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Extrinsic Jensen—Shannon Divergence:
Applications to Variable-Length Coding

Mohammad Naghshvar, Tara Javidi, and Michele Wigger

Abstract—This paper considers the problem of variable-length where C' denotes the capacity of the channd&, € [0, C]
coding over a discrete memoryless channel (DMC) with noisess s the expected rate of the code, a6l is the maximum

feedback. The paper provides a stochastic control view of yipack—Leibler (KL) divergence between the conditional
the problem whose solution is analyzed via a newly proposed tout distributi : WO i t
symmetrized divergence, termed extrinsic Jensen-ShannggJs) OUtPut diStributions given any two inputs.

divergence. It is shown that strictly positive lower boundson EJS Burnashev proved the upper bound using a two-phase cod-
divergence provide non-asymptotic upper bounds on the expeed  ing scheme. In the first phase, referred to ascttramunication

code length. The paper presents strictly positive lower bonds phase, the transmitter tries to increase the decoderefbeli
on EJS divergence, and hence non-asymptotic upper bounds on gyt the true message. At the end of this phase, the message

the expected code length, for the following two coding schess: . . f S .
variable-length posterior matching and MaxEJS coding schme with the highest posterior probability is selected as a iatd.

which is based on a greedy maximization of the EJS divergence 1he second phase, referred to as #@nfirmation phase,
As an asymptotic corollary of the main results, this paper ado serves to verify the correctness of the output of phase one.

provides a rate—reliability test. Variable-length coding schemes Sybsequently, i [2][]3] alternative two-phase codingesubs
that satisfy the condition(s) of the test for parametersRk and F, attaining Burnashev’s reliability function were providehile

are guaranteed to achieve rateR and error exponent E. The it h . that B hey’ icati h
results are specialized for posterior matching and MaxEJSa It Was shown inl[4] that Burnashev's communication phase can

obtain deterministic one-phase coding schemes achievinggacity Pe replaced withany capacity achieving block code. Ial[5],
and optimal error exponent. For the special case of symmetei Burnashev’s reliability function was shown to be attaimabl

binary-input channels, simpler deterministic schemes of ptimal using a two-phase scheme for a binary symmetric channel
performance are proposed and analyzed. (BSC) with an unknown crossover probability. (A [6], Burna-

Index Terms—Discrete memoryless channel, variable-length shev’s reliability function was extended to the cost caisgd
coding, sequential analysis, feedback gain, Burnashev'eliability  case, and the achievability was proved via a two-phase godin
function, optimal error exponent. scheme generalizing that ofl[2].

In [[7], [8], see also[[], a one-phase scheme for transmissio
over a BSC with noiseless feedback was proposed. This

In his seminal paper [1], Burnashev provided upper argheme, first proposed il [7], is briefly explained next. Each
lower bounds on the minimum expected number of chann@kssage is represented as a subinterval of $izef the unit
usesE[r7] that are needed to convey a message (fromj@erval. After each transmission and given the channeduatit
fixed message set of siz&/) with average probability of the posterior probability of all subintervals are updatecthe
error smaller than someover a discrete memoryless channedext time slot, the transmitter sends 0 if the true message’s
(DMC) with noiseless feedback. For all code rates below th@rresponding subinterval is below the current median, or 1
capacity of the DMC, the ratio between the upper and lowgr it is above. If the current median lies within the true
bounds approaches 1 as— 0. Therefore, the bounds yield message’s subinterval, then the transmitter sends 0 and 1
the optimal error exponent, also referred to as Burnasheyzhdomly according to weights determined by the length ef th

|. INTRODUCTION

reliability function portions of the subinterval above and below the median. As
—loge R the rounds of transmission proceed, the posterior prababil
E(R) = ll—>o E[7z] el C @) of the true message’s subinterval most likely grows largant

%, which pushes the median within the message’s subinterval
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phasE coding scheme which is proved to achieve Burnashey®sterior matching, and iii) a specialization to a new deter
reliability function of the DMC with noiseless feedback. ministic one-phase coding scheme that is based on greedy
More generally, the main contributions of the paper are: maximization of the EJS divergence. In Sectioh V, we con-
. Drawing parallels between mutual information and synder the special case of symmetric binary-input chanmeds a
metrized L divergencé& [11], thextrinsic Jensen—ShannonPropose simple determ|n|st|c schemes. Finally, in Sed¥n
(EJS) divergencef the conditional output distributions W€ _analyze the ach|evable_rates and error expone_nts of the
with respect to the receiver's posterior probability igoding schemes presented in the previous two sections.

proposed as the key performance measure of any giverVe finish this section with some notation. _

coding scheme. Notation Let [z]" = max{z,0}. The indicator function
« The main result is to show that strictly positive lowert{4} takes the‘ﬂ\]/alue 1 whenever evert occurs, and 0

bounds on the EJS divergence providean-asymptotic otherwise. Thei™ element of vectorv is denoted byuv;.

upper bound on the expected number of channel uses ng@L @ny sets, |S| denotes the cardinality of. All log-

essary for a coding scheme to obtain a given (arbitrarifjfithms are in base 2. The entropy function on a vector

small) error probability. P = o1z pu] € [0,1]% is defined asH(p) :=

ol ; M pilogL, with the convention thablogi = 0. We

« As a corollary, a rate—reliability test for variable-lehgt 2i=1 i 108 ;7> WI - gy = U

coding schemes is proposed. That means, lower bourtfg10te the conditional probability (Y| X = x) by P..

on the the EJS divergence immediately convert to lower

bounds on the rates and error exponents achieved by a Il. PRELIMINARIES

given coding scheme. A. Known Symmetric Divergences and Mutual Information

» The test is utllized to show that MaxEJS, a newly e first recall some well known divergences. TKdlback—

gir\(/):roz(?g;?ne_egréisgtgc’d;%izszgr?heetga:ir;nsxé'::greesxl':r_‘]e_l ler (KL) divergencdoetween two probability distributions
g b, b %9)/ and Pj. over a finite sefy is defined asD(Py || Py ) :=

nent of the DMC with noiseless feedback in the variable- . .
length setting, ey Pr(y)log ﬁigzg with the conventiordlog ¢ = 0 and

. The test is also utilized to provide an alternative (simplelog § = oo for a,b & [0,1] with b # 0. The KL divergence
and concise) proof that the variable-length version &gtisfies the following lemma.
posterior matching achieves capacity whé < oc. | emma 1. For any two distributions? andQ on a sety and
Fur_thermore, an achle_vable error exponent is obtained for. [0,1], D(P|laP + (1 — «)Q) is decreasing in.
variable-length posterior matching.

