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Abstract

This paper studies integrated sensing and communication (ISAC) systems with two rate-limited helpers who observe the channel
state sequence and the feedback sequence, respectively. Depending on the timing of compressing and using the state information,
our proposed coding scheme gives an inner bound of the capacity-compression-distortion tradeoff region. The tradeoff is realized
by sending part of the state information at the beginning of the transmission to facilitate the communication and compressing the
remaining part together with the feedback signal. The inner bound becomes tight bounds in several special cases.

Index Terms

Integrated sensing and communication, capacity-compression-distortion tradeoff, distributed lossy compression, rate-limited
helpers, feedback.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that for a state-dependent discrete memoryless channel (SD-DMC), knowing states at the encoder and
decoder causally/noncausally helps the message communication [1] [2], and the feedback link does not improve the channel
capacity.

However, things are different when state information transmission is also part of the communication system, in which the
encoder observes the channel states and tries to communicate the state information to the decoder. This model is known as
the state amplification problem [3]. It turns out that for the joint state and message communication, a feedback link improves
the message communication capacity when the state construction satisfies some required fidelity [4]. More results about the
state amplification can be found in [3], [5]–[7]. In addition, [8] studied the joint message communication and state estimation
when the encoder does not have access to state information.

The emerging applications in wireless communication system such as indoor localization, radar sensing for vehicle network,
autonomous driving and robotics [9], [10] pose new requirements and challenges for the next generation wireless communication
technologies. As a promising feature of the 6G network, integrated sensing and communication designs the communication
and sensing systems jointly. The two systems share the same frequency band and hardware to improve spectrum efficiency
and reduce the energy cost of the hardware [9]. The ISAC model moves the state estimation task from the decoder side to
the encoder side, and the first fundamental information-theoretic result on the communication rate-state estimation distortion
tradeoff was provided in [11]. The model was then extended to multi-user case [12], [13], continuous alphabet cases [14],
ISAC with security and privacy constraints [15]–[17] and error-exponent analysis [18], [19].

Despite significant efforts dedicated to ISAC, its full potential remains underexplored, particularly within communication
networks. Advances in wireless communication technologies have enabled each node in a network to function not only as a
transmitter or receiver but also as a sensor. While remote sensing of a target poses challenges for estimators, nodes surrounding
the target can act as sensors, observing or even predicting the target’s state with high accuracy. This information can be
leveraged to enhance sensing quality when these sensor nodes utilize their communication capabilities. A practical example of
this scenario is an autonomous vehicle network, where vehicles, infrastructure, and base stations collectively serve as nodes.
For instance, when a base station attempts to estimate the location of a target vehicle, nearby vehicles and infrastructure can
observe and predict the target’s movement in subsequent frames, encoding this information to the base station. Furthermore,
feedback mechanisms should extend beyond echo signals. Protocols such as Automatic Repeat Request (ARQ) provide encoded
feedback to the sender, thereby improving communication quality.

To model the aforementioned scenario, we consider a more general model such that the estimator is assisted by some rate-
limited helpers. SD-DMCs with a rate-limited helper that observes the state information were investigated in [20] for causal
state observation and [21] for noncausal state observation. Here, it should be emphasized that the definition of ’rate-limited
helper’ in this paper is different from that in [20]. In [20], the helper is allowed to send a symbol in each time frame with
alphabet T such that 2 ≤ |T | < |S|, and the limited rate of the helper is defined by

log |T |, (1)

while the rate limitation in this work is from a lossy compression perspective, which is the same as [21]. The line of work
on SD-DMCs with helpers also includes communication with a message-cognizant helper who knows the message to be
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transmitted in advance. It hence is able to cooperate with the sender to achieve a higher rate [22] and communication with a
cribbing-helper who observes the channel input in each time frame [23].

The rate-limited helpers in this paper incorporate two rate-limited encoders that observe the noncausal state sequence and the
feedback sequence, respectively. It is obvious that the feedback signal is helpful for the estimation, and the state information
is useful for both the estimation and communication. We consider the capacity-compression-distortion tradeoff for this model.
The compression is part of the tradeoff due to the different timing that the sender uses the state information. Under a given
level of the distortion constraint, since the state encoder observes the state noncausally, it can send a lossy description of the
state sequence to the sender at the beginning of the transmission block to improve the communication rate between the sender
and the receiver. On the other hand, the state and feedback sequences are a pair of correlated sequences, and the helpers can
achieve a lower compression rate by compressing them together. This happens at the end of the transmission block due to
the strict causality of the feedback signal, and hence cannot help the message communication. In this case, the state helper
encodes the state information as if it observes the state causally. The proposed coding scheme in this paper is a tradeoff between
the noncausal and causal state helpers. It sends part of the information to facilitate the communication and compresses the
remaining part together with the feedback signal.

The main result of this paper is an inner bound of the considered model achieved by using the strategy we mentioned in the
previous paragraph. Although the tightness of the general inner bound is still an open problem, we consider a special case in
which the channel state information is known at the receiver side, and the feedback signal is required to be reconstructed at
the encoder side losslessly. We provide inner and outer bounds when the feedback encoder is rate-unlimited and rate-limited.
The tightness of these results heavily depends on the decoder’s accessibility to the two helpers. For a rate-unlimited feedback
encoder, the inner and outer bounds meet each other when the state encoder is message-cognizant. Here, we adopt a different
definition of a message-cognizant encoder. The state encoder is informed of the decoding result by the decoder at the end of the
transmission block instead of knowing it at the beginning of the transmission as in [20], [24]. The analysis of the rate-limited
feedback encoder is more complex. Since the state encoder always sends a description to the message sender to facilitate the
communication, this description is used as common side information at the state encoder for further compression, but can
only be decoder side information for the feedback encoder. This fact results in two different inner bounds when the joint
distribution of the state and channel output is decomposable. It is known that a pair of random variables with a decomposable
joint distribution have a common component [25]. When the joint distribution of the state and channel output is decomposable,
the compression at the two helpers can be regarded as a distributed compression for sources with common components [26],
and the two achievable regions depend on who sends the common description. These two regions can be unified when the
receiver has full access to the feedback encoder since, in this case, the source observed by the state encoder is a deterministic
function of the feedback encoder (receiver). Similar to the rate-unlimited case, the inner and outer bounds meet each other
when the state encoder is message-cognizant.

The results of this paper establish fundamental performance bounds for the considered model. While these results do not
constitute proof-of-concept experiments, they serve as critical benchmarks for assessing the efficacy of algorithms proposed
for this model and their corresponding simulation outcomes. These bounds provide a theoretical foundation for evaluating
the quality and practical relevance of algorithmic contributions in this domain. The rest of the paper is organized as follows.
Section II provides the model definitions and main results. Section III gives some numerical examples and applications of the
main results. The direct and converse parts of the proof of our main results are provided in Sections IV and V, respectively.

II. MODELS AND RESULTS

Throughout this paper, random variables, sample values, and their alphabets are denoted by capital, lowercase letters, and
calligraphic letters, respectively, e.g. 𝑋 , 𝑥, and X. Symbols 𝑋𝑛 and 𝑥𝑛 represent random sequence and its sample value with
length 𝑛. The distribution of a random variable 𝑋 is denoted by 𝑃𝑋, and the joint distribution of a pair of random variables
(𝑋,𝑌 ) is denoted by 𝑃𝑋𝑌 . The expectation of a function of the random variable 𝑋 is written by E𝑋 [ 𝑓 (𝑋)]. The set of integers
from 1 to 𝑁 is denoted by [1 : 𝑁]. The indicator function of an event 𝐴 is defined by I{𝐴} such that I{𝐴} = 1 if 𝐴 is true
and 0 otherwise.

A. Models

As depicted in Fig. 1, the model considered in this paper is a state-dependent point-to-point discrete memoryless channel
with an additional sender-side estimation of the channel state. The state encoder and the feedback encoder capture the channel
state and the feedback signal, respectively, and produce the lossy descriptions 𝑀 𝑓1 and 𝑀 𝑓2 . After receiving these lossy
descriptions, the sender-side estimator estimates the channel state sequence and produces 𝑆𝑛. On the other hand, normal
message communication proceeds between the sender and receiver. In the following, we define the code for this model.

Definition 1. An (𝑛, 𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 , 𝑅 𝑓2 ) code for the ISAC system with rate-limited helpers consists of
• a message set M = [1 : 2𝑛𝑅],
• a state message set M 𝑓1 = [1 : 2𝑛𝑅 𝑓1 ],



Fig. 1: The rate-limited ISAC System: The state encoder observes the channel state noncausally and sends the sender a message
𝑀 𝑓1 . The feedback encoder observes a feedback signal 𝑍𝑛 and sends the sender a message 𝑀 𝑓2 .

• a feedback signal message set M 𝑓2 = [1 : 2𝑛𝑅 𝑓2 ],
• a state encoder: 𝑓1 : S𝑛 → M 𝑓1 ,
• a feedback signal encoder 𝑓2 : Z𝑛 → M 𝑓2 ,
• a message encoder 𝑓 : M ×M 𝑓1 → X𝑛,
• a decoder 𝑔 : Y𝑛 → M and
• a state estimator ℎ : M ×M 𝑓1 ×M 𝑓2 × X𝑛 → 𝑆𝑛.

The quality of the estimation is measured by the expectation of the distortion between the estimated sequence and the
original sequence

E
[
𝑑 (𝑆𝑛, 𝑆𝑛)

]
=

1
𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1
E[𝑑 (𝑆𝑖 , 𝑆𝑖)], (2)

where 𝑑 : S × Ŝ → [0, +∞).

Definition 2. A rate-compression-distortion tuple (𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 , 𝑅 𝑓2 , 𝐷) is achievable if for any 𝜖 > 0, there exists a sufficiently
large 𝑁 such that for any 𝑛 > 𝑁 there exists a code (𝑛, 𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 , 𝑅 𝑓2 ) such that

𝑃𝑟{�̂� ≠ 𝑀} ≤ 𝜖, (3)

E
[
𝑑 (𝑆𝑛, 𝑆𝑛)

]
≤ 𝐷. (4)

The capacity-compression-distortion tradeoff 𝐶 (𝐷) is the set of all tuples (𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 , 𝑅 𝑓2 ) such that (𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 , 𝑅 𝑓2 , 𝐷) is achievable.

B. Main Results

Define a set of rate tuples (𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 , 𝑅 𝑓2 ) with auxiliary random variables (𝑄,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈) taking values from finite alphabets
(Q,V11,V12,V2,U) such that

R𝑖𝑛 (𝐷) =


𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑌 |𝑄) − 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑉11 |𝑄),
𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆 |𝑄) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2, 𝑄),
𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑄),
𝑅 𝑓1 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆 |𝑄) + 𝐼 (𝑉12, 𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑄),

(5)

and the joint distribution of the random variables satisfies

𝑃𝑆𝑃𝑄𝑃𝑉11𝑉12 |𝑆𝑄𝑃𝑈 |𝑉11𝑄𝑃𝑋 |𝑈𝑉11𝑄𝑃𝑌𝑍 |𝑋𝑆𝑃𝑉2 |𝑍𝑄, (6)

and there exists a deterministic function ℎ : Q ×U × X ×V12 ×V2 → Ŝ such that

E [𝑑 (𝑆, ℎ(𝑄,𝑈, 𝑋,𝑉12, 𝑉2))] ≤ 𝐷. (7)

The sizes of the auxiliary variable alphabets satisfy

|Q| ≤ 5, (8)
|V11 | ≤ |S||X| + 1, (9)
|V12 | ≤ |S||X|(|S||X| + 1) + 4, (10)
|U| ≤ |S||X|(|S||X| + 1) + 1, (11)
|V2 | ≤ |Z| + 4. (12)



Theorem 1. The capacity-distortion-compression region of the ISAC with rate-limited helpers satisfies

R𝑖𝑛 (𝐷) ⊆ 𝐶 (𝐷). (13)

In the following paragraphs, we first give a brief explanation of the roles of those auxiliary random variables in the region
(5). Then, a sketch of the proof is provided.

Discussion of auxiliary random variables: The random variable 𝑄 is a time-sharing random variable. The rates on 𝑅 𝑓1
and 𝑅 𝑓2 show a tradeoff between the compression rate, communication rate, and distortion constraint. The auxiliary random
variables 𝑉11 and 𝑉12 represent the use of the channel state information in noncausal and causal ways, respectively. The
combination of them (𝑉11, 𝑉12) forms a lossy description of the channel state. In the noncausal use, the state encoder sends the
description 𝑉11 at the beginning of the transmission block. The message encoder then uses this lossy description to encode the
message as Heegard and El Gamal’s coding scheme [27]. Due to the feedback signal encoder observing the channel feedback
in a strictly causal manner, in this case, the encoding-decoding process of the state does not use any side information and,
hence, requires a relatively high compression rate 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆). On the other hand, the state encoder can wait until the feedback
signal encoder observes the entire feedback sequence. Then, they compress the state and feedback sequences in a distributed
lossy compression way [28] and send (𝑉12, 𝑉2). Although this reduces the required compression rate, the message encoder
does not have this additional side information 𝑉12 in the encoding phase, and the communication rate cannot benefit from 𝑉12
directly. The choice of 𝑉11 and 𝑉12 shows a tradeoff between the noncausal and causal use.

Sketch of the Achievability: Here, we provide a sketch of the achievability proof. It is sufficient to consider the case
that |Q| = 1 and the rest of the proof uses the time-sharing. The details can be found in Section IV. At the beginning of
each transmission block, the state encoder observes the channel states 𝑆𝑛. It generates and sends two indices 𝑀 𝑓11 and 𝑀 𝑓12 ,
representing two sequences 𝑉𝑛11 and 𝑉𝑛12, to the sender. The feedback encoder waits until the end of the transmission block
when it collects the whole feedback signal. Then it finds a lossy description 𝑉𝑛2 and sends the index 𝑀 𝑓2 . The index 𝑀 𝑓11

is sufficient for the sender to find 𝑉𝑛11 while 𝑉𝑛12 and 𝑉𝑛2 can only be decoded when the sender has both 𝑀 𝑓12 and 𝑀 𝑓2 . At
the encoder side, it decodes 𝑀 𝑓11 and finds 𝑉𝑛11 once it receives the message from the state encoder. To this end, a constraint
𝑅 𝑓11 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) is required. To transmit a message, the encoder adopts Heegard and El Gamal’s coding scheme [27] with 𝑉𝑛11
being the rate-limited side information. Hence, a communication rate

𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑌 ) − 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑉11) (14)

is achieved. However, the encoder is not able to decode 𝑉𝑛12 based solely on 𝑀 𝑓2 as 𝑀 𝑓12 and 𝑀 𝑓2 are descriptions when
(𝑆𝑛, 𝑍𝑛) are compressed jointly. The sender has to wait until the end of the block to receive 𝑀 𝑓2 then decodes (𝑉𝑛12, 𝑉

𝑛
2 )

jointly. The constraints on 𝑅 𝑓12 and 𝑅 𝑓2 satisfy

𝑅 𝑓12 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2), (15)
𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12), (16)
𝑅 𝑓12 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉12, 𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11). (17)

The proof is completed by applying the Fourier-Motzkin Elimination to all the constraints and the time-sharing argument.

