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Abstract—We study a unified information-theoretic framework
for integrated sensing and communications (ISAC), applicable to
both monostatic and bistatic sensing scenarios. Special attention
is given to the case where the sensing receiver (Rx) is required
to produce a “soft” estimate of the state sequence, with logarith-
mic loss serving as the performance metric. We derive lower
and upper bounds on the capacity-distortion function, which
delineates the fundamental tradeoff between communication rate
and sensing distortion. These bounds coincide when the channel
between the ISAC transmitter (Tx) and the communication Rx
is degraded with respect to the channel between the ISAC Tx
and the sensing Rx, or vice versa. Furthermore, we provide
a complete characterization of the capacity-distortion function
for an ISAC system that simultaneously transmits information
over a binary-symmetric channel and senses additive Bernoulli
states through another binary-symmetric channel. The Gaussian
counterpart of this problem is also explored, which, together with
a state-splitting trick, fully determines the capacity-distortion-
power function under the squared error distortion measure.

Index Terms—Bayesian estimation, broadcast channel, ex-
tremal inequality, integrated sensing and communications, loga-
rithmic loss, superposition coding.

I. INTRODUCTION

Integrated sensing and communications (ISAC) [1]] repre-
sent a transformative approach that integrates sensing and
communication functionalities within a unified system, en-
abling more efficient use of resources such as spectrum,
power, and hardware. By leveraging the same infrastructure
and signals for both tasks, ISAC not only reduces redundancy
but also unlocks synergistic benefits that would otherwise
be unattainable in separate systems. This integration is par-
ticularly significant in the context of emerging applications,
such as autonomous vehicles, smart cities, and next-generation
wireless networks, where simultaneous high-precision sensing
and reliable communication are essential. ISAC promises to
revolutionize these fields by enhancing performance, reducing
costs, and paving the way for innovative applications that
capitalize on its dual functionality.

The development of ISAC systems presents a multitude of
intriguing theoretical questions [2]—[7]. At the heart of these
questions is the need to understand the interplay between the
communication and sensing functionalities, which is reflected
in the fundamental tradeoff between communication rate and
sensing distortion. This tradeoff encapsulates the challenge
of optimizing the use of shared resources so that both high-
quality sensing and efficient communication can be achieved.
To address this, it is essential to bring together insights
from two key theoretical areas: information theory, which
provides the framework for understanding the performance
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Fig. 1. Bistatic sensing (including monostatic sensing as a degenerate case).

limits of communication systems, and estimation theory, which
focuses on how to best extract information about the sensed
environment. The resulting comprehensive approach can lead
to new methods of designing ISAC systems that effectively
balance communication and sensing demands, thus enabling a
wide range of practical applications.

The literature on ISAC primarily focuses on the monostatic
sensing scenario, where the sensing receiver (Rx) is colo-
cated with the ISAC transmitter (Tx) and, consequently, has
knowledge of the channel input [8]-[11]. The key finding in
this scenario is that the tradeoff between communication rate
and sensing distortion is governed solely by constraints on
the marginal distribution of the channel input. Operationally,
this marginal distribution corresponds to a signaling strategy,
which defines the constellation and the relative frequency with
which each constellation point is used. It is important to note
that the signaling strategy is only loosely connected to the
communication rate. For instance, every non-degenerate linear
code over GF(2) induces uniform binary signaling, meaning
the actual code rate cannot be inferred from the signaling
strategy alone. More generally, each signaling strategy has
a maximum communication rate it can support; below this
threshold, the specific rate can still be freely chosen. There-
fore, in the monostatic sensing scenario, when the signaling
strategy is fixed, communication rate and sensing distortion
are effectively decoupled.

In the bistatic sensing scenario (see Fig. [Il), where the
channel input is unknown to the sensing receiver (Rx), a
natural question arises: does the decoupling principle observed
in the monostatic setting still apply? As demonstrated in
[12], this is generally not the case when the channel to the
communication Rx is not degraded with respect to the channel
to the sensing Rx. Intuitively, if the sensing Rx cannot decode
the transmitted signal, a higher information content in the
signal introduces greater uncertainty into the sensing task,
leading to increased sensing distortion. In contrast, when the
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channel to the communication Rx is degraded with respect to
the channel to the sensing Rx, the sensing Rx can decode
the information-carrying signal intended for the communi-
cation Rx. As a result, the problem effectively reduces to
the monostatic sensing scenario. In fact, monostatic sensing
can be regarded as a special case of bistatic sensing where
channel degradation holds trivially. This also explains why the
decoupling phenomenon observed in monostatic sensing also
manifests in the point-to-point setting where the Rx is tasked
with both channel decoding and state estimation [13].

In this work, we follow [12]] by modeling the sensing target
as a sequence of independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)
state variables. We extend the problem formulation in [12] by
relaxing the assumption that the state variables are directly
observable by the communication Rx since this essentially
excludes the important scenario where the sensing Rx is better
informed than the communication Rx. On the other hand,
our formulation is less general in one aspect compared to
[12], as no common message is introduced for decoding by
both the communication and sensing receivers. Nonetheless,
the analysis reveals that even without enforcing a common
message, it is often beneficial for the sensing Rx to partially
decode the transmitted message and leverage it to improve
state estimation, particularly when the channel to the sensing
Rx is degraded relative to the channel to the communication
Rx. Thus, this functionality is better left as a natural outcome
rather than being explicitly imposed.

Beyond these relatively minor differences in system models,
our work distinguishes itself from [12] and the broader ISAC
literature (with the exception of [11], which addresses the
monostatic sensing scenario) by placing special emphasis on
the case where the sensing Rx is required to produce a
posterior-distribution-like “soft” estimate of the state sequence.
This focus is motivated by the fact that, in the Bayesian esti-
mation framework, the posterior state distribution given the ob-
servation serves as a universal sufficient statistic, from which
“hard” reconstructions can be readily derived. To evaluate the
quality of such a “soft” estimate, we adopt logarithmic loss as
the performance metric. Besides its practical movitations, the
focus on state distribution estimation under logarithmic loss
offers a mathematical advantage by faciliating the application
of various extremal inequalities, leading to more explicit and
conclusive results compared to other sensing tasks.

Below is a summary of our main contributions.

1) We derive lower and upper bounds on the capacity-
distortion function that delineates the fundamental
information-theoretic limits of ISAC under logarithmic
loss, along with a set of matching conditions. It is
shown that when the channel to the communication Rx is
degraded with respect to the channel to the sensing Rx,
the interplay between communication rate and sensing
distortion occurs solely through the signaling strategy.
This result extends the decoupling principle previously
established for the monostatic sensing scenario [11]]. In
contrast, when the channel to the sensing Rx is degraded
with respect to the channel to the communication Rx,
the decoupling principle no longer holds, reaffirming the
observation made in [[12].

2) We fully determine the capacity-distortion function for
an ISAC system designed to simultaneously trans-
mit information over a binary-symmetric channel and
sense additive Bernoulli states through another binary-
symmetric channel, regardless of the channel degrada-
tion order. The Gaussian counterpart of this problem is
also explored, resulting in a complete characterization of
the capacity-distortion-power function under the squared
error distortion measure.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section
provides the definition of the capacity-distortion function
along with a discussion of the connection between logarithm
loss and conventional distortion measures. Lower and upper
bounds on the capacity-distortion function are presented in
Section which coincide when the channel between the
ISAC Tx and the communication Rx is degraded with respect
to the channel between the ISAC Tx and the sensing Rx, or
vice versa. Conclusive results are derived in Section for
both the binary and Gaussian cases. Section [V] offers some
concluding remarks.