The proof of the main result—lower bounds on EJS diver-
gence provide a non-asymptotic upper bound on the expected oP + (1 — a)Q = v (BP + (1 — B)Q) + (1 — )P
number of channel uses required for a given probability

. . : 11— . . .
of error—is very succinct and follows a new technique a¥heréy = 1= <1.By Jensen's inequality and the convexity
described below: of the KL divergence:

Proof: Let 5 € [0, 1] satisfy 8 < a. Then,

« This paper provides a stochastic control view of the D(P|aP + (1 —a)Q)

problem of variable-length coding with feedback. This <~yD(P||BP + (1 - $)Q) + (1 —)D(P| P)
stochastic control problem, a discrete version of that

suggested in[[12], is analyzed via a Lyapunov type < D(P”5P+ ( _B)Q) 2)
argument for Markov decision problems. where the last inequality follows becaus¥ P|P) = 0 and
o It is shown that an appropriate (Lyapunov type) funcy < 1. ]

tional, closely related to average log-likelihood, of the The KL divergence isnot symmetric, i.e., in general
posterior is a submartingale whose expected drift can m]quHp{/) # D(P}||Py). The J divergencd3] andL di-
expressed in terms of EJS symmetrized divergence. vergencdll] symmetrize the KL divergence:

o The level crossing stopping time associated with a sub-

martingale is shown to be upper bounded via a lower (P1, %) := D(P1[|[P2) + D(P, | P1), ®3)
bound on the EJS divergence obtained at each stage — 1 1 1 1
encoding ?lp, P D(P1|| SPL+ 2P2) + D(P2|| SPL+ 2P2).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In _ _
Sectiorll), we introduce the EJS divergence and discuss soht L divergence can also be related to deasen difference
of its properties. In SectionJll, we formulate the problefn owith respect to the Shannon entropy functionl [14]:

channel coding with noiseless feedback. Sedfioh IV pravidg 1 1 1 1
the main results of the paper for general DMCs: i) an EJSL(P1, [2) = H (§P1 + §P2) - <§H(P1) + §H(P2)) ;
divergence based non-asymptotic analysis of variablgthen (5)

coding, ii) a specialization of this analysis to variakdedth - _
where for P a probability mass function ovet’, we have

1This means that there exists a stationary encoding strathigh performs H(P) == — ZzGX P(z) 1ogP(:c).. Let © be a random Yari'
roles of communicatiorand confirmationwhen necessary. able that uniformly takes values i, 2} andY ~ Pg (which



1

2

implies thatPr(Y = y) = $Pi(y) + 3 P2(y)). From [B),

SL(PLPy) = H(Y) ~ H(Y|0) = I(6;Y)

(6)

where H(Y') := H(Po) is the entropy oft” and H(Y'|©) :=
> 9—1235H(Ps) the conditional entropy ofY given ©;
1(©;Y) is called themutual informationbetween® andY'.

The Jensen—Shannon (JS) divergeiiit#], [14] is defined
similarly to the L divergence but for general/ > 2
probability distributions. GivenM probability distributions
Py, P,..., Py over a sefy and a vector of a priori weights
p = [p1,p2.....par). wherep € 0,1 and 3, p; =
the JS divergence is defined asl[11],1[14]:

M M
JS(p; Py, ..., Py) := ZpiD(PH ijpj)
i=1 =1

M M
= H(Zpipi) - ZpiH(Pi)- (7)
i=1 i=1

Let © be a random variable that takes value§in2,..., M}
and has probability mass functiom and Y ~ Pg (which
implies thatPr(Y = y) = 32, p:Pi(y)). From [2),

JS(p:Pi,...,Py) = H(Y) — H(Y|O) = I(6;Y).

11

(8)

The proof of Lemma&l2 is given in Appendik I.

Equation [[¥) shows that if the entropy functidi(-) is
used to measure uncertainty, then the expected reduction in
uncertainty can be characterized by the JS divergence (or
equivalently, the mutual information). Similarly, Equati(12)
implies that the EJS divergence characterizes the expected
reduction in uncertainty when uncertainty is measured via
the average log-likelihood functioti(-). This will be a key
point when we derive our main results for the problem of
variable-length coding with feedback. In fact we analyze th
performance of different coding schemes by their expected
reduction in uncertainty, measured by EJS divergencer afte
every transmission.

Remark 1. The EJS divergence defined in this paper is not
the unique generalization of the J divergence. There exist
other M -dimensional generalizations of the J divergence such
as Y1, pi So0% piJ(Pi, Py) which was studied in[[15].
However, as will be discussed in details later in the paper,
properties of EJS such as the one provided [by (12) above
makes it a suitable measure of information for our applicedi

of interest.

Remark 2. Given a uniform prior, thdull anthropic correc-
tion proposed in the context of mutual information estima-
tion [16] is a special case of the EJS divergence between the

B. A New Divergence: Extrinsic Jensen—Shannon Divergerfg@responding empirical distributions obtained via sangpl

We introduce theextrinsic Jensen—Shannon (EJS) dive
gencewhich extends the J divergence for genevA> 2 prob-
ability distributionsPy, Ps, . . ., Py, and for anM -dimensional
weight vectorp:

M
. — , : Pi_p.
BIS(o P Pan) = 30D (RIS T27,) (@)
i=1 VE
whenp; <1 forallie {1,...,M}, and as
JF1

whenp; =1 for somei € {1,..., M}.
Let U() denote the average log-likelihood function:

1—
Pi

Pi

M
Ulp) =) _pilog (10)
i=1

Lemma 2 (Properties of EJS Divergencéllhe EJS divergence
EJS(p; Pi,...,Py) as defined in[9) satisfies the following
three properties.

1) It is lower bounded by the JS divergence:

EJS(p;Pl,...,PM)2JS(p;P17...7PM). (11)

2) It can be expressed as

EJS(paplvvpl\f) (12)

p1P1(y) prv Par(y)
=U(p) — P,(y)U e,
o) =3 R ([T )
yey

where P,(y) = M. piPi(y).

