, a). 6y
i=1

Encoder2 receives the observatig/t and encodes it in a messa@e € {1, ...,2"%v}. The estimated sequences

(X", Y") are then obtained at the decoder as a function of the mes%agasd 75.



For the settings described above247x 272y n) code for a block of length: and rate pair§Rx, Ry) consists

of encoding functions:
Ty : X" = {1,...,2"Rx}
Ty V" = {1,... 2"} (2)
strategy functions:
hq :{1,...,2"x} & A" for case A
he : X" — A" for case B 3)

and a decoding function:
g {1, 2Ry {1, 2L o X Y (4)

Actions taken are subject to a cost constrdinthat is,

-3 oA
i=1

The probability of error for a code(2"%x  2nEy n) is defined aP™ = Pr((X",Y") # g(T1,Ty)). For a given

E <T. (5)

cost constraint’, a rate paif Rx, Ry) is said to beachievable if there exists a sequence of codegfx, 2nftv n)
such thatP{™ — 0 asn — oo and the cost constrain{](5), is satisfied. Téptimal rate region is the convex
closure of the set of achievable rate pairs. Let us denoteptienal rate regions aR 4 and R for case A and

case B, respectively.

A. Network Mode

A network is represented as a directed, acyclic grdph (V, £), whereV is the set of network nodes aidis
the set of links, such that information can be sent noislgiéssm nodei to nodej if (,5) € £. Each edgé € £
is associated with a nonnegative real numemhich represents its capacity in bits per unit time. We derbe
origin node of a linkl aso(l) and the destination of a linkasd(l).

We specify anetwork of correlated sources with actions (V, £, s1, s2, 7) as follows. The source sequen&e is
such thatX,; € X for ¢ € [1,n] is i.i.d. with a pmfPx. Based on its source observati&i’, nodes; € V selects
an action sequencd”™ € A". The action sequence affects the generation of the othecss@quenc& ™, which
is the output of a discrete memoryless chanfglx, 4 with inputs of (X", A™). More specifically, givenX™ = z"
and A" = a", the source sequendé™ is distributed ag(y"|z™,a™) = []}_, p(v:|zi, a;). The source sequence
Y" is available at node; € V \ {s1}. The source sequencéX™,Y") are demanded at a set of terminal nodes
denoted ag € V \ {s1, s2}. We assume that the source nodess, have no incoming links and that each node
t € T has no outgoing links.

For any vector of rateéR;);c¢, a ((2"Rl)l ce ,n) source code consists of strategy function:

ht X" — A", (6)



encoding functions:

g X" = {1,..., 2" Vi€ &, o(l) = s,
g Ym = {1,..., 2" Vie & o(l) = s,
g Hl’:d(l’):o(l){17 .. .,Qan'} — {1, .. .72an} Vi e S,O(l) Q/ {81, 82}, (7)

and decoding functions, for eac¢te 7:
bt - Hl:d(l):t{17 ceey 2an} — X" x :)A}n (8)

We are interested in the set of possible val(e$,cs for which for anye > 0 there exists a sufficiently large
and a((2"Rl)l€g ,n) code exists satisfyind; < ¢; for all [ € &, such thatPr((X[", Y*) # (X™,Y")) > 1 —e
for eacht € r and E [% Z?:l A(Al-)] < T'. We call the closure of this set of rate vectors #seof the achievable
rates, which we denote byR .

Given any setd C V and a node € V\ A, acut V4, is a subset of vertices that includdsbut is disjoint from
t, that is,A C V4, andVa, Nt = (. Given a cutV4, the capacity of a cut C(V.4) is the sum over all capacities
of edges] € £ such thato(l) € Va4, andd(l) € Va,; that is,

C(Vas) = > a. 9)
L1€€:0(1)EV a1, d(1) &V As

For given setsA and node, let V7, be theminimum cut, which is the cut minimizes the capacity of a cut among

all cuts V4. Finally, for given non-intersecting sets, 7 we defineC(V}.,) = mine, C(V}.,).

IIl. MAIN RESULTS

The following three theorems are the main results in thisspap

Theorem 1. The optimal rate region R 4 for case A (See Fig.[D), i.e. correlated sources with actions taken at the

decoder, is the closure of the set of triplets (Rx, Ry, I") such that

Rx + Ry > HX,Y|A) + I(X; A), (10c)

where the joint distribution of (X, A,Y") is of the form:
Px ay = PxPaxPy|ax, (11)

under which E [A(A)] <T.

Theorem 2. The optimal rate region R for case B (See Fig.[2), i.e. correlated sources with actions taken at the
encoder, is the closure of the set of triplets (Rx, Ry, I") such that

Rx > H(X|Y,A) + I(X; A) = I(Y; A), (12a)



Rx + Ry > H(X,Y|A) 4+ I(X; A), (12¢)

where the joint distribution of (X, A,Y") is of the form (Id), under which £ [A(4)] < T.

Note, for a fixed distribution of the forni . (1124 C Rp. In R, Rx has a looser constraint, reduced by a
non-negative factor of (Y'; 4), while the sum-rate remains the same. In case A, actionstrimdtion should be
described completely within the ratx prior to the generation of’”. However, in case B the indiceg,, Ts
are transmitted independently. Thus, reduction®ef is by the maximum amount of actions’ information that is
implied from the indexl, i.e. I(Y; A). Moreover, representation & 4 and’R 5 by their corner points shows that
(Rx,Ry) = (H(X),H(Y|X,A)) is a common corner point for both setups. Thus, for high rafeRx actions
at different nodes of the system might have the same affeth®mptimal rate regions.

The regionsk 4 andR 4 reduce to those investigated [n [8] for the special case lotating unlimited rate for
Ry, equivalently, having the sourdé available at the decoder. Having unlimit&d- implies that [10b)£(10c) and
(I28)-[12t) are redundant. Thus, we only have a constraim® g. Theorenf 1l is then reduced to the result[df [8,
Sec.ll] source coding with SI where actions are taken at #woder, while Theorefn 2 is reduced to the result of
[8, Sec.lll] source coding with SI where actions are takethatencoder. Another special case is when considering
deterministic actions, that is§ = a; let us write the original optimal rate region of SW Bsw (Px, Py|x ), with

the explicit dependence oRy and Py |x. For this setting, bottR 4 andR g reduce toRsw (Px, Py|x,a=a)-

Theorem 3. Given a correlated sources with action network (V, &, s1, s2,7,T) (See Fig. ), the set of achievable

rates R is such that

C(V.,,;) = HY|X, A), (13b)
C(Vi, ) 2 I(X5 A) + H(X, Y| A), (130)

where the joint distribution of (X, A,Y") is of the form (Id), under which £ [A(4)] < T.