Throughout this paper, we adopt standard notation for
information measures: H(-) for entropy, h(-) for differential
entropy, I(-;-) for mutual information, and H,(-) for the
binary entropy function. Let px denote the distribution of
a random variable/vector X; specifically, px is a probability
mass function if X is discret and a probability density function
if X is contiunous. We use B(a) and N (1, 0?) to represent
the Bernoulli distribution with parameter o and the Gaussian
distribution with mean p and variance o2, respectively. Let E[]
denote the expectation operator, and let var(X|Y") represent
the minimum mean sequared error in estimating X given Y,
i.e., var(X|Y) := E[(X —E[X|Y])?]. The probability of event
A is expressed as P{A}. We define a ® b as the modulo-2
addition and a * b as the binary convolution of a and b (i.e.,
axb:= (1 —a)b+ a(l —b)). Unless otherwise stated, the
logarithm functions log(-) and In(-) are assumed to have base
2 and base e, respectively.

II. PROBLEM DEFINITION

Consider an ISAC system consisting of a Tx, a communi-
cation Rx, and a sensing Rx. The ISAC Tx encodes a message
M, uniformly distributed over M, into a codeword X" from
codebook C and transmits X" through a broadcast channel]
Py,vs|xs With state distribution pg. The communication Rx
decodes the channel output YY" to produce a reconstructed
message M, while the sensing Rx uses the channel output Y5"
to generate an estimate Sm e 8" of the state sequence S™.
Unless specified otherwise (see Section [[V-B)), we assume that
the input alphabet X', the output alphabets };, ¢ = 1,2, and
the state alphabet S all have finite cardinalities.

Let d : §" x SM — [-00,00], n = 1,2,..., be a
sequence of distortion measures.

Definition 1: We say that a rate R is achievable with respect
to a distortion level D if, for any € > 0 and all sufficienty

"More precisely, the broadcast channel is specified by PY, Y, S| x> Which
can be factorized as py,y,|xsps (i-e., the channel state is independent of
the channel input).



large n, there exist an encoding function ™ : M — C, a
decoding function g1 : V' = M, and an estimation function
g™ Yp — 8™ such that

%bgWIZR—e, (1)
P{M # M} <e, 2)
—E[d(" (87,8 < D +e. A3)

The maximum of such achievable rates R is denoted by C(D),
which is referred to as the capacity-distortion function.

Remark 1: Tt is easy to verify that C'(D) depends on
Pyiv,s|x only through py, | x and py,s|x.

Special attention will be paid to the case where S =
P(S™), with P(S™) representing the set of probability dis-
tributions over S™. In this case, S can be interpreted as a
“soft” estimate of S™ given Y3'. Accordingly, we will denote
S by q(-|Y"). Two types of logarithmic loss are considered
in this paper: sequence-wise logarlthmlc loss (d™ = d(cq) and
symbol-wise logarithmic loss (d(" = dsym).

The sequence-wise logarithmic loss distortion measure is
defined as

1
d (sm, 50 log (7> .
S = g

Note that E[d(™) (S™, $")] = 0 if and only if ¢(-|Y3") assigns
probability 1 to S™ almost surely; such a “soft” estimate is
deemed perfect.

It is instructive to view ¢(-|Y3") as a proxy for the posterior
distribution pgn|y; (-|Y3"), which is actually the best “soft”
estimate of S™ given Y" under sequence-wise logarithmic
loss. Indeed,
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and this lower bound is attained if and only if ¢(:|Y3") =
psn|yy (+|Y3") almost surely.

Within the Bayesian estimation framework, pg» |y (-|Y3")
serves as a universal sufficient statistic for S™ given Y;* due
to the fact that Y3" <> pgnjy, (1[Y3") > S™ forms a Markov
chain. The best “hard” reconstruction of S™ based on Y3
in terms of a conventional sequence-wise distortion measure
d™ . 8" x 8" — [0,00] can be directly inferred from
psnyy (+]Y3") as follows:

Z Psn|yy (s

smesn

arg min mMY)d™ (87, 5.
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Substituting pgn |y (+[Y3") with ¢(-|Y3") in (§) yields a nat-
ural “hard” reconstruction rule based on the “soft” estimate
a(¥5).

For symbol-wise logarithmic loss, the “soft” estimate S(")
is restricted to the form [}, ¢ (-|Y5") with ¢, (-|Y3") € P(S),
t=1,2,...,n, and we define

L) = b Srrar)
=S5 ()

Here, ¢:(-|Y5") can be interpreted as a proxy of the posterior
distribution pg sy (1Y5"), t = 1,2,...,n. Similarly to @),
we have
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and this lower bound is attained if and only if ¢, (-|Y5") =
ps(t)‘y2n(-|Y2"), t=1,2,...,n, almost surely.
Substituting pgn vz (-[Y3) with [T} q:(]Y5) in @) yields

arg min, (H a(s
snesSn

)Yy )d““( mEM), (8)

which reduces to the following symbol-wise “hard” recon-
struction rule

argnnnzi]t s|Y3")d(s, 5),

seS

it d(sm,5") So7_, d(s(t),5(t)) for some distortion
measure d : S x S € [0, oc]. Note that for any conventional
symbol-wise distortion measure d, the “hard” reconstruction
based on [T}, ¢:(-|Y™) coincides with that based on g(-|Y™)
if ¢;(-]Y™), t=1,2,...,n, can be obtained from ¢(-|Y™) via
marginalization.

t=1,2,....n, (9)



Since a “soft” estimate of the form [[}" ; ¢(-|Y5") remains
valid for sequence-wise logarithmic loss, it follows that con-
verse results established under sequence-wise logarithmic loss
automatically hold under symbol-wise logarithmic loss, while
achievability results established under symbol-wise logarith-
mic loss also apply to sequence-wise logarithmic loss.

Every achievable distortion level under a conventional
symbol-wise distortion measure d implies an achievable dis-
tortion level under symbol-wise logarithmic loss, and conse-
quently, also under sequence-wise logarithmic loss. Specifi-
cally, let S™ denote a “hard” reconstruction of S™ based on
Y7 such that

%;E[Jm ). 5(0)] < D (10)
by setting q:(-|Y3") := psvy (1Y), t = 1,2,..., we have
R, (57, 80 = tzj;H(su)m”)
- Z (H(S(0) - 1(5(6): Y1)
<33 (m(st0) - 1650 50)
< H(S) — Rs(D), (11)

where Rg(D) is the rate-distortion function_for the source
distribution pg under the distortion measure d, i.e.,

Rg(D) :=min I(S; S) (12)
P3|s
st. E[d(S,S)] <D (13)

In other words, if a distortion level D is achievable under
the distortion measure d by a given scheme, then the product
of the posterior distributions pg(s)jy; (11Y3'), t = 1,2,...,n
induced by that scheme achieves a distortion level no greater
than H(S)— Rg(D) under both symbol-wise logarithmic loss
and sequence-wise logarithmic loss.

Logarithmic loss is widely used as penalty function in
the theory of learning and prediction [14, Chapter 9]. Its
prominence in information theory can be attributed to the
seminal work of Courtade and Weissman [[15]. Our preceding
discussion demonstrates that, in the ISAC setting, logarithmic
loss serves as a natural performance metric for “soft” sensing,
as it accomodates a wide range of Bayesian estimation tasks.

III. BOUNDS AND MATCHING CONDITIONS

In this section, we establish lower and upper bounds on the
capacity-distortion function under logarithmic loss. Addition-
ally, it is shown that these bounds coincide when a degradation
order exists between the channel to the communication Rx and
the channel to the sensing Rx.

A. Lower Bound

Theorem 1: Under both sequence-wise and symbol-wise
logarithm loss,

(D) = C(D), (14)

where

C(D) :=maxmin{I(X; Y1), I(X;Y1|U) + I(U;Y2)} (15)
pPux

st. H(S|U,Y) < D, (16)

with the joint factorized as
PUXDPy Y,S|X-

Remark 2: For the auxiliary random variable U in the
definition of C(D), the cardinality bound on its alphabet Z{ can
be established as follows. By the support lemma [16, p. 310,
Lemma 3.4], there is no loss of generality in assuming |I/| <
|X| + 1 as it suffices to preserve px, H(Y1|U) + H(Y2|U),
and H(S|U,Y>). This also justifies the use of “max” in (I3).