Remark 1. The region in Theorem 1 can be easily extended to a multi-letter region by considering the n-fold product channel.
However, it is still not clear if the multi-letter region outperforms the single-letter region due to the existence of the auxiliary
random variables. Similarly, the achievable regions in the following sections can also be extended to multi-letter regions. For
those cases, single-letter outer bounds are also provided, and one can find that the inner and outer bounds only differ from a
conditional distribution. Hence, the gain of the multi-letter regions, if a gain can be achieved at all, is relatively tiny.

The region in Theorem 1 is an inner bound and generally not tight. In the rest of this section, we consider the case that
the state sequence is available at the decoder side and the feedback signal is perfect, i.e. 𝑍 = 𝑌 . The feedback helper in the
following two subsections are rate-unlimited and rate-limited, respectively.

C. Rate-limited ISAC with Perfect Feedback

Let region R𝑖𝑛
𝑃𝐹

be the set of rate pairs (𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 ) such that

R𝑖𝑛𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) =
{
𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑉11, 𝑆),
𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11),

(18)

with the joint distribution 𝑃𝑆𝑃𝑉11𝑉12 |𝑆𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 such that E [𝑑 (𝑆, ℎ(𝑋,𝑌,𝑉12))] ≤ 𝐷, where ℎ : X × Y × V12 → Ŝ is a
deterministic function. The sizes of the auxiliary variable alphabets satisfy

|V11 | ≤ |S||X| + 1, (19)
|V12 | ≤ |S|(|S||X| + 1) + 1. (20)



Further, define the region R𝑜𝑢𝑡
𝑃𝐹

(𝐷) having the same expression as (18) but with the joint distribution

𝑃𝑆𝑃𝑉11𝑉12 |𝑆𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11𝑉12𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 (21)

Corollary 1. The capacity-compression-distortion region of the ISAC with an informed decoder and a rate-unlimited feedback
signal helper satisfies

R𝑖𝑛𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) ⊆ 𝐶𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) ⊆ R𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑃𝐹 (𝐷). (22)

The achievability part combines the coding scheme in [21] and the compression part of the coding scheme for Theorem 1.
The auxiliary random variable 𝑉11 is the common information between the encoder and the decoder due to the fact that the state
sequence is known to the decoder. Since the feedback signal is perfect feedback and the feedback encoder is rate unlimited,
we further set 𝑍 = 𝑌 and 𝑉2 = 𝑌 in Theorem 1. This proves the achievability. The converse part is provided in Section V-A.
The difference between the inner and outer bounds is in the factorization of the joint pmf where we have the conditional
distributions 𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11 and 𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11𝑉12 , respectively. The inner and outer bounds meet when the state encoder is cognizant of the
transmitted message, as we will discuss in Section II-E.

D. Decomposable Channel with Perfect Feedback

For a more general case where the feedback encoder is rate-limited but still required to compress the signal losslessly, we
consider a particular channel model such that the joint distribution 𝑃(𝑠, 𝑦) ≠ 0 does not hold for all (𝑠, 𝑦) ∈ S × Y. This
happens when disjoint sets of channel states result in disjoint sets of channel output. We say that the joint distribution 𝑃𝑆𝑌 is
decomposable in this case, and, therefore, the channel is decomposable. For such a channel model, as shown by Witsenhausen
in [25], the state sequence and the feedback sequence have a common component no matter what input distribution is selected.
That is to say, there exist two deterministic functions 𝑐1 : S → K1 and 𝑐2 : Y → K2 such that

𝑐1 (𝑆) = 𝐾1, 𝑐2 (𝑌 ) = 𝐾2, 𝐾1 = 𝐾2 = 𝐾, 𝑎.𝑠.. (23)

For sources with common components, Berger-Tung type coding is sub-optimal since the encoders can agree on some
specific quantization of 𝐾𝑛. Still, they compress this common sequence 𝑘𝑛 separately; see details in [26]. Similarly, for the
ISAC with rate-limited helpers over a decomposable channel, the compressors can also agree on a sequence once they observe
the sources. Consider an ISAC system with rate-limited helpers over a decomposable channel. If the feedback signal encoder
is rate-limited and compresses the signal losslessly, the following result holds. Define a set of rate pairs (𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 , 𝑅 𝑓2 ) such that

R𝑖𝑛,1
𝑑

(𝐷) =


𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11, 𝑇),
𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑉11) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑇),
𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑇),
𝑅 𝑓1 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑉11) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑇) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑇),

(24)

and the random variables are defined by the joint distribution

𝑃𝑆𝑃𝑉11 |𝑆𝑃𝑇 |𝐾𝑉11𝑃𝑉12 |𝑆𝑇𝑉11𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 . (25)

and there exists a deterministic function ℎ : T ×V12 × X × Y → Ŝ such that

E [𝑑 (𝑆, ℎ(𝑇,𝑉12, 𝑋,𝑌 ))] ≤ 𝐷. (26)

Define another set of rate pairs (𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 , 𝑅 𝑓2 ) such that

R𝑖𝑛,2
𝑑

(𝐷) =


𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11),
𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑇),
𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑇 ;𝑌 |𝑉11) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑇),
𝑅 𝑓1 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑇 ;𝑌 |𝑉11) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑇) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑇)

(27)

and the random variables are defined by the joint distribution

𝑃𝑆𝑃𝑉11 |𝑆𝑃𝑇 |𝐾𝑃𝑉12 |𝑆𝑇𝑉11𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 . (28)

with the deterministic function ℎ : T ×V12 × X × Y → Ŝ defined as (26). Further define region R𝑜𝑢𝑡
𝑑

(𝐷) by

R𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑑 (𝐷) =


𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11),
𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑇),
𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑇),
𝑅 𝑓1 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑉11, 𝑋) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇,𝑉11, 𝑋)

(29)



and the random variables are defined by the joint distribution

𝑃𝑆𝑃𝑉11 |𝑆𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11𝑃𝑇 |𝑆𝑉11𝑋𝑃𝑉12 |𝑆𝑇𝑉11𝑋𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 , (30)

with a function ℎ such that (26) holds. Let R𝑖𝑛
𝑑
(𝐷) be the convex hull of

R𝑖𝑛,1
𝑑

(𝐷) ∪ R𝑖𝑛,2
𝑑

(𝐷) (31)

Theorem 2. For the ISAC over decomposable channels with an informed decoder and losslessly compressed feedback, the
capacity-distortion region satisfies

R𝑖𝑛𝑑 (𝐷) ⊆ 𝐶 (𝐷) ⊆ R𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑑 (𝐷). (32)

The regions R𝑖𝑛,1
𝑑

(𝐷) and R𝑖𝑛,2
𝑑

(𝐷) correspond to the cases in which the common component 𝑇 is either transmitted by
the state encoder or the feedback encoder, respectively. Note that the joint distributions (25) and (28) are different depending
on the choice of distributions 𝑃𝑇 |𝐾 and 𝑃𝑇 |𝐾𝑉11 . For region R𝑖𝑛,1

𝑑
(𝐷), the state encoder sends the lossy description of the

common component, and the sum rate satisfies

𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑉11) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑇) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑇) (33)
= 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑉11) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑇) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑇). (34)

The above equality indicates two corner points of the region:
• (𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11), 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑉11) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑉11), 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑉12)),
• (𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11), 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑉11) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑌 ), 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑉11)),

which are determined by different choices of the decoding orders:
• 𝑉11 − 𝑇 (by the state helper) −𝑉12 − 𝑌 ,
• 𝑉11 − 𝑇 (by the state helper) − 𝑌 −𝑉12.

The region R𝑖𝑛,2
𝑑

(𝐷) is the case in which the feedback encoder sends the description 𝑇 . Although the message sender received
𝑉11 at the beginning of the transmission block, it can only be used as decoder-side information for 𝑇 since the feedback encoder
has no access to 𝑉11 and the distribution of 𝑇 is restricted to 𝑃𝑇 |𝐾 instead of 𝑃𝑇 |𝐾𝑉11 . It implies the following two corner
points:

• (𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11), 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑌 ), 𝐼 (𝑇 ;𝑌 |𝑉11) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑉11)),
• (𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11), 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑉11), 𝐼 (𝑇 ;𝑌 |𝑉11) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑉12)),

which are determined by the decoding order
• 𝑉11 − 𝑇 (by the feedback helper) − 𝑌 −𝑉12,
• 𝑉11 − 𝑇 (by the feedback helper) −𝑉12 − 𝑌 .

We give the coding scheme for the second set of corner points of the region R𝑖𝑛,1
𝑑

(𝐷) in Section VI. The converse is presented
in Section V-B.

As we mentioned earlier, the two regions R𝑖𝑛,1
𝑑

and R𝑖𝑛,2
𝑑

comes from the fact that the lossy description 𝑉11 is not available at
the feedback encoder side. This limitation of the helper results in two different factorizations of the joint distributions, and the
discrepancy disappears when the receiver is also the feedback encoder (which is equivalent to the case that the state sequence
is also available at the feedback helper side). In this case, we no longer need the decomposable assumption since the source
at the state encoder side 𝑆 is always a deterministic function of the source on the receiver side (which is also the feedback
encoder) (𝑆,𝑌 ). Hence, the receiver-side encoder case can be regarded as a special case of the channel with the common
component since the state is a deterministic function of the receiver’s observation. Both 𝑉11 and 𝑇 are descriptions of the state
sequences, and the receiver can also help to send 𝑇 with 𝑉11 being common side information since it has full information
about the state sequence. We call the feedback helper in this case a receiver-side helper (RH). In the following subsection,
with the RH assumption, we consider a message-cognizant state encoder such that the capacity-compression-distortion region
is achieved.

E. Capacity-achieving Case: Message-cognizant State Encoder

When the receiver is also the feedback helper, the difference between the inner and outer bounds is due to the conditional
distribution 𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11 and 𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11𝑉12 in the factorization of the joint pmf. In the proposed coding scheme, the codeword 𝑋𝑛 is
only used as decoder side information for decoding 𝑉12 and 𝑉2 and has the Markov chain relation 𝑉12 − 𝑉11 − 𝑋 . In contrast,
in R𝑜𝑢𝑡

𝑑
(𝐷), it serves as the common information at both the message transmitter side and the state encoder side. The coding

scheme for compressing 𝑇𝑛 is a simple point-to-point lossy compression with common side information, and the compressing
for 𝑉𝑛12 in Section VI uses a Wyner-Ziv compression and hence requires a Markov chain relation 𝑋 − (𝑆,𝑉11) −𝑉12.

In the following, we consider a message-cognizant state encoder such that it is informed of the decoding result by the
decoder at the end of each transmission block. This allows the state encoder to use the information of the message codeword
at the end of each transmission block. In this case, we have the following capacity result.



Fig. 2: Z-channel with random parameters 𝑆

Corollary 2. For an ISAC system defined in Theorem 2 with a message-cognizant state encoder and a receiver-side feedback
encoder, the capacity-compression-distortion region satisfies

𝐶𝑀𝐶−𝑅𝐻 (𝐷) = R𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑑 (𝐷), (35)

where the subscript ‘MC-RH’ represents message-cognizant and receiver-side helper.

The difference between our message-cognizant state encoder and that in [20] and [24] is that in this paper, the state encoder
does not know the message prior to the current block. Instead, it is informed at the end of the block after the decoder produces
a guess of the transmitted message.

To use this additional information at the state encoder side, we propose a block Markov coding scheme built upon the
scheme in Section VI. The sketch of the coding scheme is as follows.

In each block, the codebook generations of {𝑣𝑛11} and {𝑥𝑛 |𝑛11} are exactly the same as that of Section VI. For each pair of
(𝑣𝑛11 (𝑛11), 𝑥𝑛 (𝑛11, 𝑚)), generate the common component codebook {𝑡𝑛 |𝑛11, 𝑚} with codebook size 𝑁0 = exp{𝑛(𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑉11, 𝑋))}
and codebook {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11, 𝑚, 𝑛0} with size exp{𝑛(𝑅 𝑓12 + 𝜖)}. In the following, we use notation 𝑆𝑛 (𝑏) to indicate that the state
sequence is in Block 𝑏. The encoding process is as follows.

• In Block 1, the state helper observes the state 𝑆𝑛 (1). It sends the first index 𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑆𝑛 (1)) and sets the second and third
indices (𝜙0 (𝑆𝑛 (1)), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑆𝑛 (1))) as constants.

• In Block 𝑏 ∈ [2 : 𝐵−1], the state helper observes the state 𝑆𝑛 (𝑏). It sends the first index 𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑆𝑛 (𝑏)) and uses the second
and third indices (𝜙0 (𝑆𝑛 (𝑏 − 1)), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑆𝑛 (𝑏 − 1))) with 𝑋𝑛 (𝑏 − 1) being the additional common information to describe
the state sequence of the previous block 𝑏 − 1. Note that the codeword is determined by 𝑛11 and �̂�; hence, the encoding
error occurs when the decoding result is wrong.

• In Block B, the state helper observes the state 𝑆𝑛 (𝐵), sets the first index to be a constant, and uses the second and third
indices (𝜙0 (𝑆𝑛 (𝐵− 1)), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑆𝑛 (𝐵− 1))) with 𝑋𝑛 (𝐵− 1) being common information to describe the state sequence of the
previous block 𝐵 − 1.

In this block Markov coding scheme, only 𝑉11 is decoded in the current transmission block 𝑏 before the sender side encoding
to facilitate the communication, while 𝑇 and 𝑉12 are decoded in the next transmission block 𝑏 + 1 with the codeword 𝑋𝑛 (𝑏)
in block 𝑏 being common side information. Similarly, with a message-cognizant state encoder, the outer bound in Corollary 1
becomes tight.

Corollary 3. For an ISAC system defined in Section II-C with a message-cognizant state encoder, the capacity-compression-
distortion region satisfies

𝐶𝑀𝐶−𝑃𝐹 = R𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑃𝐹 (𝐷). (36)

In the following, we apply the results we have so far to different communication scenarios and show some numerical results.

III. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

A. Z-channel with Random Parameters

In this subsection, we investigate the impact of the choice of 𝑉11 on the communication and compression rates under a fixed
distortion level 𝐷. Consider a two-state binary channel with rate-unlimited feedback such that the transition probability under
each state forms a Z-channel, as depicted in Fig.2 and 𝑆 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖( 1

2 ). We assume the state is available at the decoder side
and the state helper is message-cognizant. Then, we can apply the result in Corollary 3 to this model. To get an inner bound of
the capacity-compression-distortion region for a given distortion level 0 ≤ 𝐷 ≤ 1

2 , we construct the auxiliary random variables
as follows:

𝑉11 = 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁1 ⊕ 𝑁2, 𝑁1 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖(𝐷), 𝑁2 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖(𝐷′), (37)
𝑉12 = 𝑋 ⊕ 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁1, (38)

𝑆 = 𝑋 ⊕ 𝑉12. (39)



Fig. 3: The impact of 𝐷′ on the communication rate 𝑅 and the compression rate 𝑅 𝑓1 . The dotted line is the capacity of the
channel when no side information is available at the encoder side, and there is no distortion constraint.

where ⊕ is the modulo 2 addition. We further set the input distribution as

𝑋 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖(𝛼) if 𝑉11 = 0, (40)
𝑋 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖(𝛽) if 𝑉11 = 1, (41)

where 𝛼 = 2
5 , 𝛽 = 3

5 . By simple algebra computation, 𝑋 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖( 2
5 ) is the capacity-achieving input distribution of the

Z-channel when 𝑆 = 0, and 𝑋 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖( 2
5 ) is the capacity-achieving input distribution of the Z-channel when 𝑆 = 1. With

this coding strategy, the encoder always assumes that 𝑉11 = 𝑆 in the encoding phase.
Substituting the random variables into Corollary 3 gives the coding rate and compression rate

𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11) (42)

=
1 − 𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′

2
(𝐻𝑏 (1 − 𝛼

2
) + 𝐻𝑏 (

1 − 𝛽
2

)) + 𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′

2
(𝐻𝑏 (1 − 𝛽

2
) + 𝐻𝑏 (

1 − 𝛼
2

)) (43)

− (1 − 𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′)𝛼 + (𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′)𝛽
2

− 𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′ (1 − 𝛼) + (1 − 𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′) (1 − 𝛽)
2

, (44)

𝐼 (𝑆;𝑉11) = 1 − 𝐻 (𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′), (45)
𝐼 (𝑆;𝑉12 |𝑋,𝑉11) = 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷), (46)

𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11) =
1
2
(1 − 𝛼 + 𝛽)𝐻𝑏 (

𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′

2
) + 1

2
(1 − 𝛽 + 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (

1 + 𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′

2
), (47)

𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11, 𝑉12) =
1
2
(1 − 𝛼 + 𝛽 + 2𝛼𝐷′ − 2𝛽𝐷′)𝐻𝑏 (

𝐷

2
) + 1

2
(1 + 𝛼 − 𝛽 − 2𝛼𝐷′ + 2𝛽𝐷′)𝐻𝑏 (

1 + 𝐷
2

) (48)

Since the auxiliary random variable 𝑉11 = 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁1 ⊕ 𝑁2 = 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁, 𝑁 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑚𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖(𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′), we can consider it as a lossy
description of the state 𝑆, and its description quality depends on 𝐷 ∗𝐷′, where 𝐷′ is the refinement parameter. When 𝐷′ = 1

2 ,
we have 𝐷 ∗ 𝐷′ = 1

2 and 𝑉11 is a uniformly distributed random variable independent of 𝑆. In this case, the state helper uses
the channel state information causally, and the message encoder does not benefit from observing 𝑉11. As shown in Fig. 3,
both the communication and compression rates are low. When 𝐷′ gets closer to 0, 𝑉11 becomes a more precise description of
𝑆, and the communication rate increases. The dotted line in Fig.3 is the capacity of this channel model achieved by uniform
input distribution when no side information is available at the encoder and no distortion constraint is imposed. It indicates that
when 𝐷′ is smaller than a certain number, the encoder benefits from having 𝑉11 and achieves a higher communication rate
than the no-side-information case. In the meantime, a small 𝐷′ means that more information from the channel state is used
noncausally, resulting in a higher compression rate.

From the above discussion, one can consider 𝑉11 as a coarse description of 𝑆 with rate 𝑅 𝑓11 = 𝐼 (𝑆;𝑉11), and is then refined
by receiving 𝑉12 with rate 𝑅 𝑓12 = 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11). We are also interested in the tradeoff between 𝑉11 and 𝑉12. As shown in
Fig.4, when 𝐷′ = 1

2 , 𝑉11 is an independent random variable and does not offer any information about 𝑆. In this case, we have
𝑅 𝑓11 = 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) = 0 and 𝑅 𝑓12 reaches its maximum. All the information about 𝑆 is compressed, with the feedback 𝑌𝑛 being
the side information. On the other hand, when 𝐷′ = 0, 𝑉11 is a description of 𝑆 such that the distortion constraint is satisfied.
There is no need to further construct 𝑉12 and hence 𝑅 𝑓12 = 0 and 𝑅 𝑓11 achieves its maximum. It should also be noted that the



Fig. 4: The tradeoff between 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) and 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11) depending on different values of 𝐷′.

maximal value of 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11) is smaller than the maximal value of 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) since it is the case that the feedback signal
𝑌𝑛 is also used as side information for the compression.

In the following subsection, we completely characterize the capacity-compression-distortion region when successive refine-
ment constraints are imposed on the estimation.

B. Successive Refinement of the State
In the previous results, the state encoder has great freedom to choose the distribution of 𝑉11 depending on whether the

system wants a higher communication rate or a lower compression rate. In addition to that, the decoding of 𝑉11 and (𝑇,𝑉12)
can be considered as a successive refinement process of the state sequence.

Suppose that the estimator is required to reproduce the state sequence at the beginning of the transmission with distortion
level 𝐷1. At the end of the current block, it reconstructs a refined state sequence with distortion level 𝐷2 such that 𝐷1 > 𝐷2.
Such a successive refinement is possible since the state encoder sends its lossy description to the encoder at the beginning of
the block, which can be used to produce a rough estimation of the state sequence. Once the transmission is completed, the
estimator receives a feedback signal (or its lossy version) and is able to refine the estimated sequence.

Corollary 4. For the ISAC model defined in Corollary 3 with successive refinement constraint, the capacity-distortion region
satisfies

𝐶𝑆𝑅−𝑀𝐶−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) =
{
𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑉11, 𝑆),
𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11),

(49)

with the joint distribution

𝑃𝑆𝑃𝑉11𝑉12 |𝑆𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11𝑉12𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 (50)

such that E [𝑑 (𝑆, ℎ1 (𝑉11))] ≤ 𝐷1,E [𝑑 (𝑆, ℎ(𝑋,𝑌,𝑉12))] ≤ 𝐷2, where ℎ1 : V11 → Ŝ and ℎ2 : X × Y × V12 → Ŝ are
deterministic functions. The cardinality bounds of the auxiliary random variables are

|V11 | ≤ |S||X| + 2, (51)
|V12 | ≤ |S|(|S||X| + 1) + 1. (52)

The achievability proof is the same as in Section II-C with an additional constraint 𝐷1. For the converse, note that in
Section V-A, we set 𝑉11 = (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑄). Let 𝑆𝑛1 be the state sequence produced in the first-stage estimation. Then, for the
distortion constraint, we have

𝐷1 ≥ 1
𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1
E[𝑑 (𝑆𝑖 , 𝑆1,𝑖)] (53)

(𝑎)
=

1
𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1
E[𝑑 (𝑆𝑖 , ℎ1 (𝑉11,𝑖))], (54)

where (𝑎) follows by the fact that 𝑆𝑖 can be determined by the lossy description 𝑀 𝑓1 and the index 𝑖, and the definition of
𝑉11,𝑖 = (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑖).



C. Binary Channel with Fading

Consider the following binary fading channel

𝑌 = (𝑋 · 𝑆) ⊕ 𝑁, (55)

where 𝑆 is Bernoulli( 1
2 ), 𝑁 is Bernoulli(𝑞). Let [𝑎]+ = max{𝑎, 0}.

Corollary 5. An outer bound of the capacity-distortion-compression region for the binary fading channel with successive
refinement constraints 𝐷1 and 𝐷2 is

𝐶𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷1, 𝐷2) =
⋃

𝛼∈[0:1]


𝑅 ≤ 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝛼 ∗ 𝑞) − 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝑞),

𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ [1 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝐷1 ∗ 𝑞) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷2)]+,
(56)

An inner bound of the region has the same expression as (56) but with a more strict constraint on 𝛼: 𝛼 ∈ [0, 1] 𝑠.𝑡. 𝑅 𝑓1 > 0.

Converse: We start with the bound on the communication rate 𝑅.

𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑉11, 𝑆) = 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑉11, 𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋, 𝑆) (57)
= 𝐻 (𝑋 · 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑉11, 𝑆) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝑁) (58)
= 𝑃𝑆 (0)𝐻𝑏 (𝑁) + 𝑃𝑆 (1)𝐻 (𝑋 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑉11, 𝑆 = 1) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝑁) (59)
≤ 𝑃𝑆 (1)𝐻 (𝑋 ⊕ 𝑁) − 𝑃𝑆 (1)𝐻𝑏 (𝑁) (60)

=
1
2
𝐻𝑏 (𝛼 ∗ 𝑞) − 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝑞), (61)

where 𝛼 ∈ [0, 1], 𝑝 ∗ 𝑞 = 𝑝(1 − 𝑞) + (1 − 𝑝)𝑞, 𝐻𝑏 (·) is the binary entropy function.
For the compression rate 𝑅 𝑓 , it follows that

𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11) (62)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋, 𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑉12) (63)
(𝑎)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋, 𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑋 · 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑋,𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑆2) (64)

≥ 𝐻 (𝑆) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋, 𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑋 · 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑋,𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑆 ⊕ 𝑆2) (65)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋, 𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑋 · 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑋,𝑉11) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷2) (66)

where (𝑎) follows by the fact that 𝑆2 is determined by (𝑋,𝑌,𝑉12). To bound 𝐻 (𝑋 · 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑋,𝑉11), we have

𝐻 (𝑋 · 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑋,𝑉11) (67)
= 𝑃𝑋 (0)𝐻𝑏 (𝑁) + 𝑃𝑋 (1)𝐻𝑏 (𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑉11, 𝑋 = 1) (68)

≤ 𝑃𝑋 (0)𝐻𝑏 (𝑁) + 𝑃𝑋 (1)𝐻𝑏 (𝑆 ⊕ 𝑆1 ⊕ 𝑁). (69)

Plugging it back into (66) gives

𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐻𝑏 (
1
2
) + 𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝑃𝑋 (0)𝐻𝑏 (𝑁) − 𝑃𝑋 (1)𝐻𝑏 (𝑆 ⊕ 𝑆1 ⊕ 𝑁) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷2) (70)

= 1 + 𝑃𝑋 (1)𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝑃𝑋 (1)𝐻𝑏 (𝐷1 ∗ 𝑞) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷2) (71)
= 1 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝐷1 ∗ 𝑞) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷2). (72)

Achievability: For the achievability part, we construct the auxiliary random variable 𝑉11 by a binary channel with crossover
probability 𝐷1, i.e. 𝑆 = 𝑉11 ⊕ 𝑁1, where 𝑁1 is Bernoulli(𝐷1). The input distribution 𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11 is defined by 𝑃(𝑋 = 0|𝑉11 = 0) =
1 − 𝛼, 𝑃(𝑋 = 0|𝑉11 = 1) = 1 − 𝛼. It follows that

𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑉11, 𝑆) = 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑉11, 𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋, 𝑆) (73)
= 𝑃𝑆 (0)𝐻𝑏 (𝑁) + 𝑃𝑆 (1)𝐻 (𝑋 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑉11, 𝑆 = 1) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝑁) (74)
= 𝑃𝑆 (1)𝐻 (𝑋 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑉11, 𝑆 = 1) − 𝑃𝑆 (1)𝐻𝑏 (𝑁) (75)

=
1
2
𝐷1𝐻 (𝑋 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑉11 = 0) + 1

2
(1 − 𝐷1)𝐻 (𝑋 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑉11 = 1) − 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) (76)

=
1
2
𝐻𝑏 (𝛼 ∗ 𝑞) − 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝑞). (77)



For the compression rate, setting 𝑉12 = 𝑋 + 𝑆 + 𝑁2 gives

𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11) (78)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋, 𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑉12) (79)

= 𝐻𝑏 (
1
2
) + 𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝑃𝑋 (0)𝐻 (𝑁 |𝑋,𝑉11) − 𝑃𝑋 (1)𝐻 (𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑋 = 1, 𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑉12) (80)

= 𝐻𝑏 (
1
2
) + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝛼𝐻 (𝑉11 ⊕ 𝑁1 ⊕ 𝑁 |𝑋 = 1, 𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑋 ⊕ 𝑁2 ⊕ 𝑉12 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11, 𝑉12) (81)

= 1 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝐷1 ∗ 𝑞) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷2). (82)

The state estimators are defined by 𝑆1 = 𝑉11 and 𝑆2 = 𝑋 ⊕ 𝑉12. The proof is complete.
The gap between the inner and outer bounds is due to the case in which 1 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝐷1 ∗ 𝑞) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷2) is negative.

To better understand the channel’s performance in this case, we remove the successive refinement in the rest of this subsection
and compare the resulting region with the one obtained by applying [12, Theorem 1] to the channel model.

To this end, we define a function

𝑓 (𝛼) = 1 − 𝛼 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷) (83)

and regions

R1
𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) =

⋃
𝛼∈[0:1]:
𝑓 (𝛼)>0


𝑅 ≤ 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝛼 ∗ 𝑞) − 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝑞),

𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 1 − 𝛼 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷),
(84)

R2
𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) =

⋃
𝛼∈[0:1]:

1−𝛼
2 +𝛼𝑞≤𝐷,
𝑖 𝑓 𝑓 (𝛼)≤0


𝑅 ≤ 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝛼 ∗ 𝑞) − 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝑞),

𝑅 𝑓1 = 0,
(85)

R3
𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) =

⋃
𝛼∈[0:1]:

1−𝛼
2 +𝛼𝑞>𝐷,
𝑖 𝑓 𝑓 (𝛼)≤0


𝑅 ≤ 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝛼 ∗ 𝑞) − 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝑞),

𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ (1 − 𝛼) (1 − 𝐻𝑏 (
𝐷 − 𝛼𝑞
1 − 𝛼 )).

(86)

Then we have the following corollary.

Corollary 6. When 𝐷 ≤ 𝑞, the capacity-distortion-compression region for the binary fading channel is

𝐶𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) =
⋃

𝛼∈[0:1]:


𝑅 ≤ 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝛼 ∗ 𝑞) − 1

2
𝐻𝑏 (𝑞),

𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 1 − 𝛼 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷),
(87)

When 𝑞 < 𝐷 ≤ 1
2 , the capacity-compression-distortion region includes

R𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) =
3⋃
𝑖=1

R𝑖𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷). (88)

The achievability of 𝐶𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) and R1
𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) follows by setting 𝑉11 independent of 𝑆 in the achievability part of

Corollary 5 and the converse of 𝐶𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) follows by removing it from the condition in the converse of Corollary 5. The
difference between the inner and outer bounds in Corollary 5 is due to the positivity of the constraint of 𝑅 𝑓1 . When 𝑞 < 𝐷 < 1

2 ,
note that

𝑓 (𝛼) = 1 − 𝛼 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷) (89)

may be negative since

1 − 𝛼 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) = (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (
1
2
) + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) (90)

is the convex combination of 𝐻𝑏 ( 1
2 ) and 𝐻𝑏 (𝑞). As shown in Fig. 5, the function 𝑓 (𝛼) < 0 implies that we select some input



Fig. 5: Relation between 𝐻 (𝑞), 𝐻 (𝐷) and 1.

distribution such that 1 − 𝛼 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞) falls into the line 𝐴𝐶. In the meantime, we set 𝑅 𝑓1 = 0 and estimate only based on the
perfect feedback signal. In this case, we use the best estimator in [12] as follows

𝑠(𝑋,𝑌 ) =
{

0, 𝑋 = 0
𝑌, 𝑋 = 1.

