
ar
X

iv
:2

30
7.

11
30

6v
2 

 [
cs

.I
T

] 
 2

7 
D

ec
 2

02
3

1

Soft Guessing Under Log-Loss Distortion

Allowing Errors

Shota Saito

Abstract

This paper deals with the problem of soft guessing under log-loss distortion (logarithmic loss) that

was recently investigated by [Wu and Joudeh, IEEE ISIT, pp. 466–471, 2023]. We extend this problem

to soft guessing allowing errors, i.e., at each step, a guesser decides whether to stop the guess or not

with some probability and if the guesser stops guessing, then the guesser declares an error. We show

that the minimal expected value of the cost of guessing under the constraint of the error probability

is characterized by the smooth Rényi entropy. Furthermore, we carry out an asymptotic analysis for a

stationary and memoryless source.

Index Terms

Guessing; information theory; log-loss distortion; Shannon theory; smooth Rényi entropy

I. INTRODUCTION

In information-theoretic literature, the problem of guessing is one of the research topics. In

1994, Massey [19] pioneered the information-theoretic study on the problem of guessing and

showed that the average number of guesses is characterized by the Shannon entropy. Two years

later, Arikan [1] proved that the guessing moment is characterized by the Rényi entropy [34].

Since then, the problem of guessing has been studied in various contexts such as guessing

subject to distortion [2], [9], [20], [27], [35], guessing allowing errors [17], [29], guessing under

source uncertainty [32], a large deviation approach [7], [13], [33], joint source-channel coding
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and guessing [3], guessing via an unreliable oracle [6], guessing with limited memory [14],

guessing for Markov sources [18] and for stationary measures [24], multi-agent guesswork [30],

[31], guesswork of hash functions [36], multi-user guesswork [8], guesswork subject to a per-

symbol Shannon entropy budget [4], universal randomized guessing [9], [21], guessing based on

compressed side information [12], guessing individual sequences [22], guesses transmitted via

a noisy channel [23], multiple guesses under a tunable loss function [16], and so on.

Recently, Wu and Joudeh [35] have investigated the problem of soft guessing. This problem

can be seen as a variant of the guessing subject to distortion, but instead of finding a “hard”

reconstruction (a reproduction symbol) x̂, a guesser is interested in a “soft” reconstruction (a

probability distribution) P̂ . As a distortion measure, log-loss distortion (logarithmic loss) was

adopted in [35]. It should be noted that log-loss distortion is widely used in lossy source coding

problems (see, e.g., [10], [26]). For this problem, Wu and Joudeh [35] proved that the minimal

ρ-th guessing moment is characterized by using the Rényi entropy of order 1/(1 + ρ).

In this paper, we extend the problem of soft guessing [35] by considering error probability.

Specifically, we adopt the framework of guessing allowing errors proposed by Kuzuoka [17].

In the setup of [17], at the i-th step, a guesser decides whether to stop the guess or not; with

probability πi (0 ≤ πi ≤ 1), the guesser stops guessing and declares an error; with probability

1 − πi, the guesser continues guessing. For the problem of soft guessing allowing errors, we

show that the minimal ρ-th guessing moment1 under the constraint that the error probability is

smaller than ǫ is characterized by ǫ-smooth Rényi entropy [25] of order 1/(1+ ρ). Furthermore,

we investigate an asymptotic formula of the minimal guessing moment for a stationary and

memoryless source.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we define basic notations, provide

the definition of the ǫ-smooth Rényi entropy of order α proposed by Renner and Wolf [25],

and show some properties of the smooth Rényi entropy. In Section III, we explain the setup of

soft guessing allowing errors and we give one-shot upper and lower bounds of the fundamental

limit, which are proved in Section IV. In Section V, we carry out an asymptotic analysis. Finally,

Section VI is a concluding remark.