Proof: The achievability of the lower bound C(D) is
based on the standard superposition coding scheme [[17]. It can
be viewed as an adaption of [12, Theorem 1] to the logarithmic
loss setting. Thus, only a sketch of the proof is provided here.

It suffices to focus on symbol-wise logarithmic loss,
as the corresponding achievabiity result also applies to
sequence- w1se logarithmic loss. Generate 277! codewords
{U"(ml)}ml , using py, and for each U™(mq), gener-
ate 2"%2 codewords {X"(ml,mg)}m2:1 using pyy. Given
a message M := (M, Ms) uniformly distributed over

distribution pyxyv,v,s

{1,2,...,27%) x {1,2,...,2"f%2} the ISAC Tx sends
X"™(My, Ms) through the channel. We choose
Ry = I(X;Y1|U), (18)

such that, with high probability, the sensing Rx can
decode M, while the communication Rx can decode
(M, Ms). The sensing Rx then sets ¢(|Y3") :=

Ps|uy, ([U(Mi,t),Ya(t)), where u(Mi,t) denotes the t-entry
of U™(My), t = 1,2,...,n. This resulting “soft” estimate
S = H?,l q:(-|Y3?) satisfies

[d(" (5", 8" ~ H(S|U, Y) (19)
with high probability. [ ]
B. Upper Bound

Theorem 2: Under symbol-wise logarithmic loss,
C(D) < Coym(D), (20)
and under sequence-wise logarithmic loss,
C(D) < Cseq(D), 2n

where

Csym (D) :25{]13? min{I(X; Y1), I(X;Y1|U) + I(U;Y>),

I(X; Y1, Y2|U, V) + 1(U,V;Ya)} (22)
st. H(S|U,V,Ys) < D, (23)



and

Cseq(D) ::gjlei min{I(X;Y1), [(X;Y1|U) + I(U;Y>),

I(X;Y1,Y2, S|U V) + I(U,V;Ya)} (24)
st H(S|U,V,Y2) < D, 25)

with factorized as
PUVXPy1Y,S|X-

Remark 3: For the auxiliary random variables U and V
in the definition of Usym, the cardinality bounds on their
alphabets &/ and V can be established as follows. By the
support lemma [[16, p. 310, Lemma 3.4], there is no loss of
generality in assuming || < |X|+ 2 as it suffices to preserve
px, HY1|U)+ H(Y2|U), H(Y1,Y2|U,V)+ H(Y2|U,V), and
H(S|U,V,Y3). Moreover, no loss of generality is incured by
assuming |V| < |U||X| + 1 as it suffices to preserve pyx,
HMY1,Y:2|\U, V) + H(Y2|U,V), and H(S|U,V,Y2). The same
cardinality bounds apply to U and V in the definition of
Cseq(D). This also justifies the use of “max” in 22) and
24).

Proof: See Appendix [ |

It can be shown via a timesharing argument that C(D) is
concave in D. Similarly, C'(D), Usym(D), and éscq(D) are
also concave in D, as the timesharing variable can be obsorbed
into the auxiliary random vaiable U.

the joint distribution pyvxsy;v,

C. Matching Conditions

The standard notions of channel degradedness are adopted
in this paper. Specifically, py;|x is said to be physically
degraded with respect t0 py,x if Pyiva|x = Pya|xPvi|ves
and is said to be stochastically degraded with respect to py,|x
if there exists a transition matrix {q(y1|y2)}y, ey 42y, Such
that py|x (ylz) = X, cy Py x (¥ [2)q(yly’) for all z € X
and y € V. The case where py,|x is degraded with respect to
Py, x can be defined in a similar manner.

It is evident that physical degradedness implies stochastic
degradedness, but the converse does not hold in general.
However, we will demonstrate that these two notions of
channel degradedness are, in fact, equivalent when it comes
to characterizing the capacity-distortion function. This mir-
rors the equivalence observed in the conventional broadcast
channel setting. A subtle yet crucial aspect here is ensuring
that the conversion from stochastic degradedness to physical
degradedness does not affect the sensing task.

Let py,|x, Pys|x,> and py,s;x be the conditional distri-
butions induced by the given broadcast channel py,y,s|x-
Depending on whether py,|x is stochastically degraded with
respect to py,|x or the other way around, we can construct
pgflyﬂx by coupling py,|x and py,|x such that X + Y5 <> ¥
or X & Y] < Y5 forms a Markov chain under p’Yle‘ x-
Furthermore, we can construct py, . s|x Dy coupling Py, YalX
and py,s|x such that 7 < (X,Y3) + S forms a Markov
chain under p@lYQ s|x- The constructed broadcast channel
p;/ly2 g|x Possesses the desired physical degradedness struc-
ture. Moreover, in view of Remark[I] it has the same capacity-
distortion function as the original broadcast channel py, v, s|x
because p’Y1| x = Pv|x and py, s|x = Pyvzs|x- Henceforth,

we will no longer distinguish between the two notions of
channel degradedness and will freely apply the properties of
physical degradedness even when the given broadcast channel
only satisfies stochastic degradedness.

Corollary 1: If py,x is degraded with resepct to py,|x,
then under both sequence-wise and symbol-wise logarithmic
loss,

C(D) =max I(X; 1) (26)
s.t. H(S|X,Y2) <D. 27
Proof: Choosing U = X shows
C(D) 2 max min{I(X; 1), I(X; Y2)} (28)
s.t.X H(S|X,Y2) <D. (29)

Since py,|x is degraded with resepct to py,|x, it follows that
I(X;Y1) < I(X;Y>3). Consequently, we have

C(D) >maxI(X;Y}) (30)
Px
st. H(S|X,Ys) < D. 31

Moreover, H(S|U,V,Y2) > H(S|X,Y2) for puvxv,vas
factorized as pyv xpy,v,s|x- Therefore,

Coym(D) <max I(X;Y1) (32)
st. H(S|X,Ys) < D, (33)
and
Cheq(D) < max I(X;Yy) (34
st. H(S|X,Ys) < D. (35)
Invoking Theorems [1] and 2] proves Corollary [1l [

Corollary [Il indicates that when py, x is degraded with
respect to py, | x, the tradeoff between communication rate and
sensing distortion is governed by the adjustment of the input
distribution px . Practically, this is realized through the choice
of signaling strategy or waveform design. For a fixed px,
communication rate and sensing distortion are decoupled in
the sense that any communication rate above I(X; Y7) and any
sensing distortion below H(S|X,Y7) can be independently
selected. Intuitively, since the sensing Rx can decode the
message intended for the communication Rx due to the favor-
able channel degradation order, it is the statistical properties
of the input, rather than the exact communication rate, that
determine the sensing performance. This result generalizes
the decoupling principle previously established for monostatic
sensing [[L1, Theorem 1], which corresponds to the degenerate
scenario where X is a function of Ys, making the degradedness
of py,|x relative to py,|x trivially satisfied.

Corollary 2: If py,| x is degraded with resepct to py,|x,
then under symbol-wise logarithmic loss,

C(D) =max I(X;Y1|U) + I[(U;Y3) (36)
PUX
st. H(S|U,Yz) < D, (37)

with the joint distribution pyxy,v,s factorized as

PUXDPY1Y,s|x- Furthermore, if py,v,s/x = Pvi|xPys|v15Ps>



then the same conclusion holds under
logarithmic loss,

Remark 4: Without loss of generality, we can assume that
the alphabet U/ of the auxiliary random variable U in the
statement of Corollary [2] satisfies the cardinality bound [I/] <
|X|+ 1.