Note, the network investigated here is an extension of cas€hB network setting is reduced to case B by
substitutingy = {s1, so,t} and & = {(s1,¢), (s2,t)}. Therefore, the right hand side df {13) coincides with the

information measurements in TheorEin 2.

IV. EXAMPLES

In this section, we study two binary examples and derive thtnl rate regionsk 4, Rp. For comparison,
we also study a special scenario for which actions are takéord the the first sourc&™ is known, and actions
play the role of time-sharing random variable. This spestanario may seem a degenerate setup, but can lead to
some insights when considering an implementation of sucystes with actions. The first example illustrates a

scenario where actions taken at different nodes of the sysannot affect the set of achievable rates, while the



second example demonstrates how taking actions at diffaes of the system improve significantly the optimal

rate region under a cost regime.

Example 1. This binary example illustrates a sensors’ measuremaaisrrission;X andY are two measurements
known at different nodes of the system. The measuretesta coarse measurement which is binary and distributed
uniformly, while the measurement corresponds to fine or coarse measurement depends on tmedeti@ns. A
low-cost actions correspond to a fine measurement withimnteasured range, and high-cost actions correspond
to a coarse measurement identical to fieneasurement. This cost implies that the number of fine meamnts
needs to be above some threshold. Our goal is to characteezeates that are required in order to know both
measurements at the decoder under a cost regime.

The example is illustrated in Figl 4; consider a binary caber@X =) = A = {0,1}, and X ~ Bern(.5).
Let Y be an output of a clean channeldf= 0, and the output of a noisy-channel with crossover prolgtilis
if A = 1. Actions can be taken at the decoder (swilcls closed), at the encoder (switéhis closed) or in the
special case of actions taken before the soufcis known (switchl and switch2 are open). We consider a cost
function A(A) = A that inducesP(A=1)<T

X ~ Bern(.5)—>{ Encoder Ry, Decoder XY,
| A

1 switch 1 1 switch 2

Ry
Fine measurement R lA ,,,,,, ‘
0 v 0 ' |
> —Jl-Q i

-

X — 3 ; Encoder
0——0 ! !
1 1 L,,,,,,,,,,,,,J

Coarse measurement

Fig. 4. The setup for example Actions can be performed by the decoder (switcis closed), by the encoder (switdhis closed) or before

X is known (switchl and switch2 are open). The switch in the dashed box corresponds to atfenformance.

« Case A - actions are taken at the decoder; the setup is depicteig.[4, with switchl closed. A general
conditional distribution connecting and A is considered, withP4x(1/0) = a and P4 x(0[1) = 3. The

optimal rate regionR 4, is as follows:

Rx >1—0.5(a+ B)Hy(

oz—i—ﬂ_
Ry > 0.5(a+ B),

Rx + Ry >1+0.5(a+ f), (14)
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for somea, § € [0,1] such thatd.5(a + 3) < T.
« Case B - actions are taken at the encoder; the setup is dépictéig.[4, with switch2 closed. Calculating

R with the same pmf as in the previous case yields:
Rx >1— Hy(0.5a+ 0.25[8 + a]) + 0.5(a + B),
Ry > 0.5(a+ B),
Rx + Ry > 1+0.5(a+p), (15)
for somea, § € [0,1] such thatd.5(a + 3) < T.

« Case C - Actions are taken before the souic®e is known - for this case, actions contain no information
of the sourceX™ and play the role of a time-sharing random variable avaglablthe system. Definitions of
the probability of error, achievable rate pair and the optinate region, denoted bR 4, x, remain as in the
previous cases. For this scenario, it can be shown that tmalrate regioriR 4, x is the set of Rx, Ry, I")
such that:

RY Z H(Y|Xa A)v
Rx + Ry > H(X,Y|A), (16)
for some joint distributionPx 4y = Px PaPy|4,x, under whichE [A(A)] < T.

The setup is depicted in Figl 4 where both switches are opergssume thak ~ Bern(a) and the optimal

rate regionR 4, x, is as follows:

Rx + Ry > 1+ a, (17)

for somea >T.

Remarkably, the unions over the three regions coincide figrvalue ofI". Let us provide the coding scheme
for minimizing the regions; substitute = I" and 3 = T' (which satisfies the cost constraint) so that all the three

regions are then minimized. The minimized region for thrases as a function of the co$t, is then:

Rle_]-—‘a
Ryzl—n
Rx + Ry >2-T. (18)

This equivalence can happen in systems for which greedgypidioptimal. A greedy policy is associated with a

system for which different observations &f lead to the same actions strategy. For instance, in exagngteedy
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policy implies A = 1 which yields more correlation betweet andY and thus a greater achievable region. Note

that this policy has no dependence on the souf¢ceand we are constrained only by the cbst

Example 2. The example is depicted in Fif] 5; we consider the previowmgte but with a different channel
characterization of the sour@é. Let Y be an output of a Z-channel with crossover probabiit§ A = 0, and the
output of an S-channel with crossover probabilityf A = 1. Again, actions can be taken at the decoder (switch
1 is closed), at the encoder (switehis closed) or in the case that actions are taken before theesduis known

(switch 1 and switch2 are open). We consider a cost functidfAd) = A which inducesP(A =1) <T.

Rx XY

X ~ Bern(.5—| Encoder

A 4
)
®
9]
o]
Q
®
L

1 switch 1 Wl switch 2

S

Z-Channel
0 0

N %f Af()lc i
1——1 | \Q_L
X — = | ‘ Encoder

1 1
S-Channel

|

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

Fig. 5. The setup for exampl2 Actions can be taken at the decoder (swicls closed ), at the encoder (switdhis closed) or beforeX is
known (switch1 and switch2 are open). The switch in the dashed box corresponds to atenformance.

« Case A - actions are taken at the decoder; the setup is deickeg.[8 for the case that switchis closed. A
general conditional distribution connectig and A is considered, withP,|x (1|0) = a and P4 x (0[1) = 5.

The optimal rate regiorR 4, is as follows:

Qi

B

Rx >1—-0.5(a+ B)Hb(a m B) —0.5(8 + a)Hb(B n d)
_ a _ B
+O.5(a+6§)Hb(m) +0.5(8 + aé)Hb(B+a5),
Ry > 0.5(cc + B)Hy(9),
Rx + Ry > 1+ 0.5(a + 8)Hy(9), (19)

for someaq, 8 € [0, 1] such that0.5(a + 3) < T and & stands forl — a.
« Case B - actions are taken at the encoder; the setup is dijicteig.[8 for the case that switchis closed.