1More precisely, we consider a “cost” of guessing. For details, please refer to Section III.
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II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Basic Notations

Random variables are denoted by uppercase letters such as X , Y , and Z, and the realizations

of random variables are denoted by lowercase letters such as x, y, and z. A set in which a random

variable takes values is denoted by a calligraphic font. For example, a random variable X takes

values in a set X . The n-fold Cartesian product of X is denoted by X n. In this paper, we assume

that all random variables take values in a finite set. A probability distribution of X is denoted by

PX and a set of probability distributions on X is denoted by P(X ). An expectation with respect

to PX is denoted by EPX
. We use conventional notations of a joint probability distribution and

a conditional probability distribution, e.g., PX,Y and PX|Y denote a joint probability distribution

of X, Y and a conditional probability distribution of X given Y , respectively. Cardinality of a

set is denoted by | · |. For a ∈ R, ⌊a⌋ is the greatest integer less than or equal to a and ⌈a⌉ is the

least integer greater than or equal to a. Throughout this paper, log(·) = log2(·) and exp(·) = 2(·).

B. Smooth Rényi Entropy

The notion of the ǫ-smooth Rényi entropy of order α for ǫ ∈ [0, 1) and α ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1,∞),

which has been introduced in Renner and Wolf [25], is defined as

Hǫ
α(X) :=

1

1− α
log

(

inf
QX∈Bǫ(PX)

∑

x∈X

[QX(x)]
α

)

, (1)

where Bǫ(PX) is a set of functions QX : X → [0, 1] such that QX(x) ≤ PX(x) for all x ∈ X
and

∑

x∈X QX(x) ≥ 1− ǫ. From this definition, it is clear that H0
α(X) (i.e., Hǫ

α(X) for ǫ = 0)

is equal to the Rényi entropy of order α [34], denoted by Hα(X). For random variables X and

Y , Hǫ
α(X, Y )—a joint version of the ǫ-smooth Rényi entropy of order α—is defined in a similar

manner as (1).

Furthermore, Hǫ
α(X|Y )—the conditional ǫ-smooth Rényi entropy of order α of X given Y

for ǫ ∈ [0, 1) and α ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1,∞)—has also proposed in [25] as

Hǫ
α(X|Y ) :=

1

1− α
log

(

inf
QX,Y ∈Bǫ(PX,Y )

max
y∈Y

∑

x∈X

[

QX,Y (x, y)

PY (y)

]α
)

, (2)
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where Bǫ(PX,Y ) is a set of functions QX,Y : X ×Y → [0, 1] such that QX,Y (x, y) ≤ PX,Y (x, y)

for all x ∈ X , y ∈ Y , and
∑

x∈X ,y∈Y QX,Y (x, y) ≥ 1 − ǫ. In particular, setting ǫ = 0 in (2), it

holds that

H0
α(X|Y ) = max

y∈Y

1

1− α
log
∑

x∈X

[

PX,Y (x, y)

PY (y)

]α

(3)

= max
y∈Y

1

1− α
log
∑

x∈X

[

PX|Y (x|y)
]α

. (4)

C. Some Properties of Smooth Rényi Entropy

1) Chain Rule: As shown in [25], the smooth Rényi entropy has properties like the Shannon

entropy. We describe two of them, which will be used in the proof of the converse part of our

main result in Section IV-A.

Lemma 1: [25, Lemma 5] Let γ ≥ 0, γ′ ≥ 0, and α ∈ (0, 1). Then,

Hγ+γ′

α (X, Y ) ≤ Hγ
α(X|Y ) +Hγ′

α (Y ). (5)

Lemma 2: [25, Lemma 7] For ǫ ∈ [0, 1) and α ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1,∞), we have

Hǫ
α(X) ≤ Hǫ

α(X, Y ). (6)

2) Explicit Formula: As shown in [15], the smooth Rényi entropy has the following explicit

formula. This formula will be used in the proof of the achievability part of our main result in

Section IV-B.

Lemma 3: [15, Theorem 1] Without loss of generality, we assume that PX(1) ≥ PX(2) ≥
. . . ≥ PX(|X |) > 0. For a given ǫ ∈ [0, 1), let i∗ be the minimum integer such that

i∗
∑

j=1

PX(j) ≥ 1− ǫ. (7)

Furthermore, by using i∗, we define Q∗
ǫ (j) as

Q∗
ǫ (j) =























PX(j), j = 1, 2, . . . , i∗ − 1,

1− ǫ−
∑i∗−1

i=1 PX(i), j = i∗,

0, j = i∗ + 1, . . . , |X |.