Remark 5: The condition Py1Ys8|X = Pyi1|XPys|v1SPS im-
plies that X + Y; « (Y2,S5) forms a Markov chain,
which is a stronger condition than the physical degradedness
X+ Y &Y.

Proof: Since py,|x is degraded with respect to py,|x, it
follows that

I(X;Y41|U) + I(U; Ys) < I(X;Y1|U) + 1(U; Y1)
= I(X: V1) (38)

if U & X + (Y1,Y3) forms a Markov chain. As a
consequence,

sequence-wise

C(D) =max I(X;Y1|U) + I(U; Ya) (39)
pux
st. H(S|U,Y2) < D, (40)

with the joint distribution pyxy,v,s factorized as
PUXDPvi1Y,s|x- The degradedness of py, x relative to
Py;|x also implies that

I(X7Y17YYZ|U7V):I(X7Y1|U7V) (41)

if (U, V)< X + (Y1,Y2) forms a Markov chain. Therefore,
we have

Usym(D) <max I(X;Y1|U, V) + 1(U,V;Ys) (42)
pPuvx
st. H(S|U,V,Ys) < D, (43)

with the joint distribution pyvxy,v,s factorized as
PUVXPyiY,s)x- Consolidating U and V into a single

auxiliary random variable reveals that
Cym(D) < C(D). (44)

This directly leads to the first statement of Corollary 2] in light
of Theorems [1 and

Now we proceed to prove the second statement of Corollary
The condition py,y,s|x = Py;|xPy,|v;sPs implies that

I(X;11,Y2, S|U, V) =I(X;\1|U, V) (45)

if (V) & X & (1,Y2,5) forms a Markov chain.
Therefore, we have

Cleq(D) < max I(X; Y1|U, V) + I(U,V;Ys)
PUVX
st. H(S|U,V,Ys) < D,

(46)
(47)

with the joint distribution pyvxy,v,s factorized as
PUVXPYiY,5)x- The remainder of the proof follows the
same reasoning as for the first statement. ]

Corollary [2] suggests that when py,|x is degraded with
respect to py, |x, the relationship between communication rate
and sensing distortion is influenced by more than just the input
distribution. Even with px fixed, different choices of U can
directly impact the achievable communication rate and sensing

distortion. This is because I(U;Y2) represents the amount of
information that can be decoded by both the communication
Rx and the sensing Rx, while I(X;Y1|U) corresponds to
the information that is only decodable by the communication
Rx. The more information decoded by the sensing Rx, the
easier the sensing task tends to become. However, this comes
at the cost of reducing the information that can be sent to
the communication Rx, as additional redundancy is required
to ensure the transmitted information can withstand the less
favorable channel conditions and remain decodable at the
sensing Rx.

IV. SPECIAL CASES

Unlike conventional distortion metrics, logarithmic loss
enables the single-letter characterizations or bounds of the
capacity-distortion function to be expressed purely in terms
of information measures, which facilitates the application of
extremal inequalities for their evaluation. We illustrate this
with two special channel models and further highlight the
significance of logarithmic loss by demonstrating how it yields
conclusive results for conventional distortion metrics.

A. Binary Case

Consider the case where the channel from the ISAC Tx to
the communication Rx is given by Y7 = X @ Z; and the
channel to the sensing Rx is given by Yo = X & Zo ¢ S. It is
assumed that Z; ~ B(81), Z2 ~ B(52), and S ~ B(Bs) with
B1, B2, Bs € (0, %), moreover, Z1, Zo, and S are independent
of X while Zs and S are mutually independent. The capacity-
distortion function for this channel model is denoted by
Cg(D).

If 51 € [B2 * B, %], then py,|x is degraded with respect
to Py,|x; so it follows by Corollary [l that under symbol-wise
logarithmic loss,

Cp(D) =max I(X;Y)) (48)
Px
st. H(S|X,Yy) < D. (49)

If 81 € [0, B2 * Bs], then Py, x is degraded with respect to
Py;|x; so it follows by Corollary [2] that under symbol-wise
logarithmic loss,

Cp(D) =max I(X;Y1|U) + I(U; Ya) (50)
pux
st. H(S|U,Y2) < D, (51)

with the joint distribution pyxy,v,s factorized as
PUXDY,Ya5|x- As U < X < (Y1,Y3,5) forms a Markov
chain, we have

H(S|Zy® S) = H(S|X,Y2) < H(S|U,Y2) < H(S). (52)

The distortion constraint becomes unsatisfiable when D <
H(S|Z> @ S) and inactive when D > H(S). Note that

H(S|Z2@S):H(S,ZQ@S)—H(ZQ@S)
=H(S)+ H(Z2) — H(Z2® S)

= Hy(B2) + Hy(Bs) — Hp(P2 % Bs)  (53)



and H(S) = Hp(Bs). Therefore, it suffices to consider D €
[Hy(B2) + Hy(Bs) — Hyp(B2 * Bs), Hy(Bs)]-

Even with the single-letter characterization in @8)—(51),
the exact evaluation of Cg(D) remains highly non-trivial. We
address this challenge by establishing an extremal inequality
for certain linear combinations of binary entropy functions,
which leads to the result below (see also Fig. ).

Theorem 3: Under symbol-wise logarithmic loss, Cy(D)
admits the following explicit characterization:

1) If g1 € [62 x (s, %), then
Ce(D) =1— Hy(p) (54)

for D € [Hy(B2) + Hy(Bs) — Hyp(B2 * Bs), Hy(Bs)]-
2) If Bl S (ﬁg,ﬁg * ﬂs), then
_ Hy(B2*Bs) — Hy(Br) )
© Hy(B2 * Bs) — Hy(B2) (D = Hy(Bs))
+1— Hy(p1) (55)

for D € [Hy(B2) + Hy(Bs) — Hy(B2 * Bs), Hy(Bs)].
3) If gy € (0,62], then

Cg(D) =1— Hy(p1) + Hy(ap * 1)
— Hy(ap * B2 * Bs) (56)

for D € [Hy(B2) + Hy(Bs) — Hy(B2 * Bs), Hy(Bs)]s
where ap is the unique number in [0, 3] satisfying

Hy(Bs) + Hy(ap * B2) — Hy(ap * B2 x Bs) = D.
(57)

Moreover, cases 1) and 3) also hold under sequence-wise
logarithmic loss.

Remark 6: A computable characterization of Cp(D) under
sequence-wise logarithmic loss is unknown in case 2); never-
theless, since sequence-wise logarithmic loss is more relaxed
than symbol-wise logarithmic loss, we must have

Hy (B2 * Bs) — Hy(1)
D) = By = Bs) — Hy(Bo)
+1— Hp(51)

for D € [Hy(B2) + Hy(Bs) — Hp(B2 * Bs), Hp(Bs)]-

Proof: For case 1), the single-letter characterization
of C(D) under symbol-wise logarithmic loss is given by
and (49). Regardless of the choice of pyx, we have
H(S|X,Yz) = Hy(B2) + Hy(Bs) — Hy(Bz * ), and con-
sequently, the constraint in is trivially satisifed for
D € [Hy(B2) + Hy(Bs) — Hp(B2 * Bs), Hy(Bs)]. Moreover,
the objective function in @8] attains its maximum value of
1 — Hy(B1) when X ~ B(3). This proves (54).