(91)

The average distortion in this case is 1−𝛼
2 + 𝛼𝑞, which is the convex combination of points 1

2 and 𝑞 again with (1 − 𝛼, 𝑎)
being the convex combination coefficients. However, the binary entropy function 𝐻𝑏 (·) is a concave function, and therefore
𝑓 (𝛼) < 0 does not imply 1−𝛼

2 + 𝛼𝑞 < 𝐷. In fact, there exists some choice of input distribution 𝛼 such that 1 − 𝛼 + 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (𝑞)
falls into the segment 𝐵𝐶. In this case, we have 𝑓 (𝛼) < 0, but the average distortion based only on the feedback signal is still
greater than the constraint 𝐷. The achievable region in this case is R2

𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) and input distributions corresponding to the
segment 𝐵𝐶 are not feasible. However, this constraint can be relaxed when there is a message-cognizant state helper. To see
this, we set 𝑉12 to be a constant when 𝑋 = 1 and 𝑉12 = 𝑆 + 𝑁3 when 𝑋 = 0, where 𝑁3 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖( 𝐷−𝛼𝑞

1−𝛼 ). For the estimator,
it estimates 𝑆 = 𝑌 when 𝑋 = 1 and 𝑆 = 𝑉12 when 𝑋 = 0. The average distortion, in this case, is

E[𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆)] = 𝛼𝑞 + (1 − 𝛼)𝐷 − 𝛼𝑞
1 − 𝛼 = 𝐷. (92)

This gives the region R3
𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷). In fact, the region R2

𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷) is the direct result of applying [12, Theorem 1] to our
model with the distortion E[𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆)] = 1−𝛼

2 + 𝛼𝑞 obtained by using the estimator defined in [12, Lemma 1]. The existence
of the state helper relaxes the constraint on the input distribution. Hence, the auxiliary random variable 𝑉12 is helpful for the
message communication even if the message sender is not able to decode it when the sender encodes the message.

On the other hand, the minimal value of 1−𝛼
2 + 𝛼𝑞 is 𝑞 when 𝛼 = 1. Therefore, any distortion 𝐷 < 𝑞 cannot be achieved

solely based on the feedback signal. The function 𝑓 (𝛼), in this case, is always positive, which indicates that when 𝐷 < 𝑞, we
always require an additional state helper to send some information with a positive rate to achieve a lower distortion, and we
achieve the tight bound 𝐶𝑆𝑅−𝑃𝐹 (𝐷).

It should also be noted that when 𝑞 = 1
2 , the noise is uniformly distributed, and no reliable communication is possible.

The state helper compression rate in this case is 1 − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷), which is always positive for 𝐷 < 1
2 since the feedback signal

is always uniformly distributed and is not helpful for the estimation. The estimator achieves the desired distortion level 𝐷 by
the information from the state helper, which reduces the problem to the lossy source coding problem for a binary source with
Bernoulli distribution ( 1

2 ,
1
2 ), and the result coincides with that in [29, Theorem 10.3.1]. The region is tight because a Bernoulli

source under Hamming distortion is always successively refinable [28, Example 13.2], and constructing it into two steps does
not hurt its optimality.

D. Causal Helper

In this subsection, we consider a special case in which the state encoder only observes the state in a causal manner. In this
case, the capacity-distortion-compression region is as follows.



Corollary 7. For an ISAC model defined in Corollary 2 with a state encoder that observes the channel state causally, the
capacity-compression-distortion region is the convex hull of

𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆),
𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇),
𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉, 𝑇),
𝑅 𝑓1 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑇,𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇,𝑉, 𝑋).

(93)

under the joint distribution

𝑃𝑆𝑃𝑋𝑃𝑉𝑇 |𝑆𝑋𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 (94)

and a deterministic function ℎ : T ×V × X × Y → Ŝ such that

E[𝑑 (𝑆, ℎ(𝑇,𝑉, 𝑋,𝑌 ))] ≤ 𝐷. (95)

Remark 2. Note that from the sum rate constraint, we have

𝐼 (𝑇,𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇,𝑉, 𝑋) (96)
= 𝐼 (𝑇,𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) + 𝐻 (𝑌,𝑇,𝑉 |𝑋) − 𝐻 (𝑇,𝑉 |𝑋) (97)
= 𝐼 (𝑇,𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋) + 𝐻 (𝑇,𝑉 |𝑋,𝑌 ) − 𝐻 (𝑇,𝑉 |𝑋) (98)
= 𝐼 (𝑇,𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋) − 𝐼 (𝑇,𝑉 ;𝑌 |𝑋) = 𝐼 (𝑇,𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌 ) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋). (99)

It indicates two corner points of the region corresponding to different decoding orders.

The achievability follows by first setting 𝑉11 = ∅ and 𝑉12 = 𝑉 in Corollary 2. Note that the resulting region is no longer
convex in general. Hence, an additional time-sharing argument is necessary, and the achievable region in the corollary is the
convex hull of the resulting region. The converse part is given in Section V-C.

In the following, we study a binary example for the causal helper case. To this end, we consider a channel 𝑌 = 𝑋 · 𝑆, 𝑆 ∼
𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖( 1

2 ).

Corollary 8. The capacity-distortion-compression region for this model for some 𝐷 < 1
2 is the convex hull of

⋃
Δ1 ,Δ2∈[0, 1

2 ],
𝛼∈[0,1]



𝑅 ≤ 1
2
𝐻𝑏 (𝛼),

𝑅 𝑓1 ≥
[
(1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (Δ1) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ,
1
2
})

]+
,

𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (Δ2),

𝑅 𝑓1 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 1 − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ,
1
2
}).

(100)

Remark 3. By choosing the input distribution 𝛼 = 1, the rate of the state helper can be zero. In this case, the constraint on
𝑅 𝑓2 is inactive since we have the sum rate constraint

𝑅 𝑓1 + 𝑅 𝑓2 = 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 1, (101)

which is the entropy of the state source. Note that 𝛼 = 1 implies the sender sends the constant 𝑋 = 1, which follows 𝑌 = 𝑆. In
this case, the feedback helper only needs to compress the state losslessly.

On the other hand, by setting 𝛼 = 0, the sender sends the constant 𝑋 = 0, and the channel output 𝑌 = 0 is deterministic.
Hence, the feedback helper does not need to say anything about the feedback signal, and the minimal rate is 0. In this case,
the problem reduces to a lossy compression problem again, and the rate required at the state helper side is

𝐻 (𝑃𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝐷) = 1 − 𝐻 (𝐷). (102)

Remark 4. This numerical example also shows that the region (100) of the causal state helper case without time-sharing is
generally not convex. To show this, we set the rate 𝑅 𝑓1 to 0. In this case, the rate constraint on the feedback helper is

1 − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ,
1
2
}). (103)

By setting the input distribution 𝛼 = 0, we achieve the rate-compression point (0, 0, 1 − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷)). On the other hand, for any
𝐷 < Δ1 ≤ 1

2 , there exists an �̂� such that

𝐻𝑏 (Δ1) =
𝐻𝑏 (𝐷)
1 − �̂� . (104)



With this choice of the input distribution, we achieve the rate tuple

( 1
2
𝐻𝑏 (�̂�), 𝐻 (𝐷) − (1 − �̂�)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − �̂� ,
1
2
}), 1 − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷)). (105)

Then, it remains to be shown that a convex combination of these two tuples exists that is not achievable. To this end, we set
𝐷 = 0.25 and Δ1 = 0.4. The input distribution that achieves the tuple (105) and the corresponding rates are

�̂� = 1 − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷)
𝐻𝑏 (Δ1)

≈ 0.1644, 𝐻 (�̂�) ≈ 0.6448, (106)

𝐻 (𝐷) − (1 − �̂�)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − �̂� ,
1
2
}) ≈ 0.0757. (107)

Now we consider the convex combination of the above two tuples with convex coefficients ( 1
2 ,

1
2 ). Assume the convex combination

is also achievable. This implies that there exists an input distribution �̂�∗ achieving

( 1
2
𝐻𝑏 (�̂�∗), 𝐻 (𝐷) − (1 − �̂�∗)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − �̂�∗ ,
1
2
}), 1 − 𝐻𝑏 (𝐷)) (108)

such that

𝐻𝑏 (�̂�∗) =
1
2
𝐻𝑏 (�̂�), (109)

𝐻 (𝐷) − (1 − �̂�∗)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − �̂�∗ ,
1
2
}) = 1

2

(
𝐻 (𝐷) − (1 − �̂�)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − �̂� ,
1
2
})

)
. (110)

It follows that �̂�∗ ∈ [0.05, 0.06] and 𝐷/(1− �̂�∗) < 1
2 always holds. By the fact that 𝑥𝐻𝑏 ( 1

𝑥
) is a monotone increasing function

of 𝑥, we substitute 0.05 and 0.06 into (110) and the rate of the state helper in this case is

𝑅 𝑓1 ∈ [0.0214, 0.0258] ≠ 1
2

(
𝐻 (𝐷) − (1 − �̂�)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − �̂� ,
1
2
})

)
. (111)

Hence, this convex combination tuple is not achievable, and the region without time-sharing is generally not convex.

For the converse, it follows that

𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆) = 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋𝑆) = 𝑃𝑆 (1)𝐻𝑏 (𝑋)
(𝑎)
=

1
2
𝐻𝑏 (𝛼), (112)

𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇) = 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇,𝑉) (113)

= 𝑃𝑋 (0)𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋 = 0) − 𝐻𝑏 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇,𝑉, 𝑆) (114)
(𝑏)
≥ 𝑃𝑋 (0)𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋 = 0) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (𝑆 ⊕ 𝑆 |𝑋 = 0) (115)
(𝑐)
= (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (Δ1) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (

𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ), (116)

where (𝑎) follows by setting 𝛼 := 𝑃𝑋 (1), (𝑏) follows by noting that when 𝑋 = 1 we can always construct 𝑆 = 𝑌 such that
E[𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆)] = 0, (𝑐) follows by setting 𝐻𝑏 (Δ1) := 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋 = 0) for some 0 ≤ Δ1 ≤ 1

2 .

𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉, 𝑇) (117)
(𝑎)
= 𝑃𝑋 (1)𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑉,𝑇, 𝑋 = 1) = 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (Δ2), (118)

𝑅 𝑓1 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) + 𝐼 (𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇, 𝑋) (119)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑇) + 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇,𝑉) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇, 𝑋) (120)

= 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑇) + 𝑃𝑋 (0)𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋 = 0) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (
𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ) + 𝑃𝑋 (1)𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋 = 1) (121)

= 𝐻 (𝑆) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (
𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ), (122)

where (𝑎) follows by setting 𝐻𝑏 (Δ2) := 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑉,𝑇, 𝑋 = 1) for some 0 ≤ Δ2 ≤ 1
2 .

For the achievability part, we first consider the case that 𝑅 𝑓1 > 0 and 𝐷
1−𝛼 ≤ 1

2 . Note that this implies that Δ1 >
𝐷

1−𝛼 . It will
suffice to show the achievability of the following two sets of points:

• ( 1
2𝐻𝑏 (𝛼), 1 − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 ( 𝐷

1−𝛼 ) − 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (Δ2), 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (Δ2));
• ( 1

2𝐻𝑏 (𝛼), (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (Δ1) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 ( 𝐷
1−𝛼 ), 1 − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (Δ1));

which correspond to the following two corner points:
• (𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆), 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) + 𝐼 (𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑇), 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉, 𝑇));
• (𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆), 𝐼 (𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇), 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑇));



We construct the auxiliary random variables as follows. When 𝑋 = 0, we choose 𝑉 := 𝑆⊕𝑁 , where 𝑁 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖(𝑃𝑁 ), 𝑃𝑁 =
𝐷

1−𝛼 . Furthermore, we construct a binary 𝑇 such that 𝑇 −𝑉 −𝑆 forms a cascade channel and the transition probability from 𝑇 to

𝑉 is a binary symmetric channel with crossover probability 𝛽 =
Δ1− 𝐷

1−𝛼

1−2· 𝐷
1−𝛼

. It can be easily verified that 𝛽 is a valid probability,
and the crossover probability from 𝑇 to 𝑆 given 𝑋 = 0 is Δ1. When 𝑋 = 1, we simply construct a pair of (𝑉,𝑇) such that
𝐻𝑏 (Δ2) = 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑉,𝑇, 𝑋 = 1) is satisfied. The state estimator is defined as

𝑠 =

{
𝑦, 𝑥 = 1,
𝑣, 𝑥 = 0.

(123)

Now, we verify that the above corner points are achieved with these settings. The choice of (𝑉,𝑇) is irrelevant for the bound
on 𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆) and hence 1

2𝐻𝑏 (𝛼) is always achieved once the input distribution is fixed. Then, it follows that

𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) + 𝐼 (𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑇) = 𝐼 (𝑉,𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) (124)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑉, 𝑇) (125)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑉, 𝑇,𝑌 ) − 𝐼 (𝑆;𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉, 𝑇) (126)

= 𝐻 (𝑆) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (
𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ) − 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉, 𝑇) (127)

= 1 − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (
𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ) − 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (Δ2) (128)

and

𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑉, 𝑇) = 𝑃𝑋 (1)𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑉,𝑇, 𝑋 = 1) = 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (Δ2). (129)

For the second set of points, we have

𝐼 (𝑉 ; 𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇) = 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇,𝑉) (130)

= 𝑃𝑋 (0)𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋 = 0) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (
𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ) = (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (Δ1) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (
𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ) (131)

and

𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑋) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑇) = 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑇) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑇) (132)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑇) + 𝑃𝑋 (1)𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋 = 1) (133)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝑃𝑋 (0)𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋 = 0) = 1 − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (Δ1). (134)

The distortion is bounded by

E[𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆)] = E[E[𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆)] |𝑋] (135)

= 𝑃𝑋 (0)E[𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆) |𝑋 = 0] (136)
= 𝐷. (137)

When 𝐷
1−𝛼 >

1
2 , we set 𝑉 := 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁 , where 𝑁 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖(𝑃𝑁 ), 𝑃𝑁 = 1

2 . The distortion in this case is 1−𝛼
2 < 𝐷.