3) Itis convex in the distribution®, ..., Py;.

rI_n particular, the authors in [16] used the notion of antlicop
correction as an estimator of the mutual information betwee
signals acquired in neurophysiological experiments wbhaig

a small number of stimuli can be tested.

IIl. CobING OVERDMC WITH NOISELESSFEEDBACK

A. The Problem Setup

Consider the problem of coding over a discrete memoryless
channel (DMC) with noiseless feedback as depicted in[Fig. 1.
The DMC is described by finite input and output sets
and)’, and a collection of conditional probabilitid3(Y| X).

To simplify notation, and without loss of generality, we @s®
that

X =1{0,1,..
y={0,1,..

-3|X|_1}a
LY =1}

(13)
(14)

Y, ©
Decoder

Encoder

Yt—l

Fig. 1. A noisy memoryless channel with a noiseless causalback link.

Let C denote theShannon capacitpf the DMC P(Y'|X)
[17, p. 184]:

C= max I(X;Y), (15)



and let(ng, 77, ... 777\*2(1—1) be the maximizer of{15), the so-channel uses that can be achieved by coding schemes with the
called capacity-achieving input distributionThe operational stopping ruler..
meaning of the Shannon capacity is discussed in Sekfibn VI.We shall often use the functiods;,:-1} for y*~! € Y* and

The following result will be used in our proofs. te{0,1,...,7— 1} where
Fact 1 (Theorem 4.5.1 in[[18]) Consider a DMC with Yyt-1: = X (21a)
capacity-achieving input distributiong, 77, ..., m%,_;. For i er(d,ytY) (21b)

eachk € {0,1,...,|X| — 1}, if 7} >0, _ _ o _
x to describe the encoding process. To simplify notation and
-1

where it is clear from the context, we shall often omit the
D<P(Y|X =k)|| > mP(Y|X = l)) =C. subscripty!~1 and simply writey.
1=0 In some examples we also allow feandomizedencoding
Let C be the KL divergence between the two most distinules. In this case the encoding is described by rdreom
guishable inputs of the DMC: encoding functiong{I",.-:} whose realizationsy,.-: are of

the form in [21). Again, for notational convenience we shall
omit the subscripy’~! where it is clear from the context.
Note that a variable-length code differs from a single
encoding function; rather, it is an adaptive rule that degta
Cy = max —oXzeX PY =y|X = x). (17) the choice of (random) encoding functions depending on the
vey mingex P(Y = y|X = z) past channel observations and past selected encodingofusict
In this paper, we assum@, C, C, are positive and finifd. ~ Prior to the stopping time. In this paper, we refer to this
Let 7 denote the total transmission time (or equivalentigdaptive rule as an encoding schemewhich together with

Ci = II?/aEXXD(P(ﬂX =12)|P(Y|X = 2')). (16)

We also denote

the total length of the code). The transmitter wishes to cor{le particular realization of channel outpyis y1, - . ., yr—2,
municate a messag® to the receiver, where the message idictates the encoding functiod§,,I'),, ..., I' ..
uniformly distributed over a message set

B. Asymptotic Bounds on Minimum Expected Length

In [I], Burnashev provided the following lower and upper
To this end, the transmitter produces channel inpXitsfor bounds on the minimum expected number of channel uses,
t=0,1,...,7—1, which it can compute as a function of theE[r*], for a large class of DMCs and arbitraty> 0.

message and (thanks to the noiseless feedback) also of t . .
past channel outputs™! :— (Yo, V1,..., Y 1): E\;tg (Ih;(?rems 1 and 2 in[1])For any DMC withC > 0
1 .

X =e(0,Y"Y, t=0,1,...,7 -1, (19) (

Q= {1,2,..., M} (18)

loe M logl
g + ge

1>
E[r}] o c

€

) 1-o1). (@2

for some encoding function;: Q x Y* — X.
After observing ther channel outputdp,Yi,..., Y, 1, the gpq
receiver guesses the messagas log M log L

& — a(y ) 0) B < (5 T Ao @

for some decoding functiod: Y™ — Q. The probability of whereo(1) — 0 ase — 0f
error of the scheme is thus

Inequality [22) was proved i [1] using a Martingale argu-
Pe := Pr(é £0). ment, and it was reproved more concisely[in][20]. A strictly
i ) tighter version of[(2R) was provided ih [19].

_ In (_:ontra_st to flxeq-!ength coding where the total trar_lsn_ns- Burnashev proved the upper boufidl(23) using the following
sion timer is deterministic and known before the transmssm@vo_phase schemgl[1]. While in the first phaserimunication
starts, in this paper, our focus is on variable-length cgdinghasa the transmitter iteratively refines the receiver's belief
ie., t_he case wher_ms a random stopping time decided at thg ot the true message, in the second phasefifmation
receiver as a function of the observed channel outputs.Khap, 454 it simply confirms whether the receiver’s highest belief
to the noiseless feedback, the transmitter is also inforofed 451 the first phase corresponds to the true message. As
the channel outputs and hence of the stopping time. shown in [2], [4] the specific scheme in the first phase can be

_ For a fixed DMC and for a givem > 0, the goal is t0 gychanged by any capacity achieving block coding schemes.

find encoding and decoding rules as in](19) dnd (20), and a

stopping timer. such that the probability of error satl_sﬁesc_ Stochastic Control View

Pe < ¢ and the expected number of channel ufgs] is i ] . )

minimized. LetE[r*] be the minimum expected number of The problem of variable-length coding with noiseless feed-
back is a decentralized team problem with two agents (the

2|t can be easily shown that' < C; < logCs < Cs. Furthermore, if

C1 < oo, then the transition probabilit’(Y' = y|X = z) is positive for all ~ °If € = 0, theno(1) — 0 regardless of\ being fixed orM — co. For

z € X andy € Y, which implies thatCs < oo as well. ThereforeC' > 0 fixed e, E[7] = (-9 log M ang hence, the positive terafl) /4 0 even if

and C; < oo are sufficient to ensure th&t, C1, C2 are positive and finite. M — oo (see [[19] for more details).