For cases 2) and 3), the single-letter characterization of
Cp(D) under symbol-wise logarithmic loss is given by (30)
and (3I). Let X = U @ A, where U ~ B(3) and A ~ B(«)
are mutually independent and also independent of (Z7, Zs, S).
It can be verified that

I(X;ni|U) + 1(U; Yz)

=HW|U) - HWY|U, X) + H(Y2) — H(Y2|U)
—HA®Z) — H(Z) + H(Ys) — HA® Z, @ 5)
=1— Hy(f1)+ Hy(a* f1) — Hy(a * B2 * Bs) (59)

Cs(D)

(D — Hy(Bs))
(58)

and

H(S|U,Yz)

= H(S|A® Z:a S)

—H(S,A® Z®S)—HA® Z, & S)
=H(S)+H(A® Zy) -~ H(AD Zy @ S)

= Hy(Bs) + Hy(a * Bo) — Hy(a x Ba % Bs).  (60)

As o varies from 0 to 5, H(S|U, Y2) increases from Hy(B2)+
Hy(Bs) — Hp(B2 * Bs) to Hp(Bs). Choosing @ = ap
ensures that H(S|U,Yz) = D, and consequently, the distortion
constraint in (3I) is satisfied. Therefore, the corresponding
I(X;Y1|U) 4+ I(U;Y2) provides a lower bound on Cgp(D),
ie., Cp(D) > Rp(D), where

Rp(D) :=1— Hyp(B1) + Hp(ap * 1) — Hy(ap * P2 * Bs).
(61)

Since Cp(D) is concave in D, it follows that the upper
concave envelope of Rp(D), denoted by Rp(D), is also a
lower bound on Cy (D). We establish an extremal inequality
in Appendix[Bl which implies Cp (D) = Rp(D). The problem
now reduces to computing R (D). It turns out that in case 3),
Rgp(D) is concave in D, and thus coincides with R (D). This
proves (36). However, in case 2), Rg(D) is convex in D, and
consequently, Rg(D) is the line segment connecting the two
endpoints of Rg(D) at D = Hy(B2) + Hy(B8s) — Hp(B2 * Bs)
and D = Hy(Bg), respectively. The operational implication is
that in case 2), Cp(D) is achieved by timesharing between
the two coding schemes associated with U = X and U = 0.
This proves (33). Further details are provided in Appendix

It remains to address the statement regarding sequence-wise
logarithmic loss. In case 1), since py,|x is degraded with
respect to py,|x, both types of logarithmic loss yield the same
Cg(D) according to Corollary[I In case 3), we can express Zo
as Zy = Z1&W with W ~ B(£2551) and assume that X, Zy,
W, and S are mutually independent. This construction ensures
PY1Y2S|X = PYi|XPYa|visPs- Consequently, by Corollary
Cp(D) under sequence-wise logarithmic loss coincides with
that under symbol-wise logarithmic loss. This completes the
proof of Theorem [ |

B. Gaussian Case

Consider the case where the channel from the ISAC Tx to
the communication Rx is given by Y7 = X + Z; and the
channel to the sensing Rx is given by Yo = X + Z5 + S. It
is assumed that Z; ~ N(0, N1), Zo ~ N(0,N3), and S ~
N (0, Ng) with N1, No, Ng > 0; moreover, Z1, Zs, and S are
independent of X while Z and S are mutually independent.
We modify Definition[IIby incorporating an additional average
power contraint

I 5
> EX*(t)] < P+e

n
t=1

(62)

and denote the resulting capacity-distortion-power function by
Ca (D, P).

It is worth mentioning that logarithmic loss can be naturally
extended from discrete to continuous random variables by
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Fig. 2. Plots of C (D) under sybmol-wise logarithmic loss with 82 = 0.2
and Bg = 0.1 are shown for 81 = 0.3, 81 = 0.24, and 8; = 0.18,
corresponding to cases 1), 2) and 3) in Theorem [3 respectively. The plots
for 1 = 0.3 and 81 = 0.18 also apply to sequence-wise logarithmic loss,
while the plot for 81 = 0.24 serves as a lower bound on Cg (D) under
sequence-wise logarithmic loss.

replacing probability mass functions with probability density
functions. Consequently, differential entropy takes the place of
entropy in the relevant expressions. In particular, (@) and ()
become

1 n n &(n 1 n|yn
B[] (5", 8] > ~h(S"|3") (63)
and
1 . 1
“rign) (gn &(n) - n
—Eldiym (5™, 5M)] 2 > h(SH)IY), (64)

t

1

respectively. Note that logarithmic loss may not always be
non-negative for continuous random variables.

If N1 € [N2+ N5, 00), then py,|x is degraded with respect
10 py,|x; a simple extension of Corollary [Il shows that under
symbol-wise logarithmic loss,

Ca(D, P) :H;axf(X; Y1) (65)
s.t. h(S|X,Ys) < D, (66)
E[X?] < P. (67)

If Ny € (0, N2 + Ns), then py, x is degraded with respect
to py,|x; a simple extension of Corollary 2] shows that under
symbol-wise logarithmic loss,

Ca(D, P) =max I[(X;Y1|U) + I(U; Yz) (68)
Pux

s.t. h(S|U,Y2) < D, (69)

E[X?] < P, (70

with the joint distribution pyxv,v,s factorized as
PUXDY,Y,5|x- As U & X < (Y1,Y3,5) forms a Markov
chain, we have

h(S|Zy + S) = h(S|X,Y2) < h(S|U,Y2) < h(S|Y2). (71)

2Both Corollaries 1 and ] can be extended to the Gaussian case. In
particular, the achievability proof follows from the standard discretization
procedure, while the converse can be established using the weak convergence
argument in [18) Appendix IIJ.

The distortion constraint becomes unsatisfiable when D <
h(S|Z2+S) and inactive when D > max,, , .gx2)<p h(S|Y2).
Note that

h(S|Zy+ S) = %log (2mevar(S|Zs + 5))

- 1 27T€N2NS
- 210g(N2+N5) 72)
and
1
< Z
- ;]]EI[I)%%(]SP h(S|Y2) < pX:]]EI[I)%%(]SP 5 log(2mevar(S|Y2))
1 27T6(P + NQ)NS
< -1 —_ . 73
_20g<P+N2+NS 7

Therefore, it suffices to consider D IS
2meNo N, 2me(P+N2)N,
3 lo8CRETRE), 3 log(y 35 )
We establish a variant of the entropy power inequality and

leverage it to perform an exact evaluation of the single-letter
characterization of Cq (D, P) in (63)—({Z0), which leads to the
result below (see also Fig. [3).

Theorem 4: Under both sequence-wise and symbol-wise
logarithmic loss, Cg(D, P) admits the following explicit
characterization or bound:

1) If Ny € [Ny + Ng,00), then

(74)

Ca(D,P) = %log (P+Nl>

Ny

Te 2me(P+N2)N,
for D € [% 1og(2N2ﬁ3VJZS), %1og(%)].

2) If Ny € (N3, N2 + Ng), then
log ((P+N1)(N2+Ns))

1 P+ N N1(P+N2+Ns)
>
Ca(D,P) 2 21°g( N, >+10 (Ge)
S\ PI N2 Ns)N2
1 2me(P + N32)Ng
D— -1 - N
X( 2Og(P+N2+NS ))

e 2me(P+Na)N
for D € [5 log(3RE450%), 5 loa (PB4 s *)-

3) If Ny € (O,NQ], then

1. /P+Ny+Ng
Ca(D, P) = 5 log (——®
a(D,P) =3 los (e

+ (N2 + N = N1)2*P)) - (76)

(271'8(]\]1 — NQ)NS

Te 2me(P+N2)N,
for D € [% 1og(2N2ﬁ3VJZS ), %1og(7pi]\z+§\){s 2.

Remark 7: The lower bound (Z3) in case 2) is not jointly
concave in (D, P). As a result, it can be further improved
by performing simultaneous timesharing with respect to D
and P. Interestingly, even with this enhancement, the lower
bound remains suboptimal. Indeed, if multiple power levels
are involved, then the timesharing variable, denoted by @, is
not independent of X and, consequently, not independent of
Y5. This leads to the inequality

I(X;n|U, Q) + I(U; Y21Q)
<I(X;1|U,Q) + 1(Q,U; Ya).