It remains to prove the case that the rate 𝑅 𝑓1 is 0. When

(1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (Δ1) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ,
1
2
}) ≤ 0, (138)

we set 𝑉 = ∅ and 𝑇 = 𝑆 ⊕ 𝑁, 𝑆 = 𝑇 , where 𝑁 ∼ 𝐵𝑒𝑟𝑛𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑙𝑖(𝑃𝑁 ), 𝑃𝑁 = 𝐷
1−𝛼 . Due to the inequality

1 − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ,
1
2
}) ≥ 𝛼 ≥ 𝛼𝐻𝑏 (Δ2), (139)

in this case, we only need to consider the sum rate constraint

1 − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻𝑏 (min{ 𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ,
1
2
}). (140)

It follows that

𝐼 (𝑆;𝑇 |𝑋) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋,𝑇) = 𝐼 (𝑆;𝑇 |𝑋,𝑌 ) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋) (141)
= 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑋) + 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌 ) − 𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋,𝑌, 𝑇) (142)
= 𝛼𝐻 (𝑆) + (1 − 𝛼)𝐻 (𝑆) − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻 (𝑆 |𝑋 = 0, 𝑇) (143)

= 1 − (1 − 𝛼)𝐻 ( 𝐷

1 − 𝛼 ). (144)

The case for 𝐷
1−𝛼 >

1
2 follows similarly and the proof is completed.



IV. PROOF OF THEOREM 1
In the following, we describe the coding scheme for Theorem 1.

A. Coding Scheme
Codebook generation at the state helper: the state helper generates 𝑁11 = exp{𝑛(𝐼 (𝑆;𝑉1) + 𝜖)} independent codewords

{𝑣𝑛11} for some 𝜖 > 0 indexed by 1 ≤ 𝑛11 ≤ 𝑁11, each according to the distribution 𝑃𝑉11 . For each 𝑣𝑛11 (𝑛11), generate 𝑁12 =

exp{𝑛(𝑅 𝑓12 + 𝜖)} independent codewords {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11}, each according to 𝑃𝑛
𝑉12 |𝑉11

(𝑣𝑛12 |𝑣
𝑛
11 (𝑛11)) =

∏𝑛
𝑖=1 𝑃𝑉12 |𝑉11 (𝑣12,𝑖 |𝑣11,𝑖 (𝑛11)).

Partition each codebook {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11} into 𝑁12 = exp{𝑛(𝑅 𝑓12 + 𝜖)} bins {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11, 𝑛12} indexed by (𝑛11, 𝑛12), 1 ≤ 𝑛12 ≤ 𝑁12. Now
each codeword 𝑣𝑛2 ∈ {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11} can be uniquely index by (𝑛12, 𝑙), where 𝑙 is the index of 𝑣𝑛12 within the bin (𝑛11, 𝑛12). Denote
the bin of a given 𝑣𝑛12 by 𝑏(𝑣𝑛12).

Codebook generation at the sender: The sender generates 𝑀 = exp{𝑛(𝐼 (𝑈;𝑌 ) + 𝜖)} independent codewords {𝑢𝑛}, each
according to 𝑃𝑈 . It then partition the codebook into 𝑀 = exp{𝑛(𝐼 (𝑈;𝑌 )−𝐼 (𝑈;𝑉1)−𝜖)} bins {𝑢𝑛 |𝑚}, each index by 1 ≤ 𝑚 ≤ 𝑀 .
Denote the bin of a given codeword 𝑢𝑛 by 𝑏(𝑢𝑛).

Codebook generation at the feedback helper: the feedback helper generates 𝑁2 = exp{𝑛(𝑅 𝑓2 + 𝜖)} independent codewords
{𝑣𝑛2 }, each according to the distribution 𝑃𝑉2 . It then partitions the codebook into 𝑁2 = exp{𝑛(𝑅 𝑓2+𝜖)} bins {𝑣𝑛2 |𝑛2}, 1 ≤ 𝑛2 ≤ 𝑁2.
Denote the bin number of a given codeword 𝑣𝑛2 by 𝑏(𝑣𝑛2 ).

Encoding at the state helper: The indices sent by the state helper consist of two parts, which are denoted by (𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛)).
At the beginning of each transmission block, the state helper observes the channel state 𝑠𝑛. It finds a codeword 𝑣𝑛11 in {𝑣𝑛11}
with index 𝑛11 such that (𝑠𝑛, 𝑣𝑛11) ∈ T 𝑛

𝛿
. If there are multiple such codewords, the state helper selects the first one and then

uses 𝑛11 as the first index 𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛). If such a codeword does not exist, it sets 𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛) as the default number 1 and declares
an error. After finding 𝑣𝑛11 (𝑛11), the state helper then finds a codeword 𝑣𝑛12 ∈ {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11} such that (𝑣𝑛11, 𝑣

𝑛
12, 𝑠

𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿

. If there
are multiple such codewords, the state helper selects the first one, and if such a codeword does not exist, the default number
is selected, and the state helper declares an error. The second index 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛) sent by the state helper is the bin 𝑏(𝑣𝑛12) of the
selected codeword 𝑣𝑛12. For simplicity, we also denote the selected codewords given 𝑠𝑛 by 𝑣𝑛11 (𝑠

𝑛) and 𝑣𝑛12 (𝑠
𝑛).

Encoding at Sender: The sender receives two indices (𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛)) from the state helper at the beginning of the
block. It finds 𝑣𝑛11 according to the first index 𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛). To transmit the message 𝑚, it then looks for a codeword 𝑢𝑛 ∈ {𝑢𝑛 |𝑚}
such that (𝑢𝑛, 𝑣𝑛11) ∈ T 𝑛

𝛿
. If there are multiple codewords that are jointly typical with 𝑣𝑛11, the encoder selects the first one.

Finally, the encoder generates a codeword 𝑥𝑛 according to the distribution 𝑃𝑛
𝑋 |𝑉11𝑈

(·|𝑣𝑛11, 𝑢
𝑛).

Encoding at the feedback helper: At the end of the transmission block, the feedback helper receives all the feedback symbols
𝑧𝑛. It looks for a codeword 𝑣𝑛2 such that (𝑧𝑛, 𝑣𝑛2 ) ∈ T 𝑛

𝛿
. If there are multiple codewords 𝑣𝑛2 that are jointly typical with 𝑧𝑛, the

feedback helper selects the first one. If there is no such codeword, the default codeword is chosen, and the feedback helper
declares an error. After determining the codeword, the feedback helper sets its index 𝜙 𝑓2 (𝑧𝑛) as the bin index to which 𝑣𝑛2
belongs. We denote the selected codeword given 𝑧𝑛 by 𝑣𝑛2 (𝑧

𝑛) for simplicity.
Decoding at the sender: Although the sender receives two indices from the state helper at the beginning of the transmission

block, it can only use the first one 𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛) to locate the codeword �̂�𝑛11. It is not able to decode 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛) due to the lack of side
information until it receives 𝜙 𝑓2 (𝑧𝑛) at the end of the current transmission block. It then looks for a unique pair of (�̂�𝑛12, �̂�

𝑛
2 )

in bins {𝑣𝑛12 |𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛)} × {𝑣𝑛2 |𝜙 𝑓2 (𝑧
𝑛)} such that (�̂�𝑛11, �̂�

𝑛
12, �̂�

𝑛
2 , 𝑢

𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿

.
Decoding at the receiver: The receiver observes the channel output 𝑦𝑛. It looks for a unique �̂�𝑛 in the communication

codebook such that (𝑢𝑛, 𝑦𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿

. If such a codeword does not exist or there are multiple such codewords, the receiver
declares an error. Once the codeword �̂�𝑛 is found, the receiver declares that message �̂� = 𝑏(�̂�𝑛) has been sent.

State Estimation: The sender decodes codewords (𝑣𝑛11, 𝑣
𝑛
12, 𝑣

𝑛
2 ) using the indices (𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓2 (𝑧𝑛)) sent by the

state and feedback helpers. It estimates the state sequence using 𝑠(𝑥, 𝑢, 𝑣12, 𝑣2) elementwise.
Error Analysis:
In the following, we analyze the error probability in the coding scheme caused by encoding and decoding errors. Let 𝑀

be the sent message and 𝐿0 be the index of 𝑈𝑛 within the bin C(𝑀), and 𝐵11, 𝐵12, 𝐵2 be the bin indices of codewords
(𝑉𝑛11, 𝑉

𝑛
12, 𝑉

𝑛
2 ) and 𝐿11, 𝐿12, 𝐿2 be the indices of (𝑉𝑛11, 𝑉

𝑛
12, 𝑉

𝑛
2 ) within the bins. We define error events as follows.

Encoding error at the state helper:

E11 =

{
𝑁11⋂
𝑛11=1

(𝑉𝑛11 (𝑛11), 𝑆𝑛) ∉ T 𝑛
𝛿

}
,

E12 =


𝑁12⋂
�̃�12=1

(𝑉𝑛11 (𝑆
𝑛), 𝑉𝑛12 (�̃�12), 𝑆𝑛) ∉ T 𝑛

𝛿

 .
By the covering lemma [28], we have 𝑃𝑟{E11} → 0 and 𝑃𝑟{E12} → 0 as 𝑛→ ∞ if

𝑅 𝑓11 > 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆),
𝑅 𝑓12 > 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑉11),



and hence 𝑃𝑟{E1} → 0, where E1 := E11 ∪ E12.
Encoding error at the sender:

E0 =


𝑀/𝑀⋂
𝑙0=1

(𝑈𝑛 (𝑀, 𝑙0), 𝑉𝑛11) ∉ T 𝑛
𝛿

 .
Again by the covering lemma, we have 𝑃𝑟{E0} → 0 as 𝑛→ ∞ by the setting of 𝑀 and 𝑀 .

Encoding error at the feedback helper:

E2 =


𝑁2⋂
�̃�2=1

(𝑉𝑛2 (�̃�2), 𝑍𝑛) ∉ T 𝑛
𝛿

 .
Similarly, we have 𝑃𝑟{E2} → 0 as 𝑛→ ∞ by setting

𝑅 𝑓2 > 𝐼 (𝑉2; 𝑍).

Decoding error at the sender: Next, we define the decoding error events at the sender side.

E3 =
{
(𝑉𝑛11 (𝑆

𝑛), 𝑉𝑛12 (𝑆
𝑛), 𝑉𝑛2 (𝑍

𝑛),𝑈𝑛 (𝑀, 𝐿0), 𝑆𝑛, 𝑍𝑛) ∉ T 𝑛
𝛿

}
,

E4 =
{
(𝑉𝑛11 (𝐵11, 𝐿11), 𝑉𝑛12 (𝐵12, 𝐿

′
12), 𝑉

𝑛
2 (𝐵2, 𝐿

′
2),𝑈

𝑛 (𝑀, 𝐿0)) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿 for some (𝐿′12, 𝐿

′
2) ≠ (𝐿12, 𝐿2)

}
.

Note that 𝑉11 −𝑈 − 𝑆 and 𝑈 − (𝑉11, 𝑆) −𝑉12 form two Markov chains. By the covering lemma and by the setting of 𝑅 𝑓11 and
𝑅 𝑓12 , we have 𝑃𝑟{(𝑉𝑛11 (𝑆

𝑛), 𝑉𝑛12 (𝑆
𝑛), 𝑆𝑛)} ∈ T 𝑛

𝛿
→ 1 as 𝑛 → ∞. Following the same argument as [28, Lemma 12.3] we also

have

𝑃𝑟{𝑈𝑛 (𝑀, 𝐿0) = 𝑢𝑛 |𝑉𝑛11 (𝑆
𝑛) = 𝑣𝑛11}

∼
= 2𝑛𝐻 (𝑈 |𝑉11 ) ,

𝑃𝑟{𝑉𝑛12 (𝑆
𝑛) = 𝑣𝑛12 |𝑉

𝑛
11 (𝑆

𝑛) = 𝑣𝑛11, 𝑆
𝑛 = 𝑠𝑛} ∼

= 2𝑛𝐻 (𝑉12 |𝑉11𝑆) ,

which satisfies the second condition of the Markov Lemma. Hence, it follows that

𝑃𝑟{(𝑆𝑛, 𝑉𝑛11 (𝑆
𝑛), 𝑉𝑛12 (𝑆

𝑛),𝑈𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿 } → 1 as 𝑛→ ∞.

As for the feedback signal 𝑍𝑛, the distribution satisfies

𝑃𝑟{𝑍𝑛 = 𝑧𝑛 |𝑉𝑛12 (𝑆
𝑛) = 𝑣𝑛12, 𝑉

𝑛
11 (𝑆

𝑛) = 𝑣𝑛11, 𝑆
𝑛 = 𝑠𝑛,𝑈𝑛 (𝑀, 𝐿0) = 𝑢𝑛}

=
∑︁
𝑥𝑛∈X𝑛

𝑃𝑛
𝑍 |𝑋𝑆 (𝑧

𝑛 |𝑥𝑛, 𝑠𝑛)𝑃𝑛
𝑋 |𝑉11𝑈

(𝑥𝑛 |𝑣𝑛11, 𝑢
𝑛)

=

𝑛∏
𝑖=1

∑︁
𝑥𝑖∈X

𝑃𝑍 |𝑋𝑆 (𝑧𝑖 |𝑥𝑖 , 𝑠𝑖)𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11𝑈 (𝑥𝑖 |𝑣11,𝑖 , 𝑢𝑖).

By the above equality and the conditional typicality lemma [28], we have

𝑃𝑟

{ 2⋂
𝑖=0

E𝑐𝑖 ∩ E3

}
→ 0

as 𝑛→ ∞. To bound E4, we invoke Lemma 10.6.2 in [29] and consider the following three cases.
• Only 𝐿′12 is wrong: This case is upper bounded by

𝑃𝑟
{
(𝑣𝑛11, 𝑉

𝑛
12 (𝐵12, 𝐿

′
12), 𝑣

𝑛
2 , 𝑢

𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿 for some 𝐿′12 ≠ 𝐿12

}
≤ 2𝑛(𝑅 𝑓12 −𝑅 𝑓12 )

∑︁
𝑣𝑛12∈T

𝑛
𝛿
[𝑣𝑛11 ,𝑢

𝑛 ,𝑣𝑛2 ]
2−𝑛(𝐻 (𝑉12 |𝑉11 )+𝜖 (𝛿 ) )

≤ 2𝑛(𝑅 𝑓12 −𝑅 𝑓12 )2−𝑛(𝐼 (𝑉12;𝑈,𝑉2 |𝑉11 )−𝜖 (𝛿 ) ) .