Agent 1 Agent 2 conditional distribution of the next channel outpdt, given

A the past observation!~!, is
X Y; !
© X: =~(0) L+l Channel : Decoder O

M
g Po(y) = piP(Y = y|X = (i),
Fictitious yt-1 i=1
Agent Similarly, given also the output symbdl = y, according to

Bayes’ rule, the posterior at time+ 1 is:

Fig. 2. Two-agent problem with common and private obsemwatifrom the P P
point of view of the fictitious agent. p(t i 1) _ {Pl 'y(l)(y) PM L~ (M) (y)

Bply) 77 Fuly)

encoder and the decoder) and non-classical informatio-str  Taking cue from the seminal work of DeGroot on statistical
ture [21]. Appealing to[[22], the problem can be interpretedecision theory([25], the above stochastic control viewhef t
as a special case of active hypothesis tes{ing [23] in whichvariable-length coding has been used in [26] to charactéhiz
(fictitious) Bayesian decision maker is responsible to esbha performance of any given coding scheme using the informatio
his information about the correct message in a speedy manogility provided by the channel output. Information uflit
by sequentially sampling from conditionally independebt o here, generalizes the Shannon theoretic notion of mutual
servations at the output of the channel (given the inputyeHeinformation [25], [26]. More specifically, consider any giv
the decision maker has access to the channel output symbntsasure of the uncertainty of the posterior vector; infdioma
causally (common observations) and is responsible to abntutility is defined as the expected reduction in the uncetyain
the conditional distribution of the observations given thee of the posterior at time + 1 relative to that at time. The
message (private observation) by selecting encodingifumet result in [26], as also manifested in Lemrhh 2, implies a
for the encoder which map the mess&yeo the input symbols characterization of the performance of a given coding sehem
of the channel. In other words, as also observed_in [12], the terms of the symmetric divergences JS and EJS between
problem can be viewed as a (centralized) partially obsédevalthe conditional output distributions of the channel inciiby
Markov decision problem (POMDP) with (static) state spaate encoding function. In particular, taking the averagg- lo
Q2 and the observation spage Let& := {v(:) : Q@ — X'} be likelihood as a measure of uncertainty, under any encoding
the set of all mappings frorf2 to X'. The action space (for functiony: Q — X used at time over a DMCP(Y|X), one
the fictitious agent) become$ U {T'} where T denotes the can quantify the expected reduction in uncertainty in forfm o
termination of the transmission phase, hence the realizati
the stopping timer. EJS(p(t),7) = EJS(P(t)§ Pyay, e P’Y(M))‘ (27)
Casting the problem as a POMDP allows for the struc- | the sections that follow, we utilize this connection, non

tural che.lracterizati_on' of the information state, also know, e aiivity of EJS, and a submartingale level crossing #meor
as suff|C|er_1t stat|st|cs._ Let the decision maker’s beliedleb ,¢ the basis of our achievability analysis. In particular, i
each pos§|ble message €2, updated after each channel US&ection[IV we specificize the approach [J[26] with respect
(observation) fort = 0,1,...,7 — 1, be to the EJS divergence induced by the encoding mapping. This
pi(t) == PO = i|y*'L). (24) aIIO\_/vs us to provide achievabi_lity analysis for twq one—:pdnal
coding schemes, namely variable-length posterior magchin
The decision maker's posteriors about the messages colland MaxEJS. These schemes are based on the suboptimal stop-
tively, ping rule described in the next section. Furthermore, wavsho
p(t) == [p1(t), p2(t), ..., par ()], (25) that MaxEJS coding scheme provably achieves Burnashev’s

N o _ o asymptotic optimal performance given By123).
form a sufficient statistics for our Bayesian decision maker

Furthermore, this decision maker’s posterior at any time ) )
coincides with the receiver's posterior and, thanks to tH A Suboptimal Stopping Rule

perfect feedback, is available to the transmitter. (Notlrat In this paper we focus on the following (possibly subopti-
pi(0) = Pr(© = i) = 4 denotes the receiver's initial beliefmal) stopping rule. For any given coding scheméhe trans-

of ®© = i before the transmission starts.) In other wordsnission is only stopped when one of the posteriors becomes
the selection of encoding and decoding rules as a functiamger thanl — ¢, wheree > 0 is the desired probability of

of this posterior does not incur any loss of optimalityl[24]error:
In particular, the optimal receiver produces as its guess th

message with the highest posterior at time.e., Te := min{t : max pi(t) > 1 — e} (28)
O = arg max p; (7). (26) From the described optimal decoding rule 6f1(26), the
i€Q constraint on the probability of error is satisfied by anyingd
We also note that the dynamics of the information state, i.§cheme with the stopping rule{28):
the posterior, follows Bayes’ rule. More specifically, given Pe = E[1 — max p;(7.)] < ¢

encoding functiony at time¢ and an information statp, the i€Q



IV. MAIN RESULT AND APPLICATIONS From Lemma 2,

In this section, we first characterize the performance of
an encoding scheme in terms of its corresponding extrinsic
Jensen-Shannon (EJS) divergence obtained. To make
precise we first introduce some further notation to allow f
randomized encoding.

For a (possibly) randomized encoding rdle we use the
shorthand notation:

EJS(p(t),T) =Y Pr(I'=4]Y'"")EJS(p(t),7) (29) _ _ _ _
=y We consider a variable-length version of the coding schemes
in [7]-[Q]. At each timet = 0,1,...,7. — 1, if © = ¢ and

iven the posterior vectgs(t), the inputX (¢) takes value in
the set

Ec [0t +1)1F(®)] = U(t) + EIS(p(t),T),  (35)
Pﬂ%ﬁ hence the sequen¢®(t)} forms a submartingale. The

YUssertion of the theorem directly follows frorh {34) when
setting K1 = Ryin and Ko = pEyiy.

B. Application I: Variable-Length Posterior Matching

where recall that denotes the set of all possible encodin
functions, andEJ S (p(t),) is defined in [(27).

