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Abstract

The main purpose of this note is to show that in a realization (x7,y?) of the causal information
rate-distortion function (IRDF) for a x-th order Markovian source x7, under a single letter sum distortion
constraint, the smallest integer ¢ for which y, < y¥ ™ xk , 11 e x¥~ holds is ¢ = k. This result is

derived under the assumption that the sequences (x7,y}) have a joint probability density function.

I. INTRODUCTION

Consider the causal information rate-distortion function (IRDF) for a random source x| = {x1,...,X,},
defined as
, 1
R, (D) £ —inf I(x};y7), (1
’ n

where the minimization is over all conditional PDFs fy . satisfying the distortion constraint

1 n
~B[Y plxiyi)| <D @)
and the causality Markov chains
y’i(—)x’i<—>yg‘+1, i=1,...,n. 3)

If the infimum is achieved by some conditional distribution, the associated pair of sequences x7,y7 is

called a realization of R?n(D) Here we assume that such distribution exists and that the corresponding
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realization has a joint PDF. This assumption is satisfied if, for example, x| is Gaussian and p(z,y) =

(z —y)*.

The first purpose of this note is to show that in a realization of the causal IRDF for a k-th order
Markovian source x7, under the average distortion constraint (2), and supposing that in such realization
the sequences have a joint PDF, it holds that

— 3 n k k
. e sp(Tw,Yk) Fk(l'k_n—i-l’yl)

n i1 (Yl = 2 3
fyk | xp,yh1 (yk| 1-Y1 ) f e—5p(Tryx) Fk(‘rllz—fﬂ.p y]f)dyk (4a)

where fy» is the PDF of x' and

/ ln(f ok k) Fk+1(Iﬁtt+2,yf+l)dyk+1)fxg+] Pk e

o n K p)dy
Fi(ah 1 vh) = et )

The expressions given in (4) are a special case of the ones given by [1, equations (16),(17),(18)] for
abstract spaces, where their derivation is not included. The value of our first result resides in that

e We provide a proof for the validity of (4) (absent in [1]).

o In this proof, we pose the causal IRDF optimization problem with f. | as the decision variable
(instead of the collection { fyi Ixi it }*_, as would be the case in [1] for probability measures having
an associated PDF). Accordingly, we impose an explicit causality constraint on fy» |», instead of
enforcing causality structurally by restricting fyn |4 to be the product of { fyi Ixi 7y§71}?:1, as done
in [1], [2].

The second (and main) goal of this document is to note that from (4a) it is clear that
ViV X e Xy 5)
holds, and that
Ve e v L e (©6)

does not hold, except for « = 1. Crucially, (6) does not become true by supposing that the joint
PDF of x’f, y’f is stationary, thus contradicting [2, Remark IV.5] and what is stated in the discussion

paragraph at the end of [1, Section V].
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II. PROOF

The causal IRDF under the above conditions is yielded by the solution to the following optimization

problem:
minimize:  I(x};y7) (7a)
subject to: </ Tyo 1o (U727 dyy — 1) fp(2}) =0, Vaf (7b)
n n n n n n
/ Syp s W 127) fr (wl)zkzl p(@k; yp)dyt dat < D (7¢)

where the minimization is over the conditional PDF f,. ... Notice that (7d) is an explicit causality
constraint equivalent to (3).

Let f}’, Pl R™™ — [0, 1] be any conditional PDF, and define

yi 1 = Fyp1xp = Fyp1xp) (®)
a2 01) 2 [ gyt w107 i o ©)

ol = Jyn sy T €9yp x (10)
v (U7 /fy i (U1 127) fp (27t (11)

where € € [0, 1].
Before writing the Lagrangian and taking its Gateaux differential, let us obtain the Gateaux differential

of I(xT;y") in the direction gyn |yr, given by

A<y d / e e g (D@D
I o e Sow s W1 |21) fip (27) In <) dyy dxy . (12)
fy | x7 (yl‘ )
« x7) fxn (T e dyltdz! + R (13)
//gy11y1|1f (#1)In < fyl(yl) Y14y
where
22 ([ e tlatis o) (ST 80000 gy (14
v ! fy | xp (yl‘xl) fy"(y?)
n|,.n f17X1 n’ ng? yn n n
= / / Gyp |xp (U1 fp () dy P da — / . ]3 . )y W) gy (15)
Y1
gY? y? n n n n
gyy (Y1) dyt — - Typp (W15 27)day | dyf (16)
fy?(yl)
= (17)
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On the other hand, for each 7 = 1,...,n, the causality constraint (7d) appears in the Lagrangian as
/ Xi(z,yt) [fyi 1%t (yilzh) — Tyixo (ilaD)] feo (27)dyidat (13)
= [ sty ([ U satt1ad) = For s 021 ot ) folataier (19)

/</>\ 33171/1 fy1 \xl(y1|331)fx”($1 dzy — //\ 33171/1 fy1 | x7 (Z/1|331)fx”($1) )dy? (20)

It will be convenient to manipulate this expression so as to give it a structure similar to the other terms

in the Lagrangian. For this purpose, notice that
A ) Rl i () @)
S L A U R 22)