A conditional distribution is assumed as in cateThe optimal rate regioriR 5, for this case is as follows:

Rx > 1+0.5(a+ B)Hy(8) — Hy(0.5[1 + ad — 43)),
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Ry > 0.5(a + B)Hy(),
Rx + Ry > 1+05(O¢+6)Hb(6), (20)
for somea, 8 € [0, 1] such that0.5(a + 3) < T.
Note, the optimal rate regioR gz is minimized by takingAd = X for the case of” > 0.5.

« Case C - actions are taken before the souféeis known; the setup is depicted in Fid. 5 where both switches

are open. The optimal rate regioR,4 x, for example2 is:

1
> 0.5(1 H,
Rx > 0501 +6) ().
Ry > O.5Hb(5),

Note that the region is independent a@fand no union is needed here. This fact implies tRat, x is also
independent of the codt and only depends on the value &f

To gain some intuition regarding the optimal rate regions,dsaw the results foF = 0.3 andd = 0.5 in Fig.
[6. Let us examine the curved dashed blue line, which correlpto case A; its corner point coincides with the
black line (squared-marker) and tends to the red line @teavmarker) in different parts of the region. For a high
Rx, an action is transmitted explicitly withilkx and induces high correlation with the sour&e Decreasing
Rx implies thatP, x induces the action to be less correlative withand, therefore, tends to the regi®u | x.
Nevertheless, the blue plot achieves better performandexirthan the red plot, which implies that correlation is
required to achieve minimurRx. Clearly, case A and case B have greater optimal region tiawdse of actions

independent ofX ", thus time-sharing is not optimal when investigating anoactiependent system.

Comparison fol” =0.3,6 = 0.5

T
1
]
]
]
]
]
]
]
L}
1

Ry [Bits/Symbol]

——&8— Case B - Actions are taken at 'the encoder
------- Case A - Actions are taken at the decoder
—=A—— Case C - Actions are taken befal&” is known

| | | | | | | | |

[ 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

Rx[Bits/Symbol]

Fig. 6. The optimal rate regions for three cases of Exarfiple
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V. PROOFS OFCASE A AND CASEB

In this section we present the proof of Theorein 1 and Theddeds2mentioned in Sectionll, the network
model that was studied in Theordrth 3 can be reduced to case & gedain conditions. Thus, the converse of
Theorem 2 is omitted here and can be followed directly from ¢bnverse of Theorefd 3, which is provided in
SectiorlV]. However, we provide an alternative achievabpiroof, which is less complicated than the direct method
of Theoren{B.

A. Proof of Theorem

Sketch of Achievability: At the first stage, the identity of the action sequence isstratted from encodet
to the decoder; generate a codebook of actions contaitifig’i4) independent codewords, where each codeword
is generated according tB4. Encoderl looks in the codebook for a codeword which is jointly typieath the
source observation™, and transmits this codeword to the decoder using a raté ¥t A). Note that the optimal

rate region,[{1I0),can be written as:
Rx — I(X; A) > H(X|Y, A),
Ry > HY|X, A),
[Rx —I(X;A)]+ Ry > H(X,Y|A). (22)

Before proceeding to the last step of the proof, note thatttipet (A", X", Y™) is jointly typical with high
probability. The sourc& ™ is an output of a memoryless channel that is conditioned enptir (X", A™); this
pair is jointly typical with high probability according tdé covering lemma_[15, Chapter 3]. Now, using the fact
that the triplet is jointly typical, the right hand side ¢f2)2is achieved by implementing a SW coding scheme,
where actions are treated as Sl available at the decoder.
Converse:
Assume that a sequen¢@™?x 2"Fv n) of achievable codes exists. For the rate that is used by endod
consider:
TLRX Z H(Tl)
W BTy + HA"T) + H(X™[Y"™, T)) — H(X"|Y", T})
®
> H(A™) + H(T1|A™) + H(X™Y™, T1) — ne,
()
> H(A™) + H(X"™, T1|A™",Y") — ne,
=HA") + HX"A", Y™+ H(TW| X", A", Y") — ne,
D H(A") + H(X"|A™,Y™) - ne,,
Y H(A™ - H(A"X) + H(X"|A™,Y™) — ne,,

D H(X™) — H(Y"A™) + HY"|A™, X™) — ne,,
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I(Xi; As) + H(X;|A;:,Y;)] — nep,
1

.
Il

where:

(a) follows from the fact thatd™ is a deterministic function of the indeK;
(b) follows from Fano’s inequality and properties of jointteopy;

(c) follows from the fact that conditioning reduces entrppy

(d) follows from the fact thaff} is a deterministic function o™;

(e) follows from the fact thatd™ is a deterministic function o™;

(f) follows from the properties of mutual information;

(g) follows from the fact thatX™ is i.i.d. and the memoryless properfy (1);
(h) follows from the fact that conditioning reduces entrppy

(i) follows from the properties of mutual information.

For the rate that is used by encoder

TLRY Z H(Tg)
(@)
®)
> H(Ty,Y"X") — ne,

9 By X — ne,
D gyn|x, A™) — ne,
DS H(Y| A X0)] = nen,
=1
where:
(a) follows from the fact that conditioning reduces entropy
(b) follows from Fano’s inequality;
(c) follows from the fact thafl, is a deterministic functions of ;
(d) follows from the fact thatd™ is deterministic functions oX";

(e) follows from the memoryless properfy (1).

The last converse is for the sum-rate of the encoders:

n(RX + Ry) Z H(Tl,TQ)

=H(T,T5, X", Y") — HX",Y"|T1,T>)

[H(X;) — HY;[Y'"™ !, A") + H(Yi| Ai, X,)] — ne

[H(X;) — H(Yi|A;) + H(Yi|Ai, Xi)] — ne

14

(23)

(24)
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(@)
> H(X",Y") + H(T, To| X", Y") — ne,

© H(x",Y") — ne,

c

2 H(X™) + HY"|X™, A") — ne,

—~
~

[H(X;) + H(Y:| X5, A)] — nep

Iz
[

1

-
Il

|

N
Il
-

where:

(a) follows from Fano’s inequality and the properties ohjoentropy;
(b) follows from the fact thafl; and7: are deterministic functions o™ andY™, respectively;
(c) follows from the fact thatd™ is a deterministic function oX™;

(d) follows from the fact thatX™ is memoryless and the memoryless propEity 1.

Derivation of the single letter terms is by using a standan@tsharing techinque. Thus, we have shown the bounds:
Ry > I(X;A) + HX|AY) — €,
Ry > H(Y|A, X) — ey,
Rx + Ry, > I(X;A)+ HX,Y|A) —¢,. (26)

The proof is completed by taking — oo, which impliese,, — 0 since(Rx, Ry ) are achievable.