(77)

Thus, merging U and () into a single auxiliary random variable
can strictly outperform pure timesharing.



Proof: For case 1), the single-letter characteriza-
tion of Cg(D,P) under symbol-wise logarithmic loss is
given by (63)—(67). Regardless of the choice of px, we
have h(S|X,Yz) = %llog(%), and  consequently,
the constraint in (66) is trivially satisifed for D €

1 2meNoNg 1 27TE(P+N2)NS
[2 lgg(iNﬁN.s ), > log(ierNerNs )] Molreover, the ob-
jective function in (G3) attains its maximum value of

1 log( P;Q—ivl) subject to the power constraint in (Z) when

X ~ N(0, P). This proves (74).

For cases 2) and 3), the single-letter characterization of
Ca (D, P) under symbol-wise logarithmic loss is given by
@3)-0). Let X = U + A, where U ~ N(0, P — P’) and
A ~ N(0, P") are mutually independent and also independent
of (Z1,Z,5). We have X ~ N(0, P), which satisfies the
power constraint in (ZQ). Moreover, it can be verified that

I(X;71|U) + 1(U; Yz)
=h(n|U) = h(V1|U, X) + h(Y2) — h(Y2|U)
= WA+ Z1) — h(Z1) + h(Y2) — B(A + Z5 + )

/
:llog((P +N1)(P+N2+Ns)> (78)
2 N1 (P’ + Na + Ng)
and
h(S|U,Y2) = h(S|IA+ Z2+ S)
1
=3 log(2mevar(S|A + Z2 + S))
_ 1 27T€(PI+N2)NS
=35l ( P'+N,+Ng )~ (79
As P’ varies from 0 to P, h(S|U,Y2) increases from

17..(2meNaNg 11 2me(P+N)Ng
5 10g(F535%7) o 3 log(TFrmg s

’ Ns _
"~ 2meNg272P —1
ensures that h(S|U,Y,) = D, and consequently, the distortion
constraint in is satisfied. Therefore, the corresponding
I(X;Y1|U)+ I(U; Y2) provides a lower bound on Cq (D, P),
ie., Ca(D,P) > Rg(D, P), where

1 P+ Ny + Ng
Ra(D, P) = g log (5o
S

2
4 (Ny+ Ng — N1)22D)). 81)

). Choosing

Ny (80)

(271'8(]\]1 — NQ)NS

Since Cg(D, P) is concave in (D, P), it follows that the
upper concave envelope of Rg (D, P), denoted by Rg (D, P),
is also a lower bound on Cg (D, P). In Appendix [C we
establish a variant of the entropy power inequality, which
implies Cq (D, P) = Rg(D, P) = Rg(D, P) in case 3). This
proves (Z6). It can be verified that

OR%(D,P)  (4meln2)(N; — No)(N2 + Ng — Ni)Ng22P
oD? o

(82)

Therefore, in case 2), for a fixed P, R (D, P) is convex in

D, and consequently, Rg (D, P) is bounded from below by

the line segment connecting the two endpoints of R (D, P)
e 2me(P+No)N

at D = %103(72]\72112]\]1\25) and D = %log(ipi]\?;ﬁ\),s 29,

respectively. This proves ([73).

(271'8(]\]1 — NQ)NS —|— (NQ —|— NS — N1)22D)2 ’

Now we proceed to consider sequence-wise logarithmic
loss. In case 1), py;|x is degraded with respect to py,|x-
In case 3), we can express Zy as Zo = Z; + W with
W ~ N(0, Ny — N1) and assume that X, Z;, W, and S are
mutually independent; this construction ensures py,y,s|x =
PY1|XPY2|v:5Ps- Therefore, adapting Corollaries [Mand2to the
Gaussian channel model shows that in both cases, C (D, P)
under sequence-wise logarithmic loss coincides with that un-
der symbol-wise logarithmic loss. Moreover, in case 2), the
lower bound on Cg (D, P) under symbol-wise logarithmic loss
also applies under sequence-wise logarithmic loss, as the latter
is a more relaxed distortion measure. This completes the proof
of Theorem [ |
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Fig. 3. Plots of Cg (D, P) with P =1, N2 = 2, and Ng = 1 are shown
for N1 = 3.5, N1 = 2.5, ad N1 = 1.5, corresponding to cases 1), 2) and 3)
in Theorem Ml respectively. They apply to both sequence-wise and symbol-
wise logarithmic loss. The plots for N1 = 3.5 and N1 = 1.5 depict the exact
values of Cq (D, P), while the plot for N1 = 2.5 serves as a lower bound
on Cg (D, P).

As discussed in Section [lI} there exist intimate connections
between logarithmic loss and conventional distortion mea-
sures. Here, we take the widely used squared error distor-
tion measure as an example and examine the corresponding
capacity-distortion-power function C(, (D, P) for the Gaussian
channel model, defined by substituting d(™ (5™, 5()) with
S (S(t)—S(t))? in @) and incorprating the average power
constraint (62)).

The single-letter characterization of C{; (D, P) under the
squared error distortion measure closely resembles its coun-
terpart under symbol-wise logarithmic loss. Specifically, for
Ny € [NQ + Ns, OO),

C&(D,P) =max I(X;Y7) (83)
pPx
s.t. var(S|X,Ys) < D, (84)
E[X? < P, (85)
while for N; € (0, Ny + Ns],

C&(D,P) =max [(X;Y1|U) + I(U;Y2) (86)

Pux
s.t. var(S|U,Ys) < D, (87)
E[X* <P, (88)



with the joint distribution pyxy,v,s factorized as
PUXDY Y,5)x- As U & X < (Y1,Y2,5) forms a Markov
chain, we have

var(S|Zs + S) = var(S|X,Y2) < var(S|U, Ya) < var(S|Y2).

(39)
The distortion constraint becomes unsatisfiable
when D < var(S|Zy + S) and inactive when
D> maxy, , E[X2]<P V&Y(SD/Q). Note that
NoNg
S|Zy+8)= —"F—— 90
var(S|Zs ) Ny 1+ Ne (90)
and
(P + N2)NS
S|Y5 - = 91
pxtﬂg[l)%%i]él’var( ¥2) < P+ No+ Ng' e
NoNg

Therefore, it suffices to consider D € [275-, gDP:AJ,Z i)xz ]

Building upon Theorem [ we derive a complete characteri-
zation of C{, (D, P) under the squared error distortion measure
(see also Fig. [). This result may seem surprising, given that
its counterpart under logarithmic loss remains unknown for
Ny € (N2, Ny + Ng). However, as we will see, the key
insight is that under the squared error distortion measure,
this challenging case can be reduced to the simpler case
Ni € (0, No] via a state-splitting trick.

Theorem 5: Under the squared error distortion measure,
C (D, P) admits the following explicit characterization:

1) If Ny € [Ny + Ng,00), then
1 P+ N,
'.(D,P)==1 2
Cow.p) =l (52) o
NyNg  (P+N3)N
for D € [gI%, 5o ns ).
2) Ilee(O,Ns-i-Nz), then
1 P+ Ny + Ng
CL(D,P)= =1 (7 N; — No)N.
(D, P) 20 N1N§ (V1 2)Ns

+ (N> + Ns = N1)D)) - (93)

NyNg (P+N2)Ns
for D € [ 5Ns ) PraeNs )

Proof: For case 1), the single-letter characterization of
C¢ (D, P) under the squared error distortion measure is given
by (83)-(83). Regardless of the choice of px, we have

var(S|X,Y2) = ]\J,\E\]]\fs, and consequently, the constraint
in 84 is trivially satisifed for D € | J\][V"’JFJ\J[\?S, EDTFJ\]/Z 32%2]
Moreover, the objective function in (83) attains its maximum
value of 3 log(ZLY 1) subject to the power constraint in (85)
when X ~ N(0, P) This proves (92).