(8)

Then, for ǫ ∈ [0, 1) and α ∈ (0, 1), the smooth Rényi entropy is expressed as

Hǫ
α(X) =

1

1− α
log

(

i∗
∑

j=1

[Q∗
ǫ(j)]

α

)

. (9)
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3) Asymptotic Formula: We define the following three information quantities:

H(X) := EPX

[

log
1

PX(X)

]

, (10)

V (X) := EPX

[

(

log
1

PX(X)
−H(X)

)2
]

, (11)

T (X) := EPX

[

∣

∣

∣

∣

log
1

PX(X)
−H(X)

∣

∣

∣

∣

3
]

. (12)

Let Xn = (X1, X2, . . . , Xn) be n independent copies of X . Sakai and Tan [29] have proved

the following asymptotic expansion of the smooth Rényi entropy Hǫ
α(X

n) up to the third-order

term. This formula plays a crucial role in the asymptotic analysis in Section V.

Lemma 4: [29, Theorem 1] If α ∈ (0, 1), ǫ ∈ (0, 1), V (X) > 0, and T (X) < ∞, then we

have

Hǫ
α(X

n) = nH(X)−
√

nV (X)Φ−1(ǫ)− 1

2(1− α)
log n+O(1) (13)

as n → ∞, where Φ−1 : (0, 1) → R is the inverse of the Gaussian cumulative distribution

function

Φ(u) =

∫ u

−∞

1√
2π

e−
t2

2 dt. (14)

III. SOFT GUESSING ALLOWING ERRORS

A. Problem Setup

In what follows, we assume that X = {1, 2, . . . ,M} and PX(1) ≥ PX(2) ≥ . . . ≥ PX(M) > 0

without loss of generality. A guessing strategy G is defined by G = (P̂ , π), where for some integer

N ,

P̂ = (P̂1, P̂2, . . . , P̂N), (15)

P̂i ∈ P(X ), i = 1, 2, . . . , N, (16)

and

π = (π1, π2, . . . , πN), (17)

0 ≤ πi ≤ 1, i = 1, 2, . . . , N. (18)

When X = x, a guesser corresponding to the guessing strategy G seeks to find a soft recon-

struction of x as follows. At the j-th step (j = 1, 2, . . . , N), the guesser decides whether to stop
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the guess or not; with probability πj , the guesser stops guessing and declares an error; with

probability 1− πj , the guesser does not give up and asks “Is d(x, P̂j) ≤ D?”, where d(x, P̂j) is

the log-loss distortion defined by

d(x, P̂j) := log
1

P̂j(x)
(19)

and D ≥ 0 is a predetermined distortion level.

In this paper, we consider a D-admissible guessing strategy defined as follows (the notion of

the D-admissible guessing strategy was introduced in [2]):

Definition 1: If P[d(X, P̂j) ≤ D for some j] = 1, then the guessing strategy is called D-

admissible. A D-admissible guessing strategy is denoted by G(D).

Remark 1: For any D ≥ 0, an obvious D-admissible guessing strategy is given as follows:

Let N = M and let (P̂ , π) be

P̂ = (P̂1, P̂2, . . . , P̂M), (20)

P̂j = (P̂j(1), P̂j(2), . . . , P̂j(M)) ∈ P(X ), (21)

P̂j(k) =











1, k = j,

0, otherwise,
(22)

π = (π1, π2, . . . , πM) = (0, 0, . . . , 0). (23)

For a D-admissible guessing strategy G(D), the guessing continues until (i) when the soft

reconstruction of x is found (i.e., d(x, P̂j) ≤ D) at the j-th step (j = 1, 2, . . . , N) or (ii) when

the guesser stops guessing and declares an error. In case (i), the guessing function, which is

denoted by G(x), is defined as G(x) = j. In other words, the guessing function G(x) induced

by the D-admissible guessing strategy G(D) is the minimum index j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N} for which

d(x, P̂j) ≤ D. In case (ii), the guessing function is defined as G(x) = 0 (this definition is used

in the previous study [29]).

Given a D-admissible guessing strategy G(D), let

λi :=

i
∏

j=1

(1− πj), i = 1, 2, . . . , N, (24)

and let Z be a random variable taking values in {1, 2, . . . , N} defined by

Z := G(X). (25)
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For z ∈ {1, 2, . . . , N}, the probability mass function of Z is given by

PZ(z) =
∑

x∈G−1(z)

PX(x), (26)

where G−1 is the preimage of G, i.e., G−1(z) := {x ∈ X : G(x) = z}.