• Only 𝐿′2 is wrong: Similarly, this case is upper bounded by

𝑃𝑟
{
(𝑣𝑛11, 𝑣

𝑛
12, 𝑉

𝑛
2 (𝐵2, 𝐿

′
2), 𝑢

𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿 for some 𝐿′12 ≠ 𝐿12

}
≤ 2𝑛(𝑅 𝑓2 −𝑅 𝑓2 )

∑︁
𝑣𝑛2 ∈T𝑛

𝛿
[𝑣𝑛11 ,𝑢

𝑛 ,𝑣𝑛12 ]
2−𝑛(𝐻 (𝑉2 )−𝜖 (𝛿 ) )

≤ 2𝑛(𝑅 𝑓2 −𝑅 𝑓2 )2−𝑛(𝐼 (𝑉2;𝑈,𝑉11 ,𝑉12 )−𝜖 (𝛿 ) ) .



• Both 𝐿′12 and 𝐿′2 are wrong:

𝑃𝑟
{
(𝑣𝑛11, 𝑉

𝑛
12 (𝐵12, 𝐿

′
12), 𝑉

𝑛
2 (𝐵2, 𝐿

′
2), 𝑢

𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿 for some 𝐿′12 ≠ 𝐿12, 𝐿

′
2 ≠ 𝐿2

}
≤ 2𝑛(𝑅 𝑓12 −𝑅 𝑓12+𝑅 𝑓12 −𝑅 𝑓12 )

∑︁
(𝑣𝑛12 ,𝑣

𝑛
2 ) ∈T𝑛

𝛿
[𝑣𝑛11 ,𝑢

𝑛 ]
2−𝑛(𝐻 (𝑉2 )+𝐻 (𝑉12|𝑉11 )−𝜖 (𝛿 ) )

≤ 2𝑛(𝑅 𝑓12 −𝑅 𝑓12+𝑅 𝑓2 −𝑅 𝑓2 )2−𝑛(𝐻 (𝑉2 )+𝐻 (𝑉12 |𝑉11 )−𝐻 (𝑉12 ,𝑉2 |𝑈,𝑉11 )−𝜖 (𝛿 ) ) .

Thus, to ensure that we have

𝑃𝑟

{ 3⋂
𝑖=0

E𝑐𝑖 ∩ E4

}
→ 0

the following inequalities should be satisfied:

𝑅 𝑓12 − 𝑅 𝑓12 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑉12;𝑈,𝑉2 |𝑉11), (145)

𝑅 𝑓2 − 𝑅 𝑓2 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑉2;𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12), (146)

𝑅 𝑓12 − 𝑅 𝑓12 + 𝑅 𝑓12 − 𝑅 𝑓12 ≤ 𝐻 (𝑉2) + 𝐻 (𝑉12 |𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑉12, 𝑉2 |𝑈,𝑉11) (147)
= 𝐻 (𝑉2) + 𝐻 (𝑉12 |𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑉12 |𝑈,𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑉2 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12) (148)
(𝑎)
= 𝐼 (𝑉2;𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12), (149)

where (𝑎) follows by the Markov chain 𝑉12 −𝑉11 −𝑈.
Decoding error at the receiver:

E5 =
{
(𝑈𝑛 (𝑀, 𝐿0), 𝑌𝑛) ∉ 𝑇𝑛𝛿

}
,

E6 =
{
(𝑈𝑛 (𝑀 ′, 𝐿′0), 𝑌

𝑛) ∈ 𝑇𝑛𝛿 for some 𝑀 ′ ≠ 𝑀.
}
.

The analysis of events E5 and E6 is the same as for the Gel’fand-Pinsker coding [2] and is arbitrarily small with 𝑛 → ∞ by
conditional typicality lemma and setting

𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑌 ).

Now, using the Fourier-Motzkin Elimination gives

𝑅 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑌 ) − 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑉11),
𝑅 𝑓11 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆),
𝑅 𝑓12 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2),
𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12),
𝑅 𝑓12 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉12, 𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11),
𝑅 𝑓1 = 𝑅 𝑓11 + 𝑅 𝑓12 .

(150)

State Estimation:
The distortion at the state estimator side can be bounded as

1
𝑛
E

[
𝑑𝑛 (𝑆𝑛, 𝑆𝑛)

]
≤ 𝑃𝑒 · 𝑑𝑚𝑎𝑥 + (1 + 𝜖)E

[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆)

]
≤ 𝐷 + 𝜖 ′,

where the inequality follows by considering the distortion upper bound with or without error separately and the Typical Average
Lemma [28]. The achievability proof is completed by the fact that 𝜖 ′ → 0 as 𝑛→ ∞.

B. Cardinality bounds

We consider the joint distribution 𝑃𝑆𝑉11𝑉12𝑈𝑋𝑌𝑍𝑉2 |𝑞 on S×V11×V12×U×X×Y×Z×V2 distributed as (6). By the Fenchel-
Eggleston-Carathéodory theorem we can preserve the value of 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑌 |𝑄) − 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑉11 |𝑄), 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆 |𝑄) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2, 𝑄),
𝐼 (𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑄), 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆 |𝑄) + 𝐼 (𝑉12, 𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑄) and E

[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
by restricting the size of

|Q| ≤ 5.
To bound the remaining alphabet sizes, we write R𝑖𝑛 in (5) as R𝑖𝑛|V11 | representing that the region is computed with auxiliary

random variable 𝑉11 and alphabet size |V11 |. In the following, we show

R𝑖𝑛|V11 | ⊆ R𝑖𝑛|S | |X |+1. (151)



It is sufficient to show R̄𝑖𝑛|V11 | ⊆ R̄𝑖𝑛|S | |X |+1, where R̄𝑖𝑛|V11 | is the set of real tuples (�̄�1, �̄�2, �̄�3, �̄�4, �̄�5) such that

�̄�1 ≤ 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑌 |𝑄) − 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑉11 |𝑄), (152)
�̄�2 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆 |𝑄) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2, 𝑄), (153)
�̄�3 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑄), (154)
�̄�4 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆 |𝑄) + 𝐼 (𝑉12, 𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑄), (155)

�̄�5 ≥ E
[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
. (156)

To this end, due to the introduction of the time-sharing random variable 𝑄 and the fact that E
[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
is a

linear function of the joint distribution (6), it suffices to consider the following inequality with any real tuples (𝜆1, 𝜆2, 𝜆3, 𝜆4, 𝜆5) ∈
R5:

max
(�̄�1 ,�̄�2 ,�̄�3 ,�̄�4 ,�̄�5 ) ∈R𝑖𝑛

|V11 |

5∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜆𝑖 �̄�𝑖 ≤ max
(�̄�1 ,�̄�2 ,�̄�3 ,�̄�4 ,�̄�5 ) ∈R𝑖𝑛

|S| |X|+1

5∑︁
𝑖=1

𝜆𝑖 �̄�𝑖 . (157)

Without loss of generality, we only consider non-negative 𝜆1. Otherwise, one can set 𝑅1 = −∞ such that both sides converge
to ∞ and the equality holds. For the same reason, we consider only non-positive 𝜆𝑖 , 𝑖 = 2, 3, 4, 5. Define

𝐶 (𝑃) = 𝜆1 (𝐼 (𝑈;𝑌 ) − 𝐼 (𝑈;𝑉11)) + 𝜆2 (𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆 |𝑄) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2, 𝑄)) + 𝜆3 (𝐼 (𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑄)) (158)
+ 𝜆4 (𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆 |𝑄) + 𝐼 (𝑉12, 𝑉2; 𝑆, 𝑍 |𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑄)) (159)

under the joint distribution 𝑃 satisfying (6).
Consider the perturbed distribution

𝑃𝜖 (𝑠, 𝑣11, 𝑣12, 𝑢, 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑣12, 𝑞) = 𝑃0 (𝑠, 𝑣11, 𝑣12, 𝑢, 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑣12, 𝑞) (1 + 𝐿 (𝑣11)), (160)

where 𝑃0 := arg max𝑃
(
𝐶 (𝑃) + 𝜆5 (E

[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
)
)
. The function 𝐿 : V11 → R satisfies

E [𝐿 (𝑉11)] = 0, (161)
E [𝐿 (𝑉11 |𝑠, 𝑥)] = 0, for all (𝑠, 𝑥) ∈ S × X. (162)

where

E [𝐿 (𝑉11)] =
∑︁
𝑣11

𝑃0 (𝑣11)𝐿 (𝑣11), (163)

E [𝐿 (𝑉11 |𝑆, 𝑋)] =
∑︁
𝑣11 ,𝑥,𝑠

𝑃0 (𝑠, 𝑥)𝑃0 (𝑣11 |𝑠, 𝑥)𝐿 (𝑣11). (164)

Such a function 𝐿 exists if |V11 | ≥ |S||X| + 1. The function (162) implies the distribution of (𝑆, 𝑋) is also preserved, and
hence also the joint distribution of 𝑃0 (𝑥, 𝑠, 𝑦, 𝑧) for (𝑥, 𝑠, 𝑦, 𝑧) ∈ X × S × Y ×Z.

Define a set of random variables (𝑆, �̄�11, �̄�12, �̄�, �̄�, 𝑌 , �̄�, �̄�2, �̄�) ∼ 𝑃𝜖 . For simplicity, we omit 𝑄 in the following argument.
Then, by [30, Lemma 2],

𝐼 (�̄�;𝑌 ) − 𝐼 (�̄�; �̄�11) (165)
= 𝐻 (𝑌 ) − 𝐻 (𝑌, �̄�) − 𝐻 (�̄�11) + 𝐻 (�̄�11, �̄�) (166)
= 𝐻 (𝑌 ) − 𝐻 (𝑌, �̄�) − 𝐻 (𝑉11) + 𝐻 (𝑉11,𝑈) + 𝜖 (𝐻𝐿 (𝑉11,𝑈) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑉11)) (167)
𝐼 (�̄�11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (�̄�12; 𝑆, �̄� |�̄�, �̄�11, �̄�2) (168)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑆, �̄�11) + 𝐻 (�̄�11) + 𝐻 (𝑆, �̄�, �̄�, �̄�11, �̄�2) − 𝐻 (�̄�, �̄�11, �̄�2) − 𝐻 (𝑆, �̄�, �̄�, �̄�11, 𝑉12, �̄�2) + 𝐻 (�̄�, �̄�11, �̄�12, �̄�2) (169)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑆,𝑉11) + 𝐻 (𝑉11) + 𝐻 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2) − 𝐻 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2) − 𝐻 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) + 𝐻 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) (170)
+ 𝜖 (𝐻𝐿 (𝑉11) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆,𝑉11) + 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) + 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2)) (171)

𝐼 (�̄�2; 𝑆, �̄� |�̄�, �̄�11, �̄�12) (172)
= 𝐻 (𝑆, �̄�, �̄�, �̄�11, �̄�12) − 𝐻 (�̄�, �̄�11, �̄�12) − 𝐻 (𝑆, �̄�, �̄�, �̄�11, �̄�12, �̄�2) + 𝐻 (�̄�, �̄�11, �̄�12, �̄�2) (173)
= 𝐻 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12) − 𝐻 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12) − 𝐻 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) + 𝐻 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) (174)

+ 𝜖 (𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) + 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2)) (175)

𝐼 (�̄�11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (�̄�12, �̄�2; 𝑆, �̄� |�̄�, �̄�11) (176)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑆, �̄�11) + 𝐻 (�̄�11) + 𝐻 (𝑆, �̄�, �̄�, �̄�11) − 𝐻 (�̄�, �̄�11) − 𝐻 (𝑆, �̄�, �̄�, �̄�11, �̄�12, �̄�2) + 𝐻 (�̄�, �̄�11, �̄�12, �̄�2) (177)
= 𝐻 (𝑆) − 𝐻 (𝑆,𝑉11) + 𝐻 (𝑉11) + 𝐻 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑈,𝑉11) − 𝐻 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) + 𝐻 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) (178)
+ 𝜖 (𝐻𝐿 (𝑉11) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆,𝑉11) + 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) + 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2)) (179)



Since 𝑃0 maximizes function 𝐶 (𝑃) + 𝜆5 (E
[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
), the first and second derivatives satisfy

𝜕

𝜕𝜖

(
𝐶 (𝑃𝜖 ) + 𝜆5 (E𝑃𝜖

[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
)
) ����
𝜖=0

= 0, (180)

𝜕2

𝜕𝜖2

(
𝐶 (𝑃𝜖 ) + 𝜆5 (E𝑃𝜖

[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
)
) ����
𝜖=0

≤ 0. (181)

The latter reduces to

−𝜆1
𝜕2

𝜕𝜖2𝐻 (�̄�,𝑌 )
����
𝜖=0

≤ 0. (182)

By [30, Lemma 2, Part 2] and the non-negativeness of 𝜆1, it implies that

E
[
(E [𝐿 (𝑉11) |𝑈,𝑌 ])2] ≤ 0 (183)

with equality holding if

E [𝐿 (𝑉11) |𝑈 = 𝑢,𝑌 = 𝑦] = 0 (184)

for each (𝑢, 𝑦) such that 𝑃0 (𝑢, 𝑦) > 0. Thus, we have 𝑃𝜖 (𝑢, 𝑦) = 𝑃0 (𝑢, 𝑦) and 𝐻 (�̄�,𝑌 ) = 𝐻 (𝑈,𝑌 ). We can now write the
function 𝐶 (𝑃𝜖 ) as

𝐶 (𝑃𝜖 ) + 𝜆5 · E𝑃𝜖

[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
= 𝐶 (𝑃0) + 𝜆5E𝑃0

[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
+ 𝜆1 · 𝜖 (𝐻𝐿 (𝑉11,𝑈) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑉11))

+ 𝜆2 · 𝜖 (𝐻𝐿 (𝑉11) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆,𝑉11) + 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉2) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) + 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2))
+ 𝜆3 · 𝜖 (𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) + 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2))
+ 𝜆4 · 𝜖 (𝐻𝐿 (𝑉11) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆,𝑉11) + 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11) − 𝐻𝐿 (𝑆, 𝑍,𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2) + 𝐻𝐿 (𝑈,𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑉2))
+ 𝜆5 · 𝜖

∑︁
𝑠,𝑣11 ,𝑣12 ,𝑢,𝑥,𝑣12

∑︁
𝑦,𝑧

𝑃0 (𝑠, 𝑣11, 𝑣12, 𝑢, 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑣12)𝐿 (𝑣11)𝑑 (𝑠, 𝑠).

The first derivative condition (161) implies

𝐶 (𝑃𝜖 ) + 𝜆5 · E𝑃𝜖

[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
= 𝐶 (𝑃0) + 𝜆5E𝑃0

[
𝑑 (𝑆, 𝑆(𝑉12, 𝑉2,𝑈, 𝑋, 𝑄))

]
. (185)

Hence, restricting the alphabet size of V11 to |S| |X| + 1 does not reduce our achievable region R𝑖𝑛 (𝐷). Similarly, we bound
the alphabet size of U as |U| = |S| |X||V11 | + 1 = |S| |X|(|S||X| + 1) + 1( we should take into account the size of V11 as
well. Otherwise, the value of 𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) cannot be preserved). Once the sizes of U and V11 are determined, we can bound
the size of V12 and V2 using standard technique based on the Fenchel-Eggleston-Carathéodory theorem, which gives V12 ≤
|S||X||V11 | + 4 = |S| |X|(|S||X| + 1) + 4 and V2 ≤ |Z| + 4.