A. Main Theorem i1

Let X;(t) == {:1? €A Z pir(t) < Z T

1 V= ' <z
0:=1— . 30 - )
p 1 + max{log M,log 1} (30) i
. . . : and Z o < Z pir(t) ¢;
Theorem 1. Consider a (possibly randomized) encoding ‘ —
scheme: under which at each timé = 0,1,...,7 — 1 and v v
for eachy’~! the encoding functiofr® satisfies where each value € X;(t) is taken with probability
EJS(p(t),I') = Ruin, (31a) Pr(X(t)=2|0 =i, V' ' =yt
7 1—1
and furthermore, min{ Z pir(t), > W;,} — max{ Z pir(t), Z W;,}
EJS(p(t),T°) > pEmin if max p;(t) > p, (31b) — V=l z'se =1 <z _
e pi(t)
for someL,in > Rmin > 0. Then, (36)
E.[7] < log M + loglog &£ N logl+1  6(4Cy)? (32) Let ;. (t) denote the numerator in the right-hand side of
e = Ruin Enin RuinFmin (36). Fig.[3 shows an example on how posterior matching
whereC, is defined in(17). scheme selects channel inputs.
Corollary 1. Under the assumptions of Theoréin 1, Proposition 1. Under the above variable-length posterior
1 matching encodilﬂ; and for eacht = 0,1,...,7. — 1 and
_ logM  log ¢ ] 1
E.[7] < 7 + Z <) (1+o0(1)) (33) all possible output sequencg$,
min min P
whereo(1) — 0 ase — 0 or M — . EJS(p(t), 1) = C.

The proof of Theorenfl1 is given in AppendiX Il and is The proof of Propositiofll is given in AppendixTITFA.
based on the following fact about submartingales: For anyProposition[Jl implies that the variable-length posterior
submartingale{¢(t)} with respect to a filtratio F(¢)}, t = matching encoding satisfiels (31) witty,in = Emin = C.

?ﬁ lt,2,..., if there exist positive constant&; and K> such Remark 3. By Theorem[l and Propositiofl 1, under the
a variable-length posterior matching encoding
- .
EE(t+ 1)|F@)] = £(t) + Ka !f £(t) <0, (34a) B log M +1log 2 +1+4loglog L 6(4Cy)>
E[¢(t+ )IF(H)] > £() + Ko if £(t) >0,  (34b)  Epem[f] < - =g
then, under certain technical conditions, the stoppingetim (37)
v =min{t : £(t) > B}, B > 0 can be approximately upper
bounded as C. Application Il: MaxEJS Coding
B —¢£(0) < 1 1 ) We present a new coding scheme based on the greedy max-
E[v] < —=—= 4 £(0)1 — ). P 9 greedy max
] K, §0 <oy Ky Ky imization of EJS divergence. At each time=0,1,...,7 —1
Now let 7(¢) denote the history of the receiver's knowledg@nd given the posterior vectgi(t), MaxEJS chooses the*
up to timet, i.e., F(t) = o{Y*'}, and let that maximizes the EJS divergence:
FO B p ~* = argmax EJS(p(t),7). (38)
U(t) :=-U(t) —log T See
M ~
B o PO P
= Z pz( ) 0g 1— p-(t) — 108 1— [, 4AssumptionC; < oo circumvents the fixed point phenomena under which
i=1 ! the posterior matching scheme cannot achieve any posiitee r



pu(t)

—
“——

*
Tlx|-1

Fig. 3. Posterior Matching scheme for a DMC with capacithi@eing input distributionrg, 7, . .. ’W\*X\fl' In this exampleX;(t) = {k — 1, k, k + 1}
sincezz,;l1 pir(t) <Y prepmr forala >k—1andd ,  7r, < Sy pir(t) forall z < k+1. Itis clear that ap; (t) approaches 1, the candidate

x

set X;(t) gets larger and given th& = i, the posterior matching scheme selects the channel inmuit of this set with probabilityp; » (t)/p: (t) which
converges tarj.

Proposition 2. For everyt = 0,1,...,7. — 1 and all possible coding schemel[7] over a binary symmetric channel (BSC)
output sequenceg’ !, MaxEJS encoding satisfies with a crossover probability € (0, 1/2). Horstein considered
. the message to be a point in the interfall] and suggested
EJS(p(t),7") 2 C, (393)  that to achieve the capacity of the cha%\e]l, at any given time
and furthermore, the transmitter selects the input of the channel such agtaki
] to the receiver whether the message is smaller than the media
EJS(p(t),7") = pCh if max pi(t) = p. (39b)  ofthe posterior or larger. Later, Burnashev and Zigandji&y
presented a similar (randomized) coding scheme for discret

The proof of Propositio@]2 is given in AppendixII}-B. message sets as {0 {18) and proved that this scheme achieves

Remark 4. By Theoren{]L and Propositidn 2, capacity.
In Section[V=A, we present and analyzedaterministic
M 1 2
Epmaxess[Te| < log M + loglog + log ¢ +1 + 6(4C5) scheme for arbitrary symmetric binary-input channelssgati
r C C cc, , I
1 1(40) ing (413), which resembles the Burnashev-Zigangirov scheme

when specialized to the BSC. In Section V-B, we then improve
and thus MaxEJS encoding together with the decoding afl scheme so that it achieves Burnashev’s optimal asymptot
stopping rules described i (26) afd](28) achieves BurneashePerformance in[(23) over this class of symmetric binarysinp
optimal asymptotic performance ii{23), see Corolf@ry 1. channels.

Remark 5. The presented deterministic one-phase scheme dif-

fers from the previous schemes achieving Burnashev's @ptim\. Generalized Horstein-Burnashev-Zigangirov Scheme
asymptotic performance, which are randomized and have two o ) ) )
phases[[1]4]4]. However(3Pa) arfld (39b) show that this one-Our generalization of the Horstein-Burnashev-Zigangirov

phase scheme operationally moves between the two regirieé@eme is deterministic. For each time= 0,1,...,7. — 1
of communicatiorand confirmation and given the posterior vecter(t), we choose the encoding
function:
The computational complexity of the MaxEJS coding 0 1<i<k*
scheme could be prohibitive. In Section V-B, we propose sim- GHBZ(j) = {1 e (42)
pler coding schemes for a class of binary-input channels tha <ts
achieve Burnashev’s optimal asymptotic performancm.(Z%\lhere
k
V. CODING FORSYMMETRIC BINARY-INPUT CHANNELS k= argmin‘ > pilt) - %‘ (43)
ke i

In this subsection, we focus on channels with binary inputs

A = {0,1} and with the following property Proposition 3. Consider the deterministic scheme proposed

P(Y=y|X=0)=P(Y = f(y)|X =1), Vye) (41) above over a binary-input DMC that satisfig&ll). For every
t=0,1,...,7 — 1 and all possible output sequencgs ',
for a permutationf : Y — Y wheref = f~!, i.e., f is its
own inverse. EJS(p(t), 1B > C. (44)
The first attempt to address the problem of coding over
a symmetric binary-input channel goes back to Horstein's The proof is given in AppendikII-IC.