For case 2), the single-letter characterization of C(, (D, P)
under the squared error distortion measure is given by (86)—
@B8). Let X = U + A, where U ~ N(0,P — P’) and A ~
N (0, P’) are mutually independent and also independent of
(Z1,Z5,S). We have X ~ N (0, P), which satisfies the power

constraint in (70). Moreover, it can be verified that
I(X;71|U) + 1(U; Yz)

_1, ((P’+N1)(P+N2+Ns)>
Nl(P/+N2 +N5)

(94)

and
var(S|U,Ys) = var(S|A + Z5 + S)
P’ + N3)N,
_ [P+ No)Ns | (95)
P'+ Ny + Ng
. . NN
As P’ varies from 0 to P, var(S|U, Y2) increases from 275
to %. Choosing
NgD
P=—"——N. 96
Ne—D 2 (96)

ensures that var(S|U,Y,) = D, and consequently, the distor-
tion constraint in (87) is satisfied. Therefore, the corresponding
I(X;Y1|U)+ I(U;Y3) provides a lower bound on C{, (D, P),
ie., C4(D,P) > Ru(D, P), where

1 P+ Ny + Ng
RL(D,P)= =1 (7
G( ) ) 0og NINE'

+ (N + Ng — Nl)D)). 97)

((N1 = N2)Ns

To establish the tightness of this lower bound, we first
consider the subcase N; € (0, N3]. Since var(S|U,Y2) < D
implies h(S|U, Y2) < 1 log(2meD), it follows that C¢ (D, P)
under the squared error distortion measure is upper-bounded
by C (3 log(2meD), P) under symbol-wise logarithmic loss.
In light of (76), the latter coincides with R (D, P). This
proves for N1 € (0, No).

It remains to treat the subcase N1 € (Na, N2 + Ng). We
can split S into two independent random variables, S’ and
S”, where S’ ~ N (0, N3 + Ng — N7) and S” ~ N (0, Ny —
Ns). Moreover, S’ and S” are assumed to be independent of
(X, Zg) Let

Q(t) := S'(t) — E[S"(t)]S(t)]
_ §'(1) — WS@), t=1,2,....n.
’ (98)

It can be verified that Q(t) ~ A/(0, 2= N2)(%2+NS Ny,

t = 1,2,...,n, and Q™ is independent of (X Y5 S™).
Therefore,
- ny _ (N2 + Ns — N1)? ¢ n
= var(S'(t)|Y3") = N2 > var(S(t)[Y3")
t=1 t=1
(N1 — Na)(N2 + Ng — Ny)
+ .
Ng
99

Now consider a new ISAC system with S’ as the target state

and Zy + S” as the effective noise for the channel to the

sensing Rx. In light of (99), the original ISAC system with

distortion constraint D is equivalent to the new ISAC system

with distortion constraint

(N2 + Ng — N1)((N1 — N3)(Ng — D) + NgD)
NZ '

D =
(100)

Since the variance of the effective noise Zo 4+ S” is N1, the
new ISAC system falls into the previously solved subcase, for

which the capacity-distortion-power function has been charac-
terized. Substituting No, Ng, and D with Ny, Ny + Ng — Ny,



and D', respectively, in ([@3) completes the proof for the
subcase Ny € (Na, No + Ng). [ ]
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Fig. 4. Plots of C{,(D, P) under the squared error distortion measure with
P =1, Ny = 2, and Ng = 1 are shown for Ny = 3.5, N1 = 2.5, and
N1 = 1.5. Here, N1 = 3.5 corresponds to case 1), while both N1 = 2.5 and
N7 = 1.5 correspond to case 2) in Theorem [5} Different from its logarithmic
loss counterpart, the plot for N1 = 2.5 depicts the exact valus of C(, (D, P),
rather than just a lower bound.

V. CONCLUSION

We have studied the fundamental limits of ISAC under
logarithmic loss. Specifically, lower and upper bounds on the
capacity-distortion function are established and are shown to
coincide when the channels to the communicaiton Rx and the
sensing Rx exhibit a degradation order. Explicit results are
derived for the binary case and the Gaussian case with the aid
of various extremal inequalities.

A complete characterization of the capacity-distortion func-
tion in the absence of a channel degradation order remains an
open problem of significant interest. Furthermore, evaluating
the capacity-distortion function and its associated bounds
appears to be highly non-trivial, highlighting the need for
the development of new extremal inequalities and efficient
numerical algorithms.

Two types of logarithmic loss are considered in this work:
sequence-wise and symbol-wise. However, the distinction be-
tween them requires further clarification. Thus far, they have
led to the same capacity-distortion function in cases where
definitive results have been obtained. It is yet unclear whether
this alignment stems from the specific channel conditions
considered or represents a more general phenomenon.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM[Z]
By Definition [I for any € > 0 and all sufficiently large n,
there exist an encoding function f( : M — C, a decoding

function gi : YI' = M, and an estimation function gé QRN
Vy — Sn) such that

~ L log | M| > C(D) - (101)
P{M £ M)} <e, (102)
—E[d(" (8™, 8] < D +e. (103)

11

First consider the case of symbol-wise logarithmic loss
(.e., dn = db%l) Let T be uniformly distributed over
{1,2,...,n} and independent of (M, X™, S™ Y{" Y3"), and
set] X := X(T), Y1 :=Y1(T), Yo :=Y5(T), and S := S(T).
It can be shown by following the standard steps of the converse

argument for the channel coding theorem (see, e.g., [L7,
Chapter 3.1.4]) that

1

510g|M| < I(X;Y71) + dnle), (104)

where 0, (¢) tends to 0 as n — oo and € — 0. Moreover,
setting U(t) = (Y77, Y34 4), t = 1,2,...,n, and U :=
(U(T),T), we have

1 1 .
ElogIMl < EI(M,Yl )+ 0nle)

1 n
—ZI(M;H(t)IlﬂH)Mn(E)
n t=1
1 & _
EZ(I(X(t)%’?m;Wt)IW b

t=1

+ I(YQntH; Ya(t))) + dn(e)

@OIU @) + 1(U(1); Ya(t)))

IN

1 n
:EZ

t=1
+ dn ()

< I(Xs|U) + I(U; Ya) + 6n(e). (105)

Substituting Y3 (t) with (Y1(¢),Y2(¢)), t = 1,2,...,n, in the

derivation of (I03) yields

n

Slog|M| < 1 ST (I(X(0): Vi (0), (U (1), V(1)

t=1
+ I(U(t), V(t); Ya(t))) + dn(e)
<I(X;Y1,Ya2|U, V) + I(U,V;Y3) + 8,(e),
(106)

where V(t) := Y ', t =1,2,...,n,and V := (V(T),T).

Furthermore, in light of (@),

E[d), (S™,8™M)] > — Z H(S(t)|Ys")

- ZH(S(L‘) U

= H(S|U, V. Y2).

Y

t),V(t), Ya(t))

(107)

It is easy to verify that the joint distribution of pyv xv,ivas
factorizes as pyvxpy,v,s|x- In view of (104), (I03), (106),
and (I07),
Coym(D) <min{I(X; Y1), I(X;Y1|U) + 1(U;Y>),
I( XY, Y2|UV)+ I(U,V;Y2)} + n(e) + €
(108)

and

D > H(S|U,V,Ys) — . (109)

3This identification is justified by the fact that PY1 (T)Ys(T)S(T)| X (T)
coincides with the given broadcast channel py, v, 5| x-



Sending n — oo, € — 0, and invoking the compactness of the

space of pyvxsy,v, proves 20).
Next consider the case of sequence-wise logarithmic loss

G.e., d = dgggl). Here, we set V(t) := (Y71, St 1), ¢t =
1,2,...,n, instead, while all other auxiliary random variables
are still identified in the same manner. Substituting Y; (¢) with
(Y1(t),Ya(t),S(t), t =1,2,...,n, in the derivation of (I03)
yields

1
(110)

Moreover, in light of (@),

CE[) (8", 8] >~ H(S"¥y)

seq
1 n
> = E H(S@)|U(t
n
t=1

= H(S|U,V,Y2).