V. CONVERSE PROOFS

In this section, we provide the converse proofs of the previous results.

A. Converse of Corollary 1

In this section, we use 𝑀 𝑓1 as the message sent by the state helper, 𝑓1 as the state helper’s encoder, and 𝑓 as the message
sender’s encoder.

To prove the converse bound in Corollary 1, assume there exists a code (𝑛, 𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 ) such that

𝑃𝑒 → 0, (186)
E [𝑑 (𝑆, ℎ( 𝑓1 (𝑆𝑛), 𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛))] ≤ 𝐷. (187)

The following lemma on the Markov chain will be useful in the proof of the converse.

Lemma 1. [31, Proposition 2.5] Two random variables 𝑋 and 𝑌 are conditionally independent given 𝑍 if and only if the
joint distribution of (𝑋,𝑌, 𝑍) can be written as

𝑃𝑋𝑌𝑍 (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) = 𝑔1 (𝑥, 𝑧) · 𝑔2 (𝑦, 𝑧).

For any code (𝑛, 𝑅, 𝑅 𝑓1 ), the joint distribution satisfies

𝑃(𝑠𝑛, 𝑚 𝑓 , 𝑚, 𝑥
𝑛, 𝑦𝑛) = 𝑃𝑛𝑆 (𝑠

𝑛)I{𝑚 𝑓 = 𝑓1 (𝑆𝑛)}𝑃𝑀 (𝑚)𝑃(𝑥𝑛 |𝑚, 𝑚 𝑓 )
𝑛∏
𝑖=1

𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 (𝑦𝑖 |𝑥𝑖 , 𝑠𝑖).



To bound 𝑅 𝑓1 we have

𝑛𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓1 )
≥ 𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 ; 𝑆𝑛)
= 𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋

𝑛, 𝑌𝑛; 𝑆𝑛) − 𝐼 (𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛; 𝑆𝑛 |𝑀 𝑓1 )

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋
𝑛, 𝑌𝑛; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑆𝑖−1) − 𝐼 (𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑛 |𝑋 𝑖−1, 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 )

(𝑎)
=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋
𝑛, 𝑌𝑛, 𝑆𝑖−1; 𝑆𝑖) − 𝐼 (𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑛 |𝑋 𝑖−1, 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ), (188)

where (𝑎) follows by the i.i.d. property of the channel state. Now, we bound the second term in (188). It follows that

𝐼 (𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑛 |𝑋 𝑖−1, 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (189)

= 𝐼 (𝑋𝑖; 𝑆𝑛 |𝑋 𝑖−1, 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝐼 (𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑛 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (190)
(𝑎)
= 𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑆

𝑛) (191)
(𝑏)
≤ 𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑆𝑖) (192)
= 𝐼 (𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ). (193)

where (𝑎) follows by the Markov chain 𝑋𝑖 − (𝑋 𝑖−1, 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝑆𝑛. The Markov chain relation can be shown as

𝑃(𝑠𝑛, 𝑥𝑖 , 𝑥𝑖−1, 𝑦𝑖−1, 𝑚 𝑓1 )

= 𝑃𝑛𝑆 (𝑠
𝑛)I{𝑚 𝑓 = 𝑓1 (𝑠𝑛)}

∑︁
𝑚

𝑃𝑀 (𝑚)𝑃(𝑥𝑖 |𝑚, 𝑚 𝑓1 )
𝑖−1∏
𝑘=1

𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 (𝑦𝑘 |𝑥𝑘 , 𝑠𝑘)

=

(∑︁
𝑚

𝑃𝑀 (𝑚)𝑃(𝑥𝑖 |𝑚, 𝑚 𝑓1 )
) (
𝑃𝑛𝑆 (𝑠

𝑛)I{𝑚 𝑓 = 𝑓1 (𝑠𝑛)}
𝑖−1∏
𝑘=1

𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 (𝑦𝑘 |𝑥𝑘 , 𝑠𝑘)
)
,

(𝑏) follows by the fact that condition reduces entropy and the Markov chain 𝑌𝑖 − (𝑋𝑖 , 𝑆𝑖) − (𝑋 𝑖−1, 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ).
Now we proceed to bound (188). Substituting (193) into (188) gives

𝑛𝑅 𝑓1 ≥
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋
𝑛, 𝑌𝑛, 𝑆𝑖−1; 𝑆𝑖) − 𝐼 (𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (194)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋𝑖; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝐼 (𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (195)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋𝑖; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖; 𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛\𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (196)

≥
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 ; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖; 𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛\𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (197)

(𝑎)
=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑉11,𝑖; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖;𝑉12,𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑉11,𝑖) (198)

= 𝑛 · 1
𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

(𝐼 (𝑉11,𝑄; 𝑆𝑄 |𝑄 = 𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑄;𝑉12,𝑄 |𝑋𝑄, 𝑌𝑄, 𝑉11,𝑄, 𝑄 = 𝑖)) (199)

= 𝑛(𝐼 (𝑉11,𝑄; 𝑆𝑄 |𝑄) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑄;𝑉12,𝑄 |𝑋𝑄, 𝑌𝑄, 𝑉11,𝑄, 𝑄)) (200)
(𝑏)
= 𝑛(𝐼 (𝑉11,𝑄, 𝑄; 𝑆𝑄) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑄;𝑉12,𝑄 |𝑋𝑄, 𝑌𝑄, 𝑉11,𝑄, 𝑄)) (201)
(𝑐)
= 𝑛(𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑆;𝑉12 |𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11)) (202)



where (𝑎) follows by setting 𝑉11,𝑖 = 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑉12,𝑖 = (𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑉11,𝑖), (𝑏) follows by the i.i.d. property of the channel state,
(𝑐) follows 𝑉11 = (𝑉11,𝑄, 𝑄), 𝑉12 = 𝑉12,𝑄. On the other hand, we have

𝑛𝑅 ≤ 𝐻 (𝑀)
≤ 𝐼 (𝑀;𝑌𝑛 |𝑆𝑛) + 𝑛𝛿
= 𝐼 (𝑀;𝑌𝑛 |𝑆𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝑛𝛿

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀;𝑌𝑖 |𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑆𝑖 , 𝑆
𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝑛𝛿

≤
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑆𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀;𝑌𝑖 |𝑆𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝑛𝛿

≤
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑋𝑖;𝑌𝑖 |𝑆𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝑛𝛿

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑋𝑖;𝑌𝑖 |𝑆𝑖 , 𝑉11,𝑖) + 𝑛𝛿

= 𝑛𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11) + 𝑛𝛿,

where 𝑉11,𝑖 = 𝑀 𝑓1 .

B. Converse of Theorem 2

For lossless reconstruction of the feedback signal, the bound of 𝑅 𝑓1 is a little different from (202). We start from (191) and
it follows that

𝐼 (𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑛 |𝑋 𝑖−1, 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (203)

= 𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑆
𝑛) (204)

(𝑎)
= 𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑆𝑖) (205)

= 𝐼 (𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ), (206)

where (𝑎) is by the Markov chain 𝑌𝑖 − (𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑆𝑖) − 𝑆𝑛\𝑖 , and

𝑛𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓1 ) ≥
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋
𝑛, 𝑌𝑛, 𝑆𝑖−1; 𝑆𝑖) − 𝐼 (𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (207)

≥
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋
𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑋𝑛𝑖+1, 𝑌

𝑛
𝑖 ; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝐼 (𝑌𝑖; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (208)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋
𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑋𝑛𝑖+1, 𝑌

𝑛
𝑖+1; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (209)

(𝑎)
=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋
𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑌𝑛𝑖+1; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑋𝑛𝑖+1, 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑌

𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (210)

≥
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 ; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑌𝑛𝑖+1; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑋𝑛𝑖+1, 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑌
𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (211)

where (𝑎) follows by the Markov chain 𝑆𝑖 − (𝑋 𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝑋𝑛𝑖+1. Now, we define 𝑉11,𝑖 = 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑇𝑖 = (𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1) and redefine
𝑉12 as (𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑌𝑛

𝑖+1, 𝑉11,𝑖 , 𝑇𝑖). To bound 𝑀 𝑓2 , it follows that



𝑛𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓2 ) (212)
≥ 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓2 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋

𝑛) + 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 , 𝑋
𝑛) − 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 , 𝑋

𝑛) (213)
(𝑎)
≥ 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝑛𝜖 (214)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑋𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝑛𝜖 (215)

≥
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑌𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑋𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑆
𝑖−1) − 𝑛𝜖 (216)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑉11,𝑖 , 𝑉12,𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑇𝑖) − 𝑛𝜖 (217)

= 𝑛𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑉11, 𝑉12, 𝑋, 𝑇) − 𝑛𝜖, (218)

where (𝑎) is by the Fano’s inequality and 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 , 𝑋
𝑛) ≤ 𝑛𝜖 , the last inequality follows by introducing a time-sharing

random variable 𝑄. To bound the sum rate

𝑛(𝑅 𝑓1 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ) (219)
≥ 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 ) (220)
= 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓2 |𝑀 𝑓1 ) (221)
(𝑎)
≥

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋
𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖; 𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑋𝑛𝑖+1, 𝑌

𝑛
𝑖+1 |𝑋

𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑌
𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓2 |𝑀 𝑓1 ) (222)

(𝑏)
=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋
𝑛, 𝑌 𝑖−1; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖; 𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑌𝑛𝑖+1 |𝑋

𝑛
𝑖+1, 𝑋

𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑌
𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓2 |𝑀 𝑓1 ) (223)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋𝑖; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖; 𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑌𝑛𝑖+1 |𝑋
𝑛
𝑖+1, 𝑋

𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑌
𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓2 |𝑀 𝑓1 ) (224)

(𝑐)
≥

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 ; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑆𝑖; 𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑌𝑛𝑖+1 |𝑋
𝑛
𝑖+1, 𝑋

𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑌
𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑋𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) − 𝑛𝜖 (225)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑉11,𝑖; 𝑆𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑇𝑖; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑉11,𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖) + 𝐼 (𝑉12,𝑖; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑇𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑉11,𝑖) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑉11,𝑖) − 𝑛𝜖 (226)

= 𝑛(𝐼 (𝑉11; 𝑆) + 𝐼 (𝑇 ; 𝑆 |𝑉11, 𝑋) + 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11) + 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇,𝑉11, 𝑋) − 𝜖), (227)

where (𝑎) follows from (209), (𝑏) follows by (210) and the Markov chain 𝑆𝑖 − (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋
𝑖−1, 𝑌 𝑖−1) − 𝑋𝑛

𝑖
, which is proved by

𝑃(𝑚 𝑓1 , 𝑠𝑖 , 𝑦
𝑖−1, 𝑥𝑛) (228)

=
∑︁
𝑠𝑛\𝑖

𝑃(𝑠𝑛)𝑃(𝑚 𝑓1 |𝑠𝑛)
∑︁
𝑚

𝑃(𝑚)𝑃(𝑥𝑛 |𝑚, 𝑚 𝑓1 )
𝑖−1∏
𝑗=1

𝑃(𝑦 𝑗 |𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑠 𝑗 ) (229)

=
©«
∑︁
𝑠𝑛\𝑖

𝑃(𝑠𝑛)𝑃(𝑚 𝑓1 |𝑠𝑛)
𝑖−1∏
𝑗=1

𝑃(𝑦 𝑗 |𝑥 𝑗 , 𝑠 𝑗 )
ª®¬
∑︁
𝑚

𝑃(𝑚)𝑃(𝑥𝑛 |𝑚, 𝑚 𝑓1 ), (230)

and the last inequality (𝑐) is due to (218).



For the communication rate, it follows that

𝑛𝑅 ≤ 𝐻 (𝑀)
≤ 𝐼 (𝑀;𝑌𝑛 |𝑆𝑛) + 𝑛𝛿
= 𝐼 (𝑀;𝑌𝑛 |𝑆𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝑛𝛿

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀;𝑌𝑖 |𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑆𝑖 , 𝑆
𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝑛𝛿

≤
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑆𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑀;𝑌𝑖 |𝑆𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝑛𝛿

(𝑎)
≤

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑋𝑖;𝑌𝑖 |𝑆𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) + 𝑛𝛿

≤
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑋𝑖;𝑌𝑖 |𝑆𝑖 , 𝑉11,𝑖) + 𝑛𝛿

= 𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11),

where (𝑎) follows by the Markov chain (𝑆𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑀, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑌
𝑖−1) − (𝑆𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖) − 𝑌𝑖 .

By the definitions of the auxiliary random variables 𝑉11 = (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑄) and 𝑉12 = (𝑆𝑄−1, 𝑌𝑛
𝑄+1, 𝑇𝑄, 𝑉11,𝑄, 𝑄) and the distortion

constraint (187), we define the reconstruction function for each component of the reconstructed sequence by a new function
ℎ̃ as

𝑆𝑖 = ℎ𝑖 ( 𝑓1 (𝑆𝑛), 𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛) (231)

= ℎ𝑖 ( 𝑓1 (𝑆𝑛), 𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑌𝑛𝑖+1, 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖) (232)

= ℎ𝑖 (( 𝑓1 (𝑆𝑛), 𝑌 𝑖−1), 𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛𝑖+1, 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖) (233)

:= ℎ̃(( 𝑓1 (𝑆𝑛), 𝑌 𝑖−1, 𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛𝑖+1, 𝑖), 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖) (234)

= ℎ̃(𝑉12,𝑖 , 𝑇𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖) (235)

It follows that

𝐷 ≥ E
[
𝑑 (𝑆𝑛, 𝑆𝑛)

]
(236)

=
1
𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1
E

[
𝑑 (𝑆𝑖 , 𝑆𝑖)

]
(237)

= E
[
E

[
𝑑 (𝑆𝑄, 𝑆𝑄)

]
|𝑄

]
(238)

= E
[
𝑑 (𝑆𝑄, 𝑆𝑄)

]
(239)

= E
[
𝑑 (𝑆, ℎ̃(𝑉12, 𝑇, 𝑋,𝑌 ))

]
, (240)

where the last equality follows by the definition of ℎ̃ from (234).