B. Achievability of Theorem[2

The achievability proof is based on arguments of time slgamamely, we prove the corner points Bfs to be
achievable and conclude that the convex region is also aahlie Throughout the proof, we differentiate two cases
according to the sign of the terdf(X; A) — I(Y; A). The corner points oR are illustrated in Figl]7, and can

be written as:
(Rx, Ry) = (I(X;A) - I(Y; A) + H(X|Y, A),H(Y)) (27)

(Rx, Ry) = (H(X), H(Y|X, A)). (28)

The corner point in[{27) can be achieved as follows; we firmhgmit the source sequen&g in a lossless
manner at a rate off (Y') to the decoder, then our problem reduces to thai bf [8, $ksdurce coding with SI
where actions are taken at the encoder. The proof for theRate= I(X; A) — I(Y;A) + H(X|Y, A) is omitted
here, and can be found ihl[8, Sec.llI].

The corner point in[(28) is, indeed, the common corner painthse A and case B as mentioned in Sediidn IIl.
The rateRx in (28) can be written also a& (X); thus, this rate is used to transmit the sou’te in a lossless

manner to the decoder. Having received the souf¢e the decoder obtaind™, which is a deterministic function
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Ry a4

H(Y|X, A)

Fig. 7. The optimal rate regiorR 5, for case B.

of X™. Later, a trivial source coding scheme for the souréeis used at a rate off (Y| X, A), where(X™, A™)

are considered as Sl available to the decoder.

VI. PROOF OFTHEOREM[3

In this section, a detailed proof for Theoréin 3 is providede Tode construction, encoding and the decoding
procedures are presented in Subsedfion VI-A, while theyaisabf the probability of error will be given in Appendix
[Al In Subsectioh VI-B, Lemmal1 states an upper bound on thbglitity of error that two different inputs to a
randomized network yield the same output, followed by a iwat example and the proof of the lemma. Finally,
the proof of the converse for Theorém 3 is given in Subseba]

A. Direct

The direct part is based on RLNC in the finite fiédg.. Construction of the code comprises codebook generation
of the actions codewords and, later on, random binning ofsth&ce sequences™ andY™. The bins and the
action codewords will then be the input to the network, birafepresenting each input as a vector of elements
from Fs.. For the transmission in the network, we rely on the scalgetadaic approach introduced by Koetter and
Medard [16] and represent the linear mapping from inputhiéodutput in a terminal node as a matrix. Regarding
the decoding procedure, inl[2] decoding was based on mionbr maximum a posteriori probability procedures.
However, in our setup, the tripléfX™, A” Y™) is not distributed i.i.d. since actions are a function of toenplete
source sequenc&™; therefore, we adopt a strong typicality decoding procedur

Throughout the direct proof, differentiation between tveses is based on the sign of the tefX; A)—I1(Y; A).

Since actions are functions &f", the generation rate of actions that is required to preseiweé typicality of the
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triplet (X", A™ Y™) is I(X; A). When the sign off (X; A) — I(Y; A) is positive, we generate actions at a rate
of I(X; A) and choose the actions’ sequence according to a joint tifgicaiteria with the observation oX ™.
Then the term/(X; A) — I(Y'; A) corresponds to the rate that is required in order describenst sequence to a
node that has access Y. For a negative sign[(Y; A) — I(X; A) > 0, actions contain more information of the
sourceY than the sourceX. We exploit this fact by generating actions at ratel¢Y’; A), which is greater than
the required generation rate, and randomly bin them at aofaf€¢Y’; A) — I(X; A). It then follows that any node
which has access t8” can decode the actions, and thus finding the bin that conttaénactions. The bin index is
considered as a message, which is used to decrease theedeuiimum cut((Vy,,), and improve the achievable
region.

The case I(X;A) — I(Y;A) > 0: Fix a joint distribution of Px 4y = Px P4 x Py|a,x, Where the source
distribution Py and Py |4 x are given.

Code construction:

« The X" sequences are randomly binned ig* bins, wherer; £ H(X) + ¢, for somee > 0. Each bin

can be represented as; bits, or alternatively as a vector ¢f,] elements from the finite fiel&f3~. The bin
vector of X™ will be denoted as{", consisting of[r,] elements. Th& ™ sequences are randomly binned into
2772 bins, wherer, £ H(Y) +¢. Again, the bin vector of the sequenk@ will be denoted byy", consisting
of [ry] elements fronfsy.. The bin vectorsX™ andY™ will be part of the input to the network.

« A codebookC of actions codewords is generated, consistin2f* independent codewords}” (i), i €
{1,2,...,2"4}, where each codeword is distributed i.i.d. according4§[;_, Pa(a;). Each codewordi”
is represented by a vector of elements frim, denoted byA™ and consisting ofr4| elements.

« The inputs to the network will be the source biAsS', Y", and actions codewordd™, each consisting of
elements irfy». Each element in the input vectais®, Y, and A" is denoted by/;, wherei € {1,..., [r1]+
[ro] + [ral}. Let o(U;) be equal tos; if U; is an element in the vectagX™ or A", ando(U;) = sq if U; is

an element in the vectdr™.

The information proces¥; transmitted on a linkj € £ is formed as a linear combination, ¥, of link j's
inputs, i.e. source elements;, for which o(U;) = o(j) and input processég for which d(l) = o(j). This can be
represented by the equation

Vi= > biUi+ Y fiVi (29)

i:0(Uy)=o0(j) l:d(l)=o0(j)

The coefficientsb; ;, f;,;} are generated uniformly from the finite fiegk}. and collected into matricéB = {b; ;}
andF = {f; ;}; note the dimensionB| = ([ri]| + [r2] + [ra]) x |€], and |F| = |€] x |&|. For acyclic graphs,
we can assume that there exists an ancestral indexing ointkeeih £. It then follows that the matri¥' is upper
triangular with zeros on the diagonal and there exists thierge of(I — F), denoted byG 2 (I - F)~!. Let G,
denote the sub-matrix consisting of only the columnso€orresponding to the input links of node Now, we can

write the complete mapping from the input vector of the nelwe.g.U = [X", A", Y "], to the input processes
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of some terminal nodé as:

Zt = [&n7énaxn]BGta (30)

whereZ, is a vector consisting of the procesdéssatisfyingd(j) = {t}.

Encoding:Given the source realization™, nodes; looks in the codebook for an indexsuch thatA™ (i) is
jointly typical with z™; if there is none it outputs = 1. If there is more than one index,is set to the smallest
among them. The souréé™ is then generated and available at nedeThe input to the network will then be the
vector[z",a", y"], wherez", y" are the bins’ sources, and is the chosen actions codeword.