Given a D-admissible guessing strategy G(D), the error probability and the expected value

of the cost are defined as follows:

Definition 2: The probability of the event that the soft reconstruction of X is found at the i-th

step before stopping the guess is

λiPZ(i). (27)

Hence, the error probability Pe(G), i.e., the probability of the event that the guesser stops

guessing and declares an error before finding the soft reconstruction of X , is

Pe(G) = 1−
N
∑

i=1

λiPZ(i). (28)

Definition 3: If the guessing is stopped and an error is declared, then a constant cost Ce ≥ 0

is incurred as a penalty. On the other hand, if d(x, P̂i) ≤ D at the i-th step, the cost of guessing

is given by iρ, where ρ > 0 is a constant. Thus, the expected value of the cost is defined as

N
∑

i=1

λiPZ(i)i
ρ + Pe(G)Ce. (29)

As in [17], we only consider the first term in (29)2 and it is denoted by Cρ,D(G), i.e.,

Cρ,D(G) :=

N
∑

i=1

λiPZ(i)i
ρ. (30)

Remark 2: Special cases of the above setup reduce to the setups of the previous studies [17]

and [35]. Specifically, the guessing problem considered in [35] corresponds to the case where

Pe(G) = 0. The guessing problem considered in [17] corresponds to the case where D = 0.

2The reason why we only consider the first term in (29) is described on page 1678 in [17].
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B. One-Shot Upper and Lower Bounds of Minimal Expected Value of Cost

We consider the minimization problem of Cρ,D(G) under the constraint Pe(G) ≤ ǫ, where

ǫ ∈ [0, 1) and the minimization is over all D-admissible guessing strategies. In other words, the

fundamental limit we investigate in this paper is

C⋆
X(D, ρ, ǫ) := min

G(D):Pe(G)≤ǫ
Cρ,D(G). (31)

Since we are interested in C⋆
X(D, ρ, ǫ), we assume N ≤ M throughout the paper. This assumption

is also imposed in [35] (see page 468 in [35] in detail).

The lower and upper bounds of C⋆
X(D, ρ, ǫ) are given as follows:

Theorem 1: For any D ≥ 0, ρ > 0, and ǫ ∈ [0, 1), we have

C⋆
X(D, ρ, ǫ) ≥ (1 + logM)−ρ exp

{

ρHǫ
1

1+ρ

(X)− (1 + ρ) log⌊exp(D)⌋
}

, (32)

and

C⋆
X(D, ρ, ǫ) ≤ 1− ǫ+ 2ρ exp

{

ρHǫ
1

1+ρ

(X)− ρ log⌊exp(D)⌋
}

. (33)

Proof: The lower bound (32) (i.e., the converse part) is proved in Section IV-A and the

upper bound (33) (i.e., the achievability part) is proved in Section IV-B.

Remark 3: When ǫ = 0, we have Pe(G) = 0. Then, as we have described in Remark 2, the

problem reduces to the problem considered in [35]. Setting ǫ = 0 in Theorem 1 and recalling

that H0
α(X) is equal to the Rényi entropy Hα(X) (see Section II-B), we have

C⋆
X(D, ρ, 0) ≥ (1 + logM)−ρ exp

{

ρH 1
1+ρ

(X)− (1 + ρ) log⌊exp(D)⌋
}

, (34)

and

C⋆
X(D, ρ, 0) ≤ 1 + 2ρ exp

{

ρH 1
1+ρ

(X)− ρ log⌊exp(D)⌋
}

. (35)

Comparing (34) and (35) to Theorem 1 in [35], we see that the lower bound (34) is weaker than

that of Theorem 1 in [35] and the upper bound (35) is the same as that of Theorem 1 in [35].