Remark 6. By Theorenll and Propositidd 3, the describesymmetric binary-input channels. We propose the following
encoding satisfies encoding scheme. At each time=0,1,...,7 — 1 and each

; -1 _ ,t—1 _
log M + 1Og% 1+ loglog % ) 6(4C5)? sequence of observatiohd—! = y!~!, we choose the encod

E.erez[7e] < . = ing functiony in a way that for alli € {j € Q: v(j) = 0},
(45)
i(t) — i(t) < pi(t). 50
Notice that, when specialized to a binary-input channe, th jeﬂg%j)_opj( ) jeﬂg(:j)_lpj( )<t (50)
variable-length posterior matching scheme of Sedfion\&B ' '
each timet = 0,1,...,7. — 1 and given the posterior vector By condition [50), at each time, the probabilities of
p(t), chooses encoding functioy"®* with probability sending a 0 or a 1 are approximatély'2, 1/2) when all pos-
82 (t) teriors {p;(t) }:cq are small, and they arenax;cq p;(t),1 —
Aoz = MOETA0] (46) max;eq pi(t)) Whenmax;eq p;i(t) is larger thanl /2.
where Proposition 4. If for everyt = 0,1,...,7. — 1 and every

sequence of observationd—! = ¢*~! the encoding function

1 @an satisfies(gd), then
2 )
. EJS(p(t).7) > C, (51a)
k* 1 and
kS = k* — sign(Zpi(t) - 5); (48)
i=1 EJS(p(t),v) = pC1 if max pi(t) = p. (51b)
and it chooses the encoding function
. . The proof is given in AppendikI=D.
qorezy = J0 LSis (49) "
1 ki<i<M Remark 7. By Theorenill and Propositidn 4,

with probability E\,YGHBZ =1- )\,YGHBZ. log M + loglog % log % +1 6(402)2
Combining Propositiofll3 with Propositidh 1, we have that C * Cq + coy,
there exists a class (a continuum) of randomized schemes tha (52)

satisfy [44):

Corollary 2. Every (randomized) encoding functidh that
selectsy®HBZ with probability A > \.cwez in (@8) and selects
7CHBZ with probability A\ = 1 — ), satisfies31) with Ry, =
Enin = C.

This corollary provides an alternative proof that Burna-
shev and Zigangirov’s variable-length coding schermk |
satisfies [(4b) over the BSC with crossover probabifity=
(0,1/2). In fact, their scheme selectg®"82 and 7©HBZ
with probabilites A = ——2%20) __ and X = 1 — ), Algorithm 1:

v(81(1))+r(d2(1))
We next prove 16=1.

[7e] <

and thus the encoding rule described above together with
the decoding and stopping rules described[in (26) (28)
achieves Burnashev’s optimal asymptotic performance3), (2
see Corollary 1.

In the following we present two algorithms that at each
et=20,1,...,7. — 1 and for given posterior vectgs(t)
plement encoding functionsg satisfying [(0).

respectively, where/(z ) log(w*(lizp)m

(1-2p)z~
that V(61(l;§;s-2i-(rj)<)52(t e NG +i§ @ which by C0r0||aryDZ 2 for n = 1,... ,.21\'[ do - -
establishes thatt e Burnashev %lgangirov scheme indmed s 3 v :.deczbln_(ﬂp M) % binary representation of
isfies [45). n with M digits.

=(2v—1) X [p1(t), p2(t), .., par(¥)]7.
if z>0&& z < then

Notice thatv(z) = log ( 1+ m) is convex for  *
5
all  becausep € (0,1/2). Since alsof: z — V"& is 6 5= 2.
;
8
9

(02(1))
convex and sincq‘( ) = 0 and f(d2(t)) = 1, we conclude

that ;¢ (3)) < 525, for all z € [0,65(t)]. By (@&2) and [4B),

51(t

end
0 < 51() < 4y(t) and hence% < 5@ This imme- end

diately establishes the desired inequalj 1(’;§§§r(2352(t > wofori=1,...,Mdo

52 (1) 1 | y(i)=10; % o; denotesi-th bit of 0.
31D +o2() 12 end

0=,

B. Optimal Binary Variable-Length Codes

Motivated by the analysis above, we strive to simplifyProposition 5. Both Algorithm$1l andl2 satisfy conditid®0).
our deterministic one-phase MaxEJS scheme for the simpfgorithm[1 has computational complexity of ordéx2’)



Algorithm 2:

1.5 = {1,2, ,M} andS; = 0.

2rg=1,711 =0, pmin = 0, andd = 1. 0

3 while ppi, < 6 do

4 k = argmin;cg, pi(t).

5 SOZSO_{k} and51251U{]€}. 1

6 ro =ro— pr(t) andry =ry + pi(t).

7 if ro < ry then 1

8 SwapSy and S;. (1-)/2

9 Swaprg andry.

10 end 2

11 0= 0o —7T1.

12 Pmin = MINie S, Pi (t) Fig. 4. Example of a non-symmetric (binary-input ternangput) channel

13 end with capacity-achieving input distribution = 77 = 1/2

14 fori=1,...,M do

5 () 0if 7€ .5,

i) = -
v lifies, probabilities of the form

16 end 1— if x =

PY=yX=2)={ " "7
®_1 |f X 7& y
wherep € (0, £=1). Consider a coding scheme that at each

for each encoding step while AlgoritHmh 2 has complexity tifmet prior to the stopping time chooses the encoding function
orderO(Mz)E ~ in a way that if for anyz, 2’ € X,
pj(t)}a

The proof is given in AppendikI-F. Z
pi(t) < pi(?).

2.