C. Converse of Corollary 7

The bound on 𝑅 follows the standard argument. For 𝑅 𝑓1 , we have

𝑅 𝑓1 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓1 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛) (241)
≥ 𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 ; 𝑆𝑛 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛) (242)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 ; 𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛, 𝑆𝑖−1) (243)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛, 𝑆𝑖−1) − 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛, 𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (244)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑆𝑖−1) − 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑆𝑖−1, 𝑀 𝑓1 ) (245)

(𝑎)
=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑇𝑖) − 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑇𝑖 , 𝑉𝑖), (246)



where (𝑎) follows by setting 𝑇𝑖 = (𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑆𝑖−1) and 𝑉𝑖 = (𝑇𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 ). To bound 𝑅 𝑓2 , it follows that

𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓2 ) (247)
≥ 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓2 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋

𝑛) + 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 , 𝑋
𝑛) − 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 , 𝑋

𝑛) (248)
≥ 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋

𝑛) − 𝑛𝜖 (249)

≥
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑋
𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑆𝑖−1) (250)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑇𝑖 , 𝑉𝑖). (251)

For the sum rate, we have

𝑅 𝑓1 + 𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 ) (252)
≥ 𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 ; 𝑆𝑛, 𝑌𝑛 |𝑋𝑛) (253)
= 𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 ;𝑌𝑛 |𝑋𝑛) + 𝐼 (𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 ; 𝑆𝑛 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛) (254)
= 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑋𝑛) − 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 ) + 𝐻 (𝑆𝑛 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛) − 𝐻 (𝑆𝑛 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 ) (255)

=
∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋𝑖) +
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑌𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖) −
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 , 𝑆
𝑖−1) − 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 ) (256)

(𝑎)
=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋𝑖) + 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑌𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖) − 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 , 𝑆
𝑖−1) − 𝑛𝜖 (257)

≥
𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋𝑖) + 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑌𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖) − 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑆
𝑖−1) − 𝑛𝜖 (258)

=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋𝑖) + 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑌𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖) − 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑌𝑛\𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑆
𝑖−1) − 𝑛𝜖 (259)

(𝑏)
=

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑌𝑖 |𝑋𝑖) + 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑌𝑖 , 𝑋𝑖) − 𝐻 (𝑆𝑖 |𝑋𝑖 , 𝑌𝑖 , 𝑉𝑖 , 𝑇𝑖) − 𝑛𝜖 (260)

where (𝑎) follows by the fact that 𝐻 (𝑌𝑛 |𝑋𝑛, 𝑀 𝑓1 , 𝑀 𝑓2 ) ≤ 𝑛𝜖 and Fano’s inequality, (𝑏) follows by the definitions of 𝑉𝑖 and
𝑇𝑖 . The existence of the deterministic function ℎ can be proved by the definition of 𝑉𝑖 , 𝑇𝑖 , 𝑖 = 1, 2, ..., 𝑛. Applying the standard
time-sharing argument completes the converse proof.

VI. ACHIEVABILITY OF THEOREM 2

Fix a joint distribution 𝑃𝑆𝑃𝑉11 |𝑆𝑃𝑇 |𝑉11𝐾𝑃𝑉12 |𝑇𝑉11𝑆𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11𝑃𝑌 |𝑋𝑆 .
Codebook Generation at the state helper:
• Upon observing the channel state 𝑆𝑛, the state helper uses function 𝑐1 to generate the common component sequence
𝐾𝑛 = 𝑐1 (𝑆𝑛).

• The state helper generates 𝑁11 = exp{𝑛(𝐼 (𝑆;𝑉11) + 𝜖)} independent codewords {𝑣𝑛11} for some 𝜖 > 0 indexed by 1 ≤
𝑛11 ≤ 𝑁11, each according to the distribution 𝑃𝑉11 .

• For each 𝑣𝑛11, generate 𝑁0 = exp{𝑛(𝐼 (𝑇 ;𝐾 |𝑉11) + 𝜖)} independent codewords {𝑡𝑛 |𝑛11} according to 𝑃𝑇 |𝑉11 , indexed by
1 ≤ 𝑛0 ≤ 𝑁0.

• For each 𝑣𝑛11 and 𝑡𝑛, generate 𝑁12 = exp{𝑛(𝑅 𝑓12 + 𝜖)} independent codewords {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11, 𝑛0}, each according to

𝑃𝑛
𝑉12 |𝑉11𝑇

(𝑣𝑛12 |𝑣
𝑛
11 (𝑛11), 𝑡𝑛 (𝑛0)) =

𝑛∏
𝑖=1

𝑃𝑉12 |𝑉11 (𝑣12,𝑖 |𝑣11,𝑖 (𝑛11), 𝑡𝑖 (𝑛0)). (261)

Partition each codebook {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11, 𝑛0} into 𝑁12 = exp{𝑛(𝑅 𝑓12 + 𝜖)} bins {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11, 𝑛0, 𝑛12} indexed by (𝑛11, 𝑛0, 𝑛12), 1 ≤
𝑛12 ≤ 𝑁12. Now, each codeword 𝑣𝑛2 ∈ {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11, 𝑛0, 𝑛12} can be uniquely indexed by (𝑛0, 𝑛11, 𝑛12, 𝑙), where 𝑙 is the index
of 𝑣𝑛12 within the bin. Denote the bin of a given 𝑣𝑛12 and (𝑛11, 𝑛0) by 𝑏(𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11, 𝑛0).

Codebook Generation at the sender: For each 𝑣𝑛11, the sender generates 𝑀 = exp{𝑛(𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 |𝑆,𝑉11) + 𝜖)} independent
codewords {𝑥𝑛 |𝑛11}, each according to 𝑃𝑋 |𝑉11 (·|𝑣𝑛11 (𝑛11)).

Codebook Generation at the feedback helper: The feedback helper randomly assign an index 𝑛2 ∈ [1 : exp{𝑛(𝑅 𝑓2 + 𝜖)}] to
each 𝑦𝑛 ∈ Y𝑛. Sequences with the same index form a bin. Denote the bin number of a given 𝑦𝑛 by 𝑏(𝑦𝑛).

Encoding at the state helper: The indices sent by the state helper consist of three parts, which are denoted by (𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙0 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛)).



• At the beginning of each transmission block, the state helper observes the channel state 𝑠𝑛. It finds a codeword 𝑣𝑛11 in
{𝑣𝑛11} with index 𝑛11 such that (𝑠𝑛, 𝑣𝑛11) ∈ T 𝑛

𝛿
. If there are multiple such codewords, the state helper selects the first one

and then uses 𝑛11 as the first index 𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛). If such a codeword does not exist, it sets 𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛) equal the default number
1 and declares an error.

• After finding 𝑣𝑛11 (𝑛11), the state helper computes a sequence 𝑘𝑛 = 𝑐1 (𝑠𝑛) and then finds a 𝑡𝑛 ∈ {𝑡𝑛 |𝑛11} such that

(𝑣𝑛11, 𝑡
𝑛, 𝑘𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛

𝛿 (262)

If there are multiple such 𝑡𝑛, then the state helper chooses the first one. If there is no such sequence, the state helper sets
𝜙0 (𝑠𝑛) equal to the default number 1 and declares an error. It uses the index of 𝑡𝑛 in {𝑡𝑛 |𝑛11} as the second index 𝜙0 (𝑠𝑛).

• After finding (𝑣𝑛11 (𝑛11), 𝑡𝑛 (𝑛11, 𝑛0)), the state helper then finds a codeword 𝑣𝑛12 ∈ {𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11, 𝑛0} such that

(𝑡𝑛, 𝑣𝑛11, 𝑣
𝑛
12, 𝑠

𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿 . (263)

If there are multiple such codewords, then the state helper selects the first one. If such a codeword does not exist, the
default number is selected, and the state helper declares an error. The third index 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛) sent by the state helper is
the bin 𝑏(𝑣𝑛12 |𝑛11, 𝑛0) of the selected codeword 𝑣𝑛12. For simplicity, we also denote the selected codewords given 𝑠𝑛 by
𝑣𝑛11 (𝑠

𝑛), 𝑡𝑛 (𝑠𝑛) and 𝑣𝑛12 (𝑠
𝑛).

Encoding at Sender: The sender receives three indices (𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓0 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛)) from the state helper at the beginning
of the block. It finds 𝑣𝑛11 according to the first index 𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛). To transmit message 𝑚, it use codeword 𝑥𝑛 (𝑛11, 𝑚) from the
codebook {𝑥𝑛 |𝑛11}.

Encoding at the feedback helper: At the end of the transmission block, the feedback helper receives all the feedback symbols
𝑦𝑛. It set 𝜙 𝑓2 (𝑦𝑛) = 𝑏(𝑦𝑛).

Decoding at the sender: Although the sender receives three indices from the state helper at the beginning of the transmission
block, it can only use the first two (𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙0 (𝑠𝑛)) to locate the codeword (�̂�𝑛11, 𝑡

𝑛). It is not able to decode 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛) due to
the lack of side information until it selects the codeword and receives 𝜙 𝑓2 (𝑦𝑛) at the end of the current transmission block.

Then, the decoder looks for a �̂�𝑛 ∈ {𝑦𝑛 |𝜙 𝑓2 (𝑦𝑛)} such that

(𝑡𝑛, �̂�𝑛11, 𝑥
𝑛, �̂�𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛

𝛿 (264)

It finally tries to find a unique �̂�𝑛12 in the bin {𝑣𝑛12 |𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙0 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛)} such that

(𝑡𝑛, �̂�𝑛11, 𝑥
𝑛, 𝑦𝑛, �̂�𝑛12) ∈ T 𝑛

𝛿 . (265)

Decoding at the receiver: The receiver observes the channel output 𝑦𝑛 and state sequence 𝑠𝑛. It looks for a unique 𝑥𝑛 in
the communication codebook such that (𝑣𝑛11, 𝑥

𝑛, 𝑦𝑛, 𝑠𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿

. If such a codeword does not exist or there are multiple such
codewords, the receiver declares an error.

State Estimation: The sender decodes codewords (𝑣𝑛11, 𝑡
𝑛, 𝑣𝑛12, 𝑣

𝑛
2 ) by the indices (𝜙 𝑓11 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓0 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓12 (𝑠𝑛), 𝜙 𝑓2 (𝑦𝑛)) sent

by the state and feedback helpers. It reproduces the state sequences by 𝑠(𝑥, 𝑣12, 𝑦).
Error Analysis: In the following, we use 𝐵0, 𝐵12, 𝐵2 as the bin indices of codewords (𝑇𝑛, 𝑉𝑛12, 𝑌

𝑛) and 𝐿10, 𝐿12, 𝐿2 as the
indices of (𝑇𝑛, 𝑉𝑛12, 𝑌

𝑛) within the bins. We define error events as follows.
Encoding error at the state helper:

E11 =

{
𝑁11⋂
𝑛11=1

(𝑉𝑛11 (𝑛11), 𝑆𝑛) ∉ T 𝑛
𝛿

}
,

E12 =

{
𝑁10⋂
𝑛10=1

(𝑉𝑛11 (𝑆
𝑛), 𝑇𝑛 (𝑛10), 𝐾𝑛) ∉ T 𝑛

𝛿

}
E13 =


𝑁12⋂
�̃�12=1

(𝑉𝑛11 (𝑆
𝑛), 𝑇𝑛 (𝑆𝑛), 𝑉𝑛12 (�̃�12), 𝑆𝑛) ∉ T 𝑛

𝛿

 .
To bound the error event E12, with the setting of 𝑁11, 𝑁0, we invoke the generalized conditional Markov lemma [26, Lemma
9]. The error probability of E12 vanishes with 𝑛→ ∞ if we have

𝑅 𝑓12 > 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑉11, 𝑇). (266)

The bound of E11 and E13 follow similarly to the analysis of the coding scheme for Theorem 1.
Decoding error at the sender:

E2 = {(𝑇𝑛 (𝑆𝑛), 𝑉𝑛11 (𝑆
𝑛), 𝑉𝑛12 (𝑆

𝑛), 𝑋𝑛 (𝑀), 𝑆𝑛, 𝑌𝑛) ∉ T 𝑛
𝛿 }, (267)

E3 = {(𝑇𝑛 (𝑆𝑛), 𝑉𝑛11 (𝑆
𝑛), 𝑋𝑛, 𝑉𝑛12 (𝐵12, 𝐿

′
12), 𝑌

𝑛) ∈ T 𝑛
𝛿 for some 𝐿′12 ≠ 𝐿12}, (268)

E4 = {(𝑇𝑛 (𝑆𝑛), 𝑉𝑛11 (𝑆
𝑛), 𝑋𝑛, 𝑌𝑛 (𝐵2, 𝐿

′
2)) ∈ T 𝑛

𝛿 for some 𝐿′2 ≠ 𝐿2}. (269)



By the conditional typical lemma, we have

𝑃𝑟{E2} → 0. (270)

The probability of E3 can be proved similar to the Wyner-Ziv problem using the packing lemma. The error probability vanishes
with 𝑛→ ∞ if we have

𝑅 𝑓12 ≥ 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑇,𝑉11) − 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑋,𝑌 |𝑇,𝑉11) = 𝐼 (𝑉12; 𝑆 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑌,𝑉11). (271)

For E4, it follows that

𝑃𝑟{E4} = 𝑃𝑟{E4 |𝑏(𝑌𝑛) = 𝐵2} (272)

=
∑︁

𝑡𝑛 ,𝑣𝑛11 ,𝑥
𝑛 ,𝑦𝑛

𝑃(𝑡𝑛, 𝑣𝑛11, 𝑥
𝑛, 𝑦𝑛 |𝑏(𝑌𝑛) = 𝐵2) (273)

𝑃(𝑦𝑛′ s.t. 𝑏(𝑦𝑛′) = 𝐵2, 𝑦
𝑛′ ≠ 𝑦𝑛, (𝑡𝑛, 𝑣𝑛11, 𝑥

𝑛, 𝑦𝑛
′) ∈ T 𝑛

𝛿 |𝑡𝑛, 𝑣𝑛11, 𝑥
𝑛, 𝑦𝑛, 𝑏(𝑦𝑛) = 𝑏2) (274)

≤
∑︁

𝑦𝑛 ′≠𝑦𝑛 ,
(𝑡𝑛 ,𝑣𝑛11 ,𝑥

𝑛 ,𝑦𝑛 ′ ) ∈T𝑛
𝛿

𝑃(𝑏(𝑦𝑛′ = 𝐵2)) (275)

≤ 2𝑛(𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇,𝑋,𝑉11 )+𝜖 )2−𝑛𝑅 𝑓2 . (276)

It follows that the probability of E5 can be made arbitrarily small if we have

𝑅 𝑓2 ≥ 𝐻 (𝑌 |𝑇, 𝑋,𝑉11). (277)

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper studies integrated sensing and communication when the sender and estimator are assisted by some rate-limited
helpers. The considered problem aims to model real-world communication and sensing in a network such that each participant
dynamically acts as a sender, receiver, or sensor. Inner bound of the capacity-compression-distortion region and some capacity-
achieving special cases are provided.

The ISAC models analyzed in the paper represent simplifications of future practical ISAC systems. Nevertheless, the proposed
coding scheme provides insights into the design of real-world systems. The existence of the helpers increases the degree of
freedom of the tradeoff by introducing compression into the problem. What’s more, the compression itself incorporates a
tradeoff depending on how to use the information that the helper has. In addition to the improvement of the sensing quality,
we show by numerical examples that the helpers facilitate the communication even when the sender cannot decode all of the
information they send in the encoding phase.
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