Remark 4: Next, we consider the case D = 0. Then, as we have described in Remark 2, the

problem reduces to the problem considered in [17]. Setting D = 0 in Theorem 1, we have

C⋆
X(0, ρ, ǫ) ≥ (1 + logM)−ρ exp

{

ρHǫ
1

1+ρ

(X)
}

, (36)

and

C⋆
X(0, ρ, ǫ) ≤ 1− ǫ+ 2ρ exp

{

ρHǫ
1

1+ρ

(X)
}

. (37)
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Comparing (36) and (37) to Theorems 3 and 4 in [17], we see that the lower bound (36) is the

same as that of Theorem 3 in [17] and the upper bound (37) is weaker than that of Theorem 4

in [17].

IV. PROOF OF THEOREM 1

A. Proof of (32)

Given an arbitrary D-admissible guessing strategy G(D) satisfying Pe(G) ≤ ǫ, let Q(i) :=

λiPZ(i). Then,

N
∑

i=1

Q(i) =

N
∑

i=1

λiPZ(i) (38)

≥ 1− ǫ, (39)

where the final inequality is due to (28) and the assumption Pe(G) ≤ ǫ. Moreover, since 0 ≤
λi ≤ 1 for i = 1, 2, . . . , N , we have

Q(i) ≤ PZ(i), i = 1, 2, . . . , N. (40)

Hence, it holds that

Q ∈ Bǫ(PZ). (41)

We use the following lemma introduced in [1]:

Lemma 5: [1, Lemma 1] For non-negative numbers ai and bi (i = 1, 2, . . . , N) and any

θ ∈ (0, 1), we have

N
∑

i=1

aibi ≥
(

N
∑

i=1

a
−θ
1−θ

i

)

1−θ
−θ
(

N
∑

i=1

bθi

)

1
θ

. (42)

Setting ai = iρ, bi = Q(i), and θ = 1/(1 + ρ) in (42),

Cρ,D(G) =
N
∑

i=1

Q(i)iρ ≥
(

N
∑

i=1

i−1

)−ρ( N
∑

i=1

Q(i)
1

1+ρ

)1+ρ

(43)

≥ (1 + logM)−ρ exp
{

ρHǫ
1

1+ρ

(Z)
}

, (44)

where the last inequality follows from
∑N

i=1 i
−1 ≤ 1 + logN ≤ 1 + logM and (41).3

3As we have explained at the beginning of Section III-B, N ≤ M is assumed.
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To complete the proof, we utilize the properties of the smooth Rényi entropy described in

Section II-C. Since ρ > 0, it holds that 0 < 1/(1 + ρ) < 1. Hence, we have

Hǫ
1

1+ρ

(Z)
(a)

≥ Hǫ
1

1+ρ

(X,Z)−H0
1

1+ρ

(X|Z) (45)

(b)

≥ Hǫ
1

1+ρ

(X)−H0
1

1+ρ

(X|G(X)), (46)

where (a) follows from Lemma 1 and (b) follows from Lemma 2 and (25).

Finally, we evaluate H0
1

1+ρ

(X|G(X)). From (4),

H0
1

1+ρ

(X|G(X)) = max
z∈{1,2,...,N}

1 + ρ

ρ
log
∑

x∈X

[PX|G(X)(x|z)]
1

1+ρ . (47)

Letting z∗ be the element of {1, 2, . . . , N} that attains the maximum in (47), we have

H0
1

1+ρ

(X|G(X)) =
1 + ρ

ρ
log
∑

x∈X

[PX|G(X)(x|z∗)]
1

1+ρ (48)

and this is upper bounded as

H0
1

1+ρ

(X|G(X))
(a)
=

1 + ρ

ρ
log

∑

x∈G−1(z∗)

[PX|G(X)(x|z∗)]
1

1+ρ (49)

≤ 1 + ρ

ρ
log

∑

x∈G−1(z∗)

1
1

1+ρ (50)

=
1 + ρ

ρ
log |G−1(z∗)| (51)

(b)

≤ 1 + ρ

ρ
log⌊exp(D)⌋, (52)

where (a) is due to the fact that the support of X is G−1(z∗) given that G(X) = z∗ and (b)

follows from Lemma 1 in [35].

Combining (44), (46), and (52), we obtain

Cρ,D(G) ≥ (1 + logM)−ρ exp
{

ρHǫ
1

1+ρ

(X)− (1 + ρ) log⌊exp(D)⌋
}

, (53)

and since G(D) is an arbitrary D-admissible guessing strategy satisfying Pe(G) ≤ ǫ, we have

(32) and complete the proof.