Decoding: Having received the vectoZ,, each nodet € 7 looks for a unique triplet( X", A" Y") €
T (X, A,Y) satisfying[X", A", Y"|BG, = Z,.

The case I(X;A) — I(Y;A) < 0: Fix a joint distribution of Px 4y = Px P xPy|a,x, Where the source
distributionsPx and Py 4 x are given.

Code construction:

« Generate a codebodk consisting of2"(/(Y;4)=<) independent codewordg,™ (i), i € {1,...,2"(;4)=)1
where each element is i.i.dv H;;l Pa(aj), for somee > 0. Randomly bin the codewords if into 274
bins, whereA = (I(Y; A) — I(X; A) — 2¢), such that in each bin there a2&(/(X:4)+<) codewords. For each
A" € C, the bin that containg!™ will be denoted ad34~. Each bin can be represented by a message/of
bits, which is the rate that is reduced from the soukce Let A" denote the representation of each codeword
by [I(Y; A) — €] elements fronfFa-.

« The X" sequences are randomly binned iatd* bins, wherer; £ H(X|Y, A) +e. The notationBx~ stands
for the firstnA bits of the bin index whereX™ falls. Additionally, each bin index is denoted b¥"(j),
je{1,...,2m}, consisting of[r] elements from the finite fiels:.

« The Y™ sequences are randomly binned iBtd2 bins, wherer, = H(Y) + e. Each bin is represented by a
vector consisting of o] elements fronf¥s., and denoted by ™" (k) k € {1,...,2""2}.

» The process of network coefficients generation is the sarfar éise case (X; A)—I(Y; A) > 0, and therefore
omitted here.

Encoding:Given the source realizatiari*, nodes; looks in the actions’ bin satisfyin§4» = B,.» for a codeword
A™ which is jointly typical with ™. The sourcey™ is then generated and available at nade The input to the
network will then be the vectojz™,a™,y"] corresponding to the bins where the source sequences falthen
chosen actions codeword.

Decoding: Having received the vectoZ,, each nodet € 7 looks for a unique triplet( X", A" Y") €

T (X, A,Y) satisfying[X™, A", Y"BG, = Z, and Ba» = Ixx.

B. An Upper Bound in Randomized Networks

Following the result in[[2, Appendix ], the next lemma prdes an upper bound on the probability of the event

that two different inputs to a randomized linear networklgithe same output at a terminal nodeDue to the
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fact that the network is linear, this event is equivalentite event that the difference between two inputs yields
the zero processes at the terminal node. The next lemma eviit the assist of our direct proof. Moreover, as we
will see in Examplel13, it has implications beyond the scobpur proof as well.

Let G = (V, &) be a directed, acyclic graph. The matBG; represents the complete mapping of the network
from inputs to some nodg where each non-zero element in this matrix is generatefmumly from Fy.. Now,
consider a set of sources with no incoming links, denoted sy V, such thatS = {1, ..., k}. Each node € S
consists of a vectow,;, which comprises elements froly-. For any two different inputs to the network, denoted

by u = [uju, ... u,] andv = [vyv, ... v;], let W be a subset of, such that ifu, # v, theni € W.

Lemma 1. For any pair of different inputs » and v, the probability that these inputs induce the same output in
node ¢ is bounded by:

C(Vyy.e)
L ) , (31)

Pr(ju—v|BG; =0) < (2—n

where L denotes the maximum source-receiver path length, and C()%),.,) is the minimum cut-set between W and ¢.

Note that the upper bound is independent of the number ofeiésrin the vectow,, Vi. This remarkable fact
allows us to think ofA™ and X" as the same input in our network; thus, we have the same upperdbon two

different probabilities in our analysis:

Lo\ CVin)

Pr([z" —2",a" —a",0|BG, = 0[z" # 2",a" # a") < <2—n> , (32)
L\CV)

Pr([E" - 2",0,0[BG, = 07" # 1" < (2—) , (33)

where L, is the maximum length of a path betweenandz.

We now show how the lemma above can serve as an easy and glegaiitio the capacity of multicast networks.
A sender wishes to transmit a message to a set of terminakrtbdeugh a directed, acyclic network. The sender
transmits a message from the set = {1,...,2"%}, and each receiver € 7 is required to decode the correct
message in a lossless manner. We want to characterize tjle-tgtter expression for the maximal rafethat can

be used for a reliable communication in a given network.

Example 3 (Multicast network) Consider a directed, acyclic network, where sender dereeatbdel is required
to transmit a message fromt = {1,...,2"%} to a set of terminal nodes denoted asThe sender can choose
any messagen € M, and each receivére 7 is required to decode the correct message in a lossless mavime
provide here a simple block-length coding scheme follows by an analysis of thebphility of error.

To encode the message, we rely on the scalar algebraic appneahave shown earlier in the code construction
of the proof for Theoreml3. The input to the networknis wherem is a vector representing by elements from
Fon. Each terminal nodg, € 7, having received, looks form € M satisfyingmBG, = z,.

Now, assume without loss of generality that the messageas sent. An error occurs only if there exist$ # m

satisfyingm/BG; = z, for somet € 7.
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Upper bounding the probability of error for some receiver r yields:
Pr(error) = Pr(3Im # m : [l — m|BG; = 0)

= Y Pr(in— m|BG,; = 0)
meM

cvr,)
L 1:t
< 27LR _
<*"(x)

— [COVI)gn(R—C(Vi,) (34)

Note that if R < C(Vy,,), the term [(34) tends to zero for sufficiently large Our requirement is to decode the
message correctly at all the receivers; thus, using thendméauind we achieve that the overall probability tends to
zero for largen if,

R <minC(Vfy), (35)

which is the known multicast result.

Proof of Lemma [l Let G; be a subgraph off consisting of all links downstream df/, where a link!
is considered downstream i) € W, or if there is a directed path from some soutcee W to o(l). Since
information sources can differ only in source nodes satigfy € W, this fact induces that only links ig; will
affect the bound on probability.

Note that in a random linear network code, any linwhich has at least one nonzero input transmits the zero
process with probability2—"<, wherec¢; is the capacity of. This is the same as the probability that a pair of
distinct values for the inputs dfare mapped to the same output valuelon

For a given pair of distinct input values, |1&}; be the event where the corresponding inputs to liake distinct,
but the corresponding values érare the same. LeE(G,) be the event thaE; occurs for some link on every
source-terminal path in gragh . Note, the probability of the everf(G, ) is equal to the probability that two inputs
induce the same output at the terminal node,RdJu — v|BG; = 0).