/fyl,xl Y, )M (@, v )dary 24)
= [ ([ Fasstot sttt ) Mot b o)
/fy1 [ x} (YT |x}) fp (27)A (331,311)‘1331 (26)
where
Nlatoh) 2 [ NGt v, 1 @laleddol, i=1n, @)

Substituting this into (20) we obtain

/ YD) ot 1 1) — Fys g (012 fip (2 )y 28)
- / (R, 5) = M@, 1)) Fy g (210 fep (22 g (29)
We can now write the Lagrangian associated with optimization problem (7) as
Elfys o) 2 10350+ [ ad) ([ s tlaa? ~ 1) fis o)y (30)
+a ( [ for i Rl s ) (7, ) dea -~ ) a1
' Z [ Gutatosh) = Mt ) f s R g ®
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From the theory of Lagrangian optimization on vector spaces [3], fyn|x» is a solution to Optimization

Problem (7) only if

d e
0= LU )| _, (33)
_ fyﬂx?(yﬂzn?) n n N (o0 noi
= Z In W + n(zf) + Zi—l (Sp(wiayi) + Xi(@1,91) — )‘i(xlayl))
Y12t st -
X Gyp |xp (1 |27) fep () (34)

for every function gyn | y» as defined in (8), i.e., for every conditional PDF f}’, vl This holds if and only

if for every x7, y1":

f n X?(yﬁw?) n n ] noi
In <—y } R > = —n(af) — Z._l (sp(xi,yi) + Ni(@h,91) — N2, 91)) 35)
yi\Y1 =
= fyp i Wrlat) = oM@ =, (sp(@ay)+ X (23,1 =i (7 1) ) fyp (W1) (36)

The Lagrange multiplier function 7(z}) must enforce the constraint (7b). Hence,
o= Sy (splay)+Xi (@) yi) — i1 1)) fyr(y?)
Ky ()

fy? | x7 (y?’x?) = ) (37)

where
Ki(2h) 2 /e_ St (sp(mop) t Aoy =X mi) g (ym)dy? (38)

Marginalizing over y;’, ; we obtain

e i (sp(@aya) i (24 1) =i (27 91)) [e” S (sp(@ey) N (@) =i (et w1)) fyr (YD) dyp

K
fye s (rlay) =

Ky (2f)
(39)
Using Bayes’ rule we can write
fyk | xT (ylf’w?)
Fy gt et yp ™) = e (40)
MRS fy’ffl\x{‘(yl 1|33?)
e—SP(CCkvyk) Fk(x?,ylf) (41)

= f e—3p(Tr,Yx) Fk(ﬂf?7 ylf)dyk

where
Fe(afof) & o et uteiat) [ o St (stenm R M) o)y, @2
These functions can be written recursively as

Fa(yt) = fyp (y1) (43a)

Fk(x?aylf) _ e—(j\k(Ilfyy’f)_Ak(Z'?vylf)) /e—sp(xk+17yk+1) Fk+1(x?7ylf+l)dyk+1 (43b)
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In order attain causality in (41), the functions Fj(z7, must depend only on :El and 311 Since for each k,

ur)
the function F} ;1 does not depend on terms (\;(x%, yi) — \; (27, y4)) with i < k, the causality constraint

is met if and only if we choose (\;(x¥,y¥) — \i(x7,yF)) in (43b) such that, for each k = 1,.

Fr(2?,yk) = e~ (Ri(@ryl)—Ai(=1yt)) /e—sp(rm,ym) Fk+1($?,ylf+1)dyk+1 - Fk(azlf,y'f) (44)

for some function Fk
For k = n, the causality constraint is satisfied automatically since F,(z7,y?) = E,(yF) & fyn (1)

(see (43a)).! Suppose now that (44) (i.e., causality) is satisfied for k + 1, for some k£ > n. In such case,

one can replace Fk+1(a:1,y'f+1) in (44) by Fk—i—l( k“,y'f“) and, defining

K (zf T yf) £ /e_sp(wm’ykﬂ) B (@ g dygesn,
write (44) as
Me(@h,yt) = Ae(2, yf) = In Ky (27, yf) — In By (2, o) (45)

Multiplying both sides by f,»

o, 1<t (@}41]77) and integrating over @, we obtain

- / (b uh) = M@t uh)) fug, st @b daty (46)
— [ (1w Kewiatooh) ~ tFilabaoh) g, Glalehdot, @)

= whatoh) = [ Kl o) g, (o ohdat (48)

This yields that the recursion (43) takes the form

Ea(at,u1) = fyp (1) (49)
Fk(xlf, ylf) _ ef1n<zyk+1 e Pt 1 Y1) [y (2! k+1)>f a1 (@} |2h)dap (50)
If x{ is r-th order Markovian, then f., - (2P| = f | xEmL (xk\xk Ly, forall k = 1,...,n, in

which case (50) becomes (4b). Substituting the latter into (44) and then in (41) yields (4a).

Finally, from (4a), it follows that in a realization of the causal IRDF it must hold that
Vi X X (51)
and that

yk<—>ylf 1 Xk<—>xlf 1 (52)
does not hold, except for £ = n. This completes the proof. O

! This reflects the fact that there is no need to enforce the causality constraint for k = n, since there are no source samples

for time £ > n.
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