V(t), Ya(t))

(111)

Now one can readily establish I) by following the same

steps as in the proof of 20), with (I10) and (I11) replacing
(106) and (IO7).

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

The claim Cg(D) = Rp(D) is a direct consequence of the
fact Cg(D) > Rp(D) and the following extremal inequality:
For A > 0 and pyxvy,v,s factorized as pyxpy,vss|x>

I(X;Y1|U) + [(U; Y2) — AH(S|U, Ya)
< 1= Hy(B1) — M(Bs) + Iél[%%](ﬂb(a * P1)
acll,z

— (1= N Hp(a * 2 * Bs) — AHp(a % B2)),
which can be proved by observing that
I(X;Y1|U)+ I(U; Ys) — AH(S|U, Y>)
=HW1|U) — H(Z1) + H(Y2) — H(Y2|U)
= AH(S|U) + H(Y2|U, S) — H(Y2|U))
=HW|U) - H(Z,) + H(Y:) — H(Y>2|U)
— AH(S) + H(X + Z2|U) — H(Y2|U))
< 1= Hy(B1) — AH(Bs) + HY1|U) — (1 = N H
—AH(X + Z,]U)

=1-Hy(1) — AHy(Bs) + > pu(u)
ueld

AH (X+Z2|U—u))
ax(H(Y1|U = u)

(X+ZQ|U—u))
ax(H(Y1) = (1 = ) H(Y2)

(112)

(Y2|U)

HY|U = u)

-(1=NHM2|U =u) -

< 1-—Hy(B1) — AHp(Bs) +
—(1=NHY:2|U =u) - )‘

< 1—Hy(B1) — AHp(Bs) +
—MH(X + Z3))

= 1= Hy(B1) = \Hy(Bs) + max (Hy(a+ )

0,3]
— (1= N Hp(a * B2 * Bs) — AHp(a * 82)). (113)

Let J() := Hp(a*B1) — (1= A Hp(ax B2 * Bg) — ANHp(ax
B2). We shall show that when 31 € (0, 32), the function J(«)

has a unique maximizer over [0, 3], which implies Rg(D) is
concave in D by [19, Lemma 5]. A direct calculation yields

oJ(a) 1—arh
o = (1=281)log <T31)
— (1 =X\ (1 —2(B2 % Bs)) log <%)
1—ax* B
— A1 —28)log <T52) ’ o
#J(a)  pla)loge
9o~ Yla) o

where ¢(a) := pa? — pa + v with

pi= (B2 — B x Bs)(1 — B2 — Ba x Bs) (1 — 2B1)?
— (B1 = B2 % Bs)(1 — B1 — B2 * Bs)(1 — 232), (116)

vi=—=MN1—p1)B1(B2 — B2 * Bs)(1 — P2 — B2 * Bs)
+ (1= B2)B2(B1 — P2 * Bs)(1 = 1 — B2 * Bs),

and Y(a) == (1 —a* B1)(a*F1)(1 — ax* B x Bs)(a x Ba *
Bs)(1 — ax Ba)(c * B2). Since 8'(]9—510‘)’ , = 0, it suffices to
Bl(a)

(117)

either first decreases and then increases or

remains monotomc over [0, ] which is equivalent to 2 S (O‘)
being initially negative and then positive or mamtammg the
same sign over [0, 1]. Clearly, ¢(a) > 0 for o € [0, 3], while

1

o(a) is a quadratic polynomial with symmetric about a=s.

If © <0, then i J( ) obviously possesses the desired property.
If £> 0, we have

)< (B1 — B2 % Bs)(1 — B1 — B2 x Bs)(1 — 22)?
(B2 — B2 % Bs)(1 — B2 — B2 x Bs)(1 —261)?

Substituting (I18) into (I17) gives

prove that

(118)

— B2 % fBs)

< (B2 = B1)(1 = B1 = B2)(B1 — Bax Bs)(1 — B
(1-281)2

< 0. (119)

Therefore, 8 ( ) <0 forac [0,

satisifies the de31red property.

By symmetry, when f3; € (ﬁg,ﬁg * Bs), the function J(«)
has a unique minimizer over [0, 2] which in turn implies that
Rgp(D) is convex in D. Finally, we observe that Rp(D) is a
linear function of D when (3; = f3s.

] confirming that it again

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM [4]

It suffices to show that in case 3),
I(X;Y1|U) + I(U; Ya) < Ra(D,P)  (120)
for puxv,v,s that factorizes as pyxpy,v,s|x and satisfies

h(S|U,Yz) < D. (121)



Without loss of generality, we can write Zo = Z; + Z

where Z ~ N(0 (0, Ny — Ny) is independent of Z;. Note that
[(X;Yi|U) + 1(U; Ya)
=h(V1|U) — h(Y1]|X) + h(Y2) — h(Y2|U)
=h(Y1|U,Y2) — h(Y1]X) + h(Y2) — h(Y2[Y1)
= h(Y1|U,Y2) — h(Z1) + h(Y2) — h(Z + S)
1 2weN1(Ng + No — Nq)
< H[0 ) - g log (TR ER =)
and
h(S|U,Ya) = h(S = Y2|U,Ya) = h(X + Z|U, Ya), (123)
which, together with (I21), implies
hMX + Z5|U,Y2) < D. (124)

Now we need the following extremal inequality:

2
h(YA|U, Y2) < %bg ((N2 N5 = N gon(x+ zalv.v2)

N
Nl)) . (125)

_27T€(N2 — Nl)(NQ + NS —
Ng

Substituting (123) into (1I22) and invoking (124) proves (120).

It remains to prove (I23). Let

O, :=7; —E[Z1|ZQ+S]
Ny
=7 — (7 S 126
1— N2+N5( 2+ 5), (126)
Oy =75 — [Z2|ZQ+S]
No
=7 — W(ZQ +9). (127)

N1(N2+Ns—Ni1)
—NrNs ) and O ~

) are independent of (U, X, Y>2). We have

U, Y2>
)

Ny + Ng — N,
- - - 128
No+ Ns > (128)

It can be verified that ©1 ~ N(0,
NyNs
N0, 358

h(Yl|U7§/2)
Ny
( LT N, P NS 2
h(N2+NS—N1
N2+ Ng

X+ 06,

= h(X + 61|U, Y2) + log <
and
h(X 4 Z5|U, Ys)

Ny
=h|X+2Zy,——Y5|U,Y5
( + Zo — Nyt Ns 2 2)

(25 U, Y-
(N2+N5 2)

= h(X + ©5|U,Ys) + log (

X + 6,

S
—_— ], 129
N2+NS) ( )

N2+Ng Ni1(N2+Ns) O e
Not No— ®1NN( ,N2+N57N)and @2 =

N(0, N2(NN27:N5)) Since h(X + ©:|U,Ys) and
h(X + ©3|U,Y>) depend on (él,(:)g) only through their
marginal distributions, we can write @y = ©; + ©’, where

where © :=
N2+Ns
Ns O3 ~

13

e ~ N(0, %) is independent of ©;. It fol-

lows by the entropy power inequality that
h(X +©:|U, Yz)
> llog (22h(X+é1‘U.,Y2) + 22}1(@/))
-2

27T6(N2 — Nl)(NQ —|— N5)2>
(Ng + Ng — Nl)NS

%1Og <22h(x+é1U,Y2)
(130)
Combining (128)-(130) proves (123).
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