We proceed and look at the set of source-terminal paths igrdgeng, . Since there exists'(V;),.,) disjoint paths,
we denote each disjoint path &g,; with its corresponding lengtl;, wherei € {1,...,C(}y,,)}. Furthermore,

we denoteF(Pg,;) as the event thak; occurs for some link orPg, ;.
COWvie)
Pr(E(G)) =Pr| (] E(Pg)
=1

@ CWyie)

= II Pe(&EP:)
=1
CWV;e)
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(0) C(Vyy.e)
< <£> , (36)

where:

(a) follows from the fact that the coefficients are generatei@pendently on each path;

(b) follows from L. = max; L;;

(c) follows from applying Bernoulli's inequality, i.g1 + )" > 1 + rz, with substitutingr = —5- andr = L.

C. Generalized Cut-Set Bounds (Converse)

In this subsection, we derive an outer bound on the set ofaahle rates for our model. The outer bound is
indeed a generalization of the known cut-set bound, thisiatkbdf generalized cut-set bounds was adopted also in
[17].

For the converse of Theorelm 3, given an achieve(t(l@’Rl)leg ,n) source code we need to show that there
exists a joint distributionPx 4,y = Px Pajx Py|x,a, such that the inequalities in Theoréin 3 hold.

For any set of messages denoted.by;, across a cuvs,,;, we have
nC(Vs,;t) > H(My)
= HM,y) + H(X"Y", My) — HX"|Y"™, M)
M) + HX Y™ M) — nen

b)
> I(Mq; XM Y™) + H(X"Y"™, M1) — nep,

—~

H(X™, Y™ — H(X",Y"|My) + HX"Y", My) — ne,

H(X™) + H(Y™X"™) — HY"|M1) — ne,

—
Ve

H(X") + HY™| X", A") — H(Y™) — ne,

—~
sy
N

M-

N
Il
-

[H(X;) — H(Y;) + H(Yi|Ai, X3)] — ne,

[H(X;) — H(X;|As) + H(X,|A;) + H(Y;|Ai, Xi) — H(Y;)] — ney,

|

@
Il
=

[
NIE

[I(Xi; Ai) + H(Yi|Ai) + H(X;| A, Ys) — H(Y;)] — nen

.
Il

|

(X5 Ai) — I(Yi; Ay) + H(XG| A, Y5)] — ne, (37)

=1

where:

(a) follows from Fano’s inequality;
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(b) follows from the fact thatM is a deterministic function oX "™, Y";
(c) follows from the fact thatd™ is a deterministic function o™;

(d) follows from theX™ is memoryless, conditioning reduces entropy and the melessyproperty[{|1).
For the second inequality if (1L3), we have

nC(V82;t) > H(Ma)

> H(My, Y™ X™) — HY"| X", Ma)

,\
Ve

H(MQ, Yn|Xn) — Nep
© By X", A"+ H(Ma|X™,Y™) — ney
9 H(Y™ X", AT — ne,

=Y H(Yi|A;, Xi) — nen, (38)
=1
where:
(a) follows from Fano’s inequality;
(b) follows from the fact thatd™ is a deterministic function oX™;

(c) follows from the fact thaiM, is a deterministic function o™, Y.
For the sum-rate, we have
nC(Vsy,s0:t) > H(M3)
=HX™Y", M3)— H(X",Y"|Msj)
(a)
> H(X"™ Y™ Ms) —ne,

©HX" Y™ - ne,

—~
3]
~

H(X") + HY™| X", A") — ne,

[H(X;) + H(Yi| Xs, Ai)] — ne,

N
Il
-

=
=

[H(X;) — H(X;|A:) + H(X;|A:) + H(Y;| X, Ai)] — nep,

I
M=

.
Il
A

[
M3

.
Il
-

where:

(a) follows from Fano’s inequality;
(b) follows from the fact thatM 3 is a deterministic function oX™, Y";
(c) follows from the fact thatd™ is a deterministic function o ™;

(d) follows from the fact theX™ is memoryless and the memoryless propdrty (1).
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Let us summarize the lower bounds we have characterized:

C(Vsut) > Xn:

1

[1(Xis As) — 1Y Ag) + H(X3]Ai, Yi)] — én,

S|

(2

_ gk
Mﬁ S|
SR

Il
-

C(Vspit) > H(Y;|Ai, Xi) — en,

(2

C(V81782;t) > [I(Xi§ Ai) + H(Y;, X1|Al)] — €n, (40)

for some cutsVs, ., Vs,:t, Vsy st
To complete the proof, we minimize the left hand side[ofl (49)téking the cuts to b&(V;, ,),C(Vs,..), and

C(Vs ), respectively. Derivation of the single-letter charaizion in [40) is done by common time-sharing

s1,82;t

technique.

VII. CONCLUSIONSAND FUTURE WORK

In the current work, we have considered the setup of coaelaburces with action-dependent joint distribution.
Specifically, the optimal rate regions were characterizedte case where actions taken at the decoder and for the
case of actions taken at the encoder. Further, we have peestire set of achievable rates for a scenario where
action-dependent sources are known at different nodes @ehargl network and are required at a set of terminal
nodes. Remarkably, RLNC was proved to be optimal also fa sigenario, even though this is not a multicast
problem. Moreover, the set of achievable rates involveduaduhformation terms, which are not typical in multicast
problems. Two binary examples were studied, and it was sHmw actions affect the achievable rate region in a
non-trivial manner.

As can be seen from this and additional wark [8]./[10[I[1AR], [13], [14], actions have a significant impact on
the set of achievable rates in source coding problems ang wlassical source coding problems can be extended
using actions. One particular, as yet unsolved, sourcengogioblem that would be interesting to study is the
case of action-dependent source coding with a helper. gnsttenario the considered setup is of correlated sources
with actions, yet only a reconstruction &f" is required at the decoder. In the source coding helper enopthe
sequenc&”™ which is being transmitted on a rate-limited link plays toéerof SI and not of an information source
as in our model. The main difficulty in proving the converséoiws from the fact thatv™™ is not distributed i.i.d.

as in the original problem of source coding with a helper [18]

APPENDIX

ANALYSIS OF THE PROBABILITY OF ERROR FOR THE DIRECT OFHEOREM[3

Following the direct method in Sectidn VI, the probability @rror is analyzed for both cases: a negative and
positive sign of the ternd (X; A) — I(Y; A).
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A. For thecase I(X;A)—I(Y;A) >0
The events corresponding to possible encoding and decedings are as follows: An encoding error occurs if:
& ={Ai: (2" A"(i)) e T"(X, A)}. (41)

For the events of decoding errors, we derive upper boundsdore terminal nodeé € 7. Later on, we conclude
the complete achievable region by a union bound ort @lr. For a terminal node € 7, a decoding error will

occur for any of the next events:

E2 = {(X", A" Y") & TV (X, A Y)Y}, (42)
E3={3X" # X" A" # A" (X" A" Y"IBG, = Z,, (X", A", Y") € TW(X,A,Y)}, (43)
Es={3X" £ X" [X", A" Y"BG, = Z,, (X", A",Y") € T\V(X,A,Y)}, (44)
£ ={IV" #Y": [X", A" Y IBG, = Z,, (X", A", Y") € TI(X,A,Y)}, (45)
Ee={3X"£ X" Y"£Y": [ X A" Y |BGy = Z,, (X", A", Y") € T (X, A,Y)}, (46)

Er={3X" £ X" A" £ A" Y £Y": (X A" Y"|IBG, = Z,, (X", A" Y e TIW(X,AY)}. (47)

The total probability of an error can be bounded as:

7
P =Ppr(| &)

i=1

7
<Pr(&|J&)+ ) Pr(&)
=3
7
< Pr(&1) + Pr(&€7) + ) Pr(&). (48)
=3
Therefore, we can upper bound each term separately.
1. For &, it is known from the covering lemma [15, Lemma 3.3] tHat(£;) — 0 for n — oo if we fix
ra=1(X;A)+e
2. Given the event{, and the fact that’™ is generated as the output of a memoryless channel, we use the
conditional typicality lemmal[15, Chapter 2] to show that&;|EC) — 0 asn — .

3. To upper-bound;, we have
Pr(&;)
= Pr(3X" £ X" A" £ A7 X" - X" A" - A 0BG, = 0,(X", A", Y") € 7))

= ZP(x”, a”,y") Pr (EJX”;E " A" 4 a" [Xn— 2", A" —a", 0|BG;: =0, (X", fl”,y") 67;("))

(m",a",y")
= Y Pa"aly" S Pr (35{” £ 2™ (X" 2", @ a",0|BG, = 0, (X",a",y") eT{V|(a@"y") e7;<”>) :
(z™,a™,y™) aneQ

whereQ := {@" € C:a" # a”, (@",y") € T"V(A]Y)}
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= Y  P@E"ay") ) > Pr(E"-z"a"—a", 0BG, =0)
(m",a",y") aneQ in7£LEH2
FeT ™ (X|Y,A)

I CVi )
P n n n —
> oY Y (5)
(zm,am,ym) aneQ ™
FeT (™ (X|Y,A)

LV
S Pt a0 e xy, ) (1)

(I" ,am™ ,yn)

(@)
<

(b)
<

L\ C0Va)
< Z P(In, an’ yn)zn(I(X;A)7I(Y;A)+H(X|Y,A)+3e) (2_71)

(z™,a™,y™)
L\ Vi)
< 2n(I(X;A)—I(Y;A)+H(X|Y,A)+3e) (2_n> , (49)

where:

(a) follows from applying Lemma&]1. The notatidin, denotes the maximum path length betwegnand .
Note that the binning rate; is greater than the source entropy(X). According to the source-coding
theorem [[15, Theorem 3.4], the probability that a bin corgaiwo typical sequences tends to zero as
n — co. Hence, we can assume thatif* # X" are two typical sequences, théfl® # X"

(b) follows from deriving an upper bound d@|. Namely, we are interested in the amount of codewords in
C that are jointly typical withy™. One may think of it as a random binning of the codebook at a rat
of ra — I(Y; A) — 2¢, such that in each bin there af¢Y’; A) — ¢ sequences. Sincg® was generated
according toa™, which is different froma™, then with high probability there will be only one sequence
in each bin that is jointly typical withy”. Therefore, the amount af* satisfyinga™ € Q is bounded by

the number of bins, e.@"(ra—1(Y;4)=2¢)

4. To upper-bound®r(&,), we have

Pr(&4) =Pr

Y

3X" £ X" (X" — X",0,0]BG, = 0, (X", A", Y") € 7;<">)

P(z",a",y")Pr (Ef(" 2" [Xn —2",0,0BG; =0, (X", a",y") € 7;("))
y™)
P(z"™,a",y") Z Pr ([i” -2",0,0|BG, = 0|(z",a",y") € 7;("))

(zm,am,ym) "™
FeT ™ (X|Y,A)

(@n

M :M

. L\ Vi
< P n n n n _——
< X Penaa Ty (2)
(m”,a",y”)
e ayie (L) V)
< Plz™. a™. y™)2" ; € ~1
< Y ey (3)

(z™,am™,ym)

£\ CVi)
< 2n(H(X|Y,A)+e) (2_n) ) (50)
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5. To upper-bound®r(&s), we have

Pr(&s) = (EY" £Y":[0,0,Y" — Y"|BG, = 0, (X", A", V") ¢ 7;<”>)
= Z P(z™,a", y")Pr (3}7" #£y" [0, 0,Y" - y"|BG; =0, (2", a", Y™ e 7;(71))
(z™,a™,ym™)
= Y P@"a%y") >,  Pr(0,0,§"—y"|BG,=0)
(z™,a™,y™) grAY™:
greT M (Y|X,A)
< P n " " T(n) YX A L2 ( 52;t)
< 3 Py ) (2)

(z™,am,y™)
c(Vi,ie)

— Z P(xn7an7yn)2n(H(Y|X,A)+é) (&)

on
(z™,am,y™)

C(V, )
< on(H(Y|X,A)+o) (&) 0

51
2n (51)
6. To upper-boundr(&s), we have
Pr(&)
—Pr (3 nE XYY X - X7 0,7 - YIBG, = 0, (X", 4", V") e T/)
Z PI‘( JxXn # In,}}n £y" [Xn _znvo,zn _ gn]BGt =0, (Xn,an,f/n) c 7;(71))
= Z P(z",a",y") > Pr ([z" — 2",0,5" — y"|BG¢ = 0)
(zm,amym) En A" G Ay
(@™a™,gMeTIM (XY |A)
< P oo x, vy (L)
< ¥ POyl (£)
(z™,a™,ym)
C(VI] agit)
< on(HEEY 1)+ (é) o (52)
< on

7. To upper-boundr(&7), we have
Pr(&7)

=Pr

/N

EXn 75 Xn,An 75 An7§7n # yn - [X" —Xnaén . An,zn _Xn]BG_t =0, (Xn,An’Y/n) c 7;(71))

—ZP:C ,a™, y")

(amam )

ZPr(HX";éx",f/"#y":[_ —2",@"a",Y"—y"|BG,; = ,(X",a",f/")eﬁ"))

anr#am:aneC

NN SRD S

(z™,a™ ym) a";ﬁa":&"EC o S AR T ST
(E@™,a", g™ EeTIM (X, Y|A)

Lo\ Vi)
< Y e a,y>|cnfr”><XY|A>|( )

(z™,am,ym)

g
-
—~

8
3
|
18
3
s}
3
|
IS]
<

" §" — y"|BG, = 0)
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L3 C(V:I,sg;t)
< Z P(.In, an7yn)zn(I(X;A)Jré)2n(H(X.,Y\A)+E) <2_n>

(mn7an)yn)
Lo\ WVironi)
< 2n(I(X;A)+H(X,Y|A)+26) (2_n> ) (53)

To conclude the achievable region for this case, note treaettentst, and & yield redundant constraints; thus,

the total probability of error tends to zero for a finite siZenetwork,L3; and largen only if the inequalities in[(1I3)
are satisfied.