(£) > max | =
pj(t) 2 maxq -, | _
JEQ: v(j)==’

Remark 8. In contrast to the previous one-phase schemes /€% 7()==
in [[7]-[9], the encoding processes described by Algorit@insthen for alli € {j € Q: v(j) = =},
and[2 here are completely deterministic. By insisting on a

deterministic encoding, we can match our scheme’s inputs Z pi(t) = Z

only approximatelyto the capacity-achieving input distribution JEQ: v(g)=2 JEQ: v(5)=2

of (1/2,1/2). On the other hand, the proposed deterministithis coding scheme together with the decoding and stopping
schemes are such that once a particular message’s postetitas described if{26) anf (28) achieves Burnashev’s aptim
passes a certain threshold, the transmitter assigns tisisage asymptotic performance in_(23) for th&-ary symmetric
exclusively to one of the two inputs. This is critical to aabg channel.

the optimal error exponert,,,;, = Ci.

VI. RELIABILITY FUNCTION
Remark 9. As it is shown in AppendiX D and II-E : . .
(see also[[27]), proofs of Propositiols 4 dnd 5 continue to Let a variable-length coding schemée given that for each

hold for those binary-input channels with uniform Capacit);rJn oessri\;e ;?Z?Zw f:t?ag'?ﬂg: ml;r? dne ?# ;r(:j‘;[ o ggtlggrgtzabl.i
achieving input distributionty = 77 = 1/2 where for ease 9 P e, N xp ppINg

of notation we assume that; = D(F||Py). This class of tlr‘lne Ef‘_’-’ [_T]'t:f l;or arl}ytﬁmfallllnumbzrf >0, Odf‘ ¢ <1and
channels includes the class of channels for which (41) holcﬂ sutficiently fargec the following three conditions

for example the binary symmetric channel (BSC) with cross- Pe., <€ (53a)
over probabilityp € (0,1/2), as well as the non-symmetric M. > 9tR=9) (53b)
hannel in Fig[} f 1/2). t

channel in Fig[¥ fom € (0,1/2) E[r] <, (53¢)

Remark 10. The results in Propositidd 4 and Rematk 7 abo
can also be extended to the casefofary symmetric channel
with alphabet setst =Y = {0,1,..., K — 1} and transition

Mfold for some positive real numbét, then we say that the
schemer achieves (information) rat&fi

If ¢ satisfies[(53b) and (5Bc) but instead [of (53a) it satisfies
a stronger condition on exponential decay

5The computational complexity of Algorithfd 1 is of the samdearas that Pe. < 27Z(E75)
Cp =

of MaxEJS which in each step requires to find an encoding im¢among

(54)

2M choices) that maximizes the EJS divergence between theiticorad

output distributions. However, implementation of Algbrit[d is simpler since
it only requires linear operations instead of computing B¥S divergence
(which can be computationally intensive, especially foarufels with large
output alphabet set). We should point out that both Algarikd and P have
high computational complexity and are not suitable for ficat implemen-
tation.

for some positive real numbé?, then we say that the scheme
¢ achieves error exponeliit at rate R.

8it would be more precise to talk abosequence of schemés,},;+,
where each, is the general schemespecialized to the message six&, .
However, this would make the notation overcomplicated.
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The capacity of a DMC is defined as the largest r&te for some positive integerg,,;,, and R,,;,. Then, the scheme
that is achievable over this channel; it is equal to the Sbannc can achieve any ratd® € [0, R,in] With error exponent?,
capacityC as defined in[(I5) 17, p. 184]. For a given rdte if
below capacity, the reliability functio®’'(R) is defined as the R
maximum achievable error exponent at r&eBy Burnashev’s E < Ehin <1 - > . (62)

: H . Rmin

lower bound in[(2R), we have the following lemma:

. . L Thus, if a scheme satisfies[(6l1) fol?,,;, = C andE i, =
Lemma}_S. No COd'”Q scheme can achieve diminishing erro&l’ then this scheme achieves Burnashev’s reliability fuomcti
probability at rates higher thar®’. Furthermore, Proof of Lemmd4: Fix a small§ > 0, a positive rate
R < Rnin and a positive error exponeiit satisfying [62).
Define for each? € Z*, the small numbeg, £ 2¢(E-9)
and the message siZé, = 2¢/(Fi—9) By assumption, for each
¢ € Z*, our coding scheme attains a probability of error
Pe., < ¢, at an expected stopping tinf&,, [r.,] that is upper

E(R) < Cy (1 - g) Re(0,0). (55)

Proof of Lemmd13: Let ¢ be a coding scheme that for
each/ € Z* and for a message siZd,, satisfies[(5B) for a

rate iz > 0. - . bounded as:
By (22) and [(BB), for each sufficiently large integer Ros E_s
Ee,[e,] <l —— + =— ) (1 +0(1
RO LR P drl <652+ 222 ) o)
1 ) ) >

</(1- — 1+0(1)). 63

- (1%@ * log(lcﬂ)ﬂ —o(1)).  (56) . < R ) 7O )
1

Sinced > 0 and sinceo(1) — 0 as{ — oo, we obtain that

In other words, for sufficiently larger,

C  log(1/Pe,
C > (R+ o %) (1-o(1)) E,[r,] < L. (64)
> R(1 - o(1)) (57) Combined with our assumptions thit,, < 27“¥~9 and
M, £ 2¢(E=9) "this concludes the proof. m

where the last inequality holds becadsgwlw > 0. Since  corollary[d combined with Lemmi@ 4 provides the follow-
o(1) — 0 asPe., — 0, we obtain from[(5F7) thakR < C. This ing:

implies that no coding scheme can achieve diminishing errar N . .
probability at rates higher thafl. Corollary 3 (Rate—Reliability Test) Consider a DMC with

Next we characterize an upper bound on the optimal relig- > 0 and (?1 < ?O r?nd a var]ialille-length coding ?cheme
bility function F(R). Let ¢ be a coding scheme that for eaCH_—wrespectlve of the size of the message 6t or any
¢ € 7" and for a message siztl., satisfies [53b),[(53c), time ¢ prior to the stopping time and for any posterior vector

t) over the messages, the scheme selects (a possibly random)
and [5%) forE,R > 0. By (22), [53b), and[(84), for each”(t) OV _
sufficiently large intege: encoding functiol™ such that

EJS(p(t),T*) > C, (65a)
(> B ] > <1ogMc[ n 1og(1/Pec@))(1 —o(1)) (p(t)
¢ Ch then it achieves the capacity of the channel. Furthermore,
R! EY i
> (G5 )a-o), sy ase
' EJS(p(t),T) > 3Cy  if maxpi(t)>p,  (65b)
In other words, eQ
R E then the scheme also achieves the optimal error exponent
1> <5 + F) (1 —o0(1)). (59) E(R) of the channel.
1

The above corollary implies that all coding schemes de-
scribed in SectiorfsTV aridV achieve the capacitpf the cor-
responding channels. Furthermore, the MaxEJS coding sshem

Sinceo(1) — 0 as¢ — oo, we obtain that® + £ < 1. The
desired inequality follows:

p<c(1- R (60) and the simple coding scheme for the symmetric binary-
=1 c)’ input channel discussed in Section V-B achieve Burnashev’s
m reliability function £(R).