B. Proof of (33)

The key points of the proof are the explicit formula of the ǫ-smooth Rényi entropy of order

α given in Lemma 3 and the similar technique used in [35]. As we have described in Section

III-A, recall that X = {1, 2, . . . ,M} and PX(1) ≥ PX(2) ≥ . . . ≥ PX(M) > 0.
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First, let

K :=

⌈

i∗

⌊exp(D)⌋

⌉

, (54)

K ′ :=

⌈

M − i∗

⌊exp(D)⌋

⌉

, (55)

N := K +K ′, (56)

where i∗ is defined in Lemma 3. Second, we construct P̂ † = (P̂ †
1 , P̂

†
2 , . . . , P̂

†
N) as follows: Let

L1,L2, . . . ,LK be

Li := {(i− 1)⌊exp(D)⌋+ 1, (i− 1)⌊exp(D)⌋+ 2, . . . , i⌊exp(D)⌋} (57)

for i = 1, 2, . . . , K − 1 and

LK := {(K − 1)⌊exp(D)⌋+ 1, (K − 1)⌊exp(D)⌋+ 2, . . . , i∗}. (58)

Moreover, let L′
1,L′

2, . . . ,L′
K ′ be

L′
j := {(j − 1)⌊exp(D)⌋+ i∗ + 1, (j − 1)⌊exp(D)⌋+ i∗ + 2, . . . , j⌊exp(D)⌋+ i∗} (59)

for j = 1, 2, . . . , K ′ − 1 and

L′
K ′ := {(K ′ − 1)⌊exp(D)⌋+ i∗ + 1, (K ′ − 1)⌊exp(D)⌋+ i∗ + 2, . . . ,M}. (60)

From the above construction, it holds that

X =
K
⋃

j=1

Lj ∪
K ′
⋃

j=1

L′
j . (61)

Then, P̂ †
1 , P̂

†
2 , . . . , P̂

†
N are defined as

P̂ †
i (x) :=

1

⌊exp(D)⌋ , ∀x ∈ Li, (i = 1, 2, . . . , K − 1), (62)

P̂ †
K(x) :=

1

i∗ − (K − 1)⌊exp(D)⌋ , ∀x ∈ LK , (63)

P̂ †
K+j(x) :=

1

⌊exp(D)⌋ , ∀x ∈ L′
j , (j = 1, 2, . . . , K ′ − 1), (64)

P̂ †
N(x) :=

1

M − (K ′ − 1)⌊exp(D)⌋ − i∗
, ∀x ∈ L′

K ′. (65)

Next, we construct π† = (π†
1, π

†
2, . . . , π

†
N) as

π†
j =



























0, j = 1, 2, . . . , K − 1,

1−
∑i∗

i=(K−1)⌊exp(D)⌋+1 Q
∗
ǫ (i)

∑i∗

i=(K−1)⌊exp(D)⌋+1 PX(i)
, j = K,

1, j = K + 1, K + 2, . . . , N,

(66)
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and let

λ†
i :=

i
∏

j=1

(1− π†
j). (67)

It should be noted that the above guessing strategy (P̂ †, π†) is D-admissible because any x ∈ X
is in Lj or L′

j (see (61)) and thus for any x ∈ X , there exists P̂ †
j such that

d(x, P̂ †
j ) = log

1

P̂ †
j (x)

(68)

≤ log⌊exp(D)⌋ (69)

≤ D. (70)

Let the guessing function induced by the guessing strategy (P̂ †, π†) be denoted by G† and

Z† := G†(X). The expected value of the cost Cρ,D(G
†) is calculated as

Cρ,D(G
†) =

N
∑

i=1

λ†
iPZ†(i)iρ (71)

(a)
=

i∗
∑

j=1

Q∗
ǫ(j)

⌈

j

⌊exp(D)⌋

⌉ρ

(72)

=

i∗
∑

j=1

Q∗
ǫ (j)

⌈

1

⌊exp(D)⌋
∑

k:k≤j

1

⌉ρ

(73)

(b)

≤
i∗
∑

j=1

Q∗
ǫ (j)

⌈

1

⌊exp(D)⌋
∑

k:k≤j

(

Q∗
ǫ(k)

Q∗
ǫ(j)