B. For thecase I(X;A)—I(Y;A) <0

Error Analysis: The events corresponding to possible encoding and decadings in a terminal node €
are as follows:

&1 ={BA": (a", A") € T (X, A), Ban = Byn} (54)
£ = {(X", A" Y") ¢ TIW(X, A7)}, (55)
E3={3X" £ X" X", A", Y"BG; = Z,, Ban = Bg., (X", A", Y") € T\M(X, A,Y)}, (56)
Ey={V"£Y": [X", A" Y BG; = Z,, (X", A", Y") € TI(X,AY)}, (57)
5= {3X" # X", Y £V (X", A" Y IBG, = Z,, (X", A", Y") € TI"(X,A,Y)}, (58)

Eo={AX" £ X" A"+ A" V" £y": [X", A", Y'IBG, = Z,, (X", A", Y") e T/"(X,A,Y)}. (59)

1. Pr(&) — 0 for n — oo from the covering lemma since each 8- containsI(X; A) + ¢ codewords.
2. Pr(&|EF) — 0 asn — oo from the same arguments of the cagel; A) — I(Y; A) > 0.
3. To upper-bound®r(&s), we have

Pr(&s) = Pr (35(" £ X" (X"~ X",0,0]BG, = 0, (X", A", Y") € T, Ban = BXn)

— Z P(In,an,yn)

(zm,a™,y™)
Pr (35{” £ (X"~ 2",0,0]BG, = 0, (X", a",y") € TV, Byn = BXn)

= Y P@"a"y") Y Pr(lz"-z",0,01BG, =0),

(zm,a™,y™) zneQ
where Q := {z" : #" # 2™, (Z",y", a") € T/ (XY, A), By = Bzn}

(a) L\ Ve
< P n n n i
Y renaamiel(2)
(zm,am,ym)
CVe )
(<i) § P(:Cn, an7yn)2n(H(X|Y,A)—A+25) <%> 1

(z™,am,y™)

PR
< 2n(I(X;A)—I(Y;A)+H(X|Y,A)+3e) (2_n) , (60)
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where:

(a) follows from applying Lemm@ 1. The notatidn denotes the maximum path length betweeandt. Note
thatz™ # " impliesz™ # z" from the same arguments in the analysis of the dade A)—I1(Y; A) > 0;

(b) follows from deriving an upper bound ¢@|. Namely, we are interested in the amount of source sequences
X" that are jointly typical with(y™, ™), moreover the firsuA bits of z" need to be identical to the
bin B,~. The size of this conditional typical set #&(#(XIY:4)+2¢) "since we know the firstA bits the

amount of sequences that fall into this criterigfg(X1Y:A)=4),

4. To upper-bound®r(&,), we have

Pr(&1) = Pr (377 £ Y™ (X", A", V' [BGy = Z,, (X", A", ¥") € T(X,A,Y))

P(z",a",y") Pr (317" £9":[0,0,Y" — y"BG; =0, (z",a", Y™ e 7;("))

(]

(zm,am,ym™)

P(z",a™, y") Z Pr ([0, 0,7" —y"|BG; = O) ,

(]

(z™,am,ym) greT{™(Y]X,A)

Lo C(Vi)
DN R €
(zn_’an_’yn)

Lo C(Vi,e)
< Z P(z", ", y")2nH Y 1X,A)+2€) (27)
(wn)an)yn)

C(Vi,i)

< onH(Y|X,4)+2¢) (%) o (61)

5. To upper-boundr(&s5), we have
PI‘(E5

)
Pr (35{” AX"Y"£Y": (X - X",0,Y —Y"BG, =0,(X", A", Y") € T\ By = BXH)

_ Z P(xn7an7yn).

(mn7an)yn)
Pr (EIX" £ Y £y [Xn —2",0,Y" — y"|BG; =0, (X", a™,Y") € 7;(71))
< Z P('rnvanvyn) Z Pr ([in _znvoagn _En]BGt = 0)
(mn7an)yn) A" G Ay
(@"a", 5" ET (XY A)
. Lo\ Vi)
< n o.n ,n n el
< 3 penay eyl (2)
(m",a",y”)
C(VE og;0)
< MHX Y14+ (%) L (62)

6. To upper-boundr(&s), we have

PI‘((‘:(;)
= Pr(IX7 X" A AT VY XS X" AN A" Y Y BG, = 0, (X1 ATY™) € T, B, =Bx..)
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!

(I" ,a™ 7yn)

Pr (35(” L AT £ Y £yt [ X 2" AS Y y"|BG; =0, (X", A" Y™ € 7;(”),31@ = B;}n)

_ Z P(In’an’yn).

(I",a",y")
Z Pr (3/1” #a", y”" £y 2" 2", a"— Q",Xn_ gn]BGt =0, (2", An7 Y/n) c 7;(71)’ B = B;cn)
ineﬁ(n)(x)
(i) Z P(a:",a",y") Z Z Pr ([in — " _angn —g"]BGt _ O)
(zm,a™,ym) FneT{M(X) 0Ly
(@"a", g ET (V] X,A)
L3 C(vglvsz;t)
< Z P(‘Tn’an,yn)|7;(n)(X)||7;(n)(Y|X,A)| <2_n>
(I",a",y")
(H(X)+e)on(H(Y|X,A)+e) [ L3 CVe, agit)
< Plz™. a”. y™) 2" an 7 o (Ls
5, o ()
(zm,am™,y™)
C(V3, snit)
< on(H(X)+H(Y|X,A)+2¢) (E) 1523
= o
CVi, agit)
— on(I(X;A)+H(X,Y|A)+2¢) <&> 1,525 )
on ’

where(a) follows from the fact that for a givei™, there is only one actions codeword denotedaBywhich is
jointly typical with " and satisfyingB;» = Bin.
Note that the constraint induced by the evénis redundant, thus, the constraints[inl(13) are sufficiershimw

that the total probability of error tends to zerosagends to infinity.
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