)
1

1+ρ

⌉ρ

(74)

≤
i∗
∑

j=1

Q∗
ǫ (j)

⌈

1

⌊exp(D)⌋

i∗
∑

k=1

(

Q∗
ǫ (k)

Q∗
ǫ (j)

)
1

1+ρ

⌉ρ

(75)

(c)

≤
i∗
∑

j=1

Q∗
ǫ (j)

{

1 + 2ρ

(

1

⌊exp(D)⌋

i∗
∑

k=1

(

Q∗
ǫ (k)

Q∗
ǫ (j)

)
1

1+ρ

)ρ}

(76)

=

i∗
∑

j=1

Q∗
ǫ (j) +

(

2

⌊exp(D)⌋

)ρ
(

i∗
∑

j=1

[Q∗
ǫ (j)]

1
1+ρ

)1+ρ

(77)

(d)
= 1− ǫ+

(

2

⌊exp(D)⌋

)ρ

exp
{

ρHǫ
1

1+ρ

(X)
}

(78)

= 1− ǫ+ 2ρ exp
{

ρHǫ
1

1+ρ

(X)− ρ log⌊exp(D)⌋
}

, (79)

where (a) follows from the definition of the guessing strategy (P̂ †, π†) and the definition of

Q∗
ǫ in Lemma 3, (b) is due to the definition of Q∗

ǫ in Lemma 3, (c) comes from the inequality

⌈ξ⌉ρ < 1 + 2ρξρ for ξ ≥ 0 and ρ > 0 (see Eq. (26) in [5]), and in step (d), we used Lemma 3.
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Finally, since the guessing strategy (P̂ †, π†) is D-admissible and satisfies Pe(G
†) ≤ ǫ (see

(28) and the definition of (P̂ †, π†)), we complete the proof of (33).

V. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS

In this section, we investigate the minimal expected value of the cost for a stationary and

memoryless source. Let Xn = (X1, X2, . . . , Xn) be n independent copies of X . As in [26] and

[35], for n-letter setting, the log-loss distortion is defined as

dn(x
n, P̂ n

i ) :=
1

n
log

1

P̂ n
i (x

n)
, (80)

where P̂ n
i ∈ P(X n). The asymptotic expansion of the fundamental limit C⋆

Xn(D, ρ, ǫ) is given

as follows:

Theorem 2: If D ≥ 0, ρ > 0, ǫ ∈ (0, 1), V (X) > 0, and T (X) < ∞, then for a stationary

and memoryless source, we have

C⋆
Xn(D, ρ, ǫ)

≥ (1 + n logM)−ρ

× exp

{

ρnH(X)− ρ
√

nV (X)Φ−1(ǫ)− 1 + ρ

2
log n− (1 + ρ) log⌊exp(nD)⌋+O(1)

}

,

(81)

C⋆
Xn(D, ρ, ǫ)

≤ 1− ǫ+ 2ρ exp

{

ρnH(X)− ρ
√

nV (X)Φ−1(ǫ)− 1 + ρ

2
logn− ρ log⌊exp(nD)⌋ +O(1)

}

(82)

as n → ∞.

Proof: Combining the asymptotic expansion of the smooth Rényi entropy given by Lemma

4 and the one-shot formula given by Theorem 1 yields Theorem 2.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARK

We have investigated the problem of soft guessing allowing errors. We have established the

one-shot upper and lower bounds of C⋆
X(D, ρ, ǫ) via the smooth Rényi entropy. Moreover, we

have provided the asymptotic expansion of C⋆
Xn(D, ρ, ǫ), where Xn = (X1, X2, . . . , Xn) is n

independent copies of X . Future works are as follows:
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1) Extension: We can consider extensions of the setup in this paper. One example is the case

where side information is available to the guesser as in [1] and [17]. Another example is the

case where we adopt a tunable loss (i.e., a generalization of log-loss) as in [16].

2) Connection to lossy source coding: The cumulant generating function of codeword lengths

has been investigated in variable-length lossy source coding (see, e.g., [11], [28], [35]). The au-

thor conjectures that the problem considered in this paper is closely related to the variable-length

lossy source coding in [28], i.e., the variable-length lossy source coding in which the criteria

are the cumulant generating function of codeword lengths and excess distortion probability.
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