On the other hand, we have the following achievable bound
on the reliability function: ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
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APPENDIX |
PROOF OFLEMMA [2]

Property[1 is proved as follows:

JS(p; Py .., Pur)
M M

=S o (RIS nr)
i—1 =1
M ),

= ZpiD(Pi”PiPi +(1- Pi)z 1 _J _Pj)

i P

11

,Py) + AEJS(p; Qs Qur)
) follows because KL divergence is convex in both
guments

APPENDIXII
PrROOF OFTHEOREM[I

Let 7(¢) denote the history of the receiver’'s knowledge up
to time ¢, i.e., F(t) = o{Y'"'}. Moreover, for each time

t=0,1,...,7, define
M ~
pi(t) p
= pi(t)log — log —
1= 2 plos T e T
where recall that we definegl= 1 — L (For

1+max{log M log
M > 2 ande < 1 which is the region of interest for these

parametersp > 1 5)
Notice that for alli € € and given the observation
Yi=! = ¢'=1 upon observing the new sampjg, the belief

< Z [ 2 D(P|| B + pi(1 — (P ”Z p7 )} state evolves as
J#i pi(t+1)
M Syt
=Pr(© =iY")
_ . . 2D 2 )
PSP Z}pz (P | g ) PO =i, YY)
(b) ! Pr(Yt)
< EJS(p;P1,...,Pyx) Pr(© =Y ' = ' )Pr(Y; = |© = i, Y171 = ¢t~ 1)
- M .
where(a) and(b) follow respectively because KL divergence > j—1 Pr(©=7Y")
is convex (in both arguments) and non-negative.  piOPr(Yy = y|© =4, Vit =y
The proof of property2 is provided next. T M
> piOPr(Ye = yi|© = j, Y= = =)
EJS(p;Pl,...,PI\,{) Jj=1
M o _ pi()Pr(Yy = yi| X¢ = vyye-1(1))
:Zm <P||Z ) u
i=1 JFi El J(t)Pr(}/t - yt|Xt = Yyt— 1( ))
j=
P- ()P,
> P;(y)
i=1  yey J#i 1—p;
M Bly) Zm() =1 () (Y1)
Pil=i\Y
=) _pi 1og o pili(y)log =—5——
; ;;} Zj;éi p; Pj(y) Furthermore,
iP, (y) PvﬂPE(l;) Pr(Y; = y|Yt71 = ytil)
i Py(y
=U(p)+ > _ Py Z log —22 M
yey i=1 Fp(y) 1—= pzlapz;g;) = ZPr(Yt =y, 0=yl =471
P, Py J=1
- r ([ - 25t :
vey g = Pr(O©=jy" =y h)x
Property(B is proved as follows. J=1
Let Pi,Ps,..., Py and Q1,Qz,...,Qx be two sets of Pr(Y; = y|© = 4, Y71 =41
distributions. For any\ € [0,1] and A =1 — ), M
< < = (OPr(Y: = y| Xy = ve-1(J
EJS(p: APy + Q1. ., APy + AQur) ;pﬂ( JPr(te =X =7y 3)
M o p
—_ . J J
= 2D\ TR + 3D TR ) —Zpg Py i) ®) (67)

J#i JF#

<Zpl{)\D(PHZ pJ )
—I—)\D(Q 1y ”Jp )}

JF#

From [66) and[(ﬂ?), under a (possibly randomized) coding

scheme,

M
Lz; pi(t+1)log 1_(157(—;_?1)‘}'(0]



Pi (t)P'y(i) (y)

(T =Y 1)x

Pm'))

)

Z pi(t)
1 _

o pi(t)

M
Z pi(t)D (Pv(i)
pi(t)
o sz )log T— 5 1—

pi(t)
which implies that
E. [U(t + 1)|f(t)] = U(t) + EJS(p(t),T*).

+ EJS(p(t),T

(68)

Note that if p;(t) < p, Vi € Q, thenU(t) < 0. Therefore,
U(t) > 0 implies that3i € Q such thatp;(t) > j. From [G8)
and condition [31) of Theoref 1, the sequer(dé(t)}7_,
satisfies

E, [U(t+1)|f( )} {U(t)+Rm‘“

U(t) + pEmin

if U(t) <

if U(t) > - (69)

The sequencéU(t)}7_, forms a submartingale with respect

to the filtration{(¢)}. Furthermore, from Lemma 5 below,

|U(t+1)—U(t)] <4Cy if max{U(t),U(t+1)} > 0.
(70)

Note that ifp;(t) <1 — ¢ for all i € Q, then

- M 1—
U(t) < pi(t)log
=1

In other words, ifU(t) > log %, then there is ani € Q for
which p;(t) > 1 —e. Let v := min{t : U(t) > log1}. Note
that by construction7. < v. Appealing to Lemma&]8 at the
end of this section, we obtain

1—e¢

€

— log

P <log

1

™

E.[7] < E[v]
log ! — uwo) - 1 1
S ﬁEmin + U(O)1{0(0)<0} (ﬁEmin B Rmin>
3(4C5)?
ﬁRminEmin
o loge  -U(0), 6(4C2)”
B ﬁEmin + len {0(0)<0} RminEmin
1—pi(0) _p_
log 1 Z pi(0)log ORREE e
- pEmln + Ruin 1{ﬁ(0)<0}
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_6(4C2)”
RminEmin
log¢ | H(p(0) +log75  6(4Cy)”
- [)Emin Rmin RminEmin
_ log 1 ( ) H(p(0)) + loglog £
= Enin max{log M, log 1} Ruin
6(4Cs)>
+RminEmin
H(p(0)) +loglog 2 logl+1  6(4C,)?
< (P( )) 0g 1og = + 0og ( 2) ) (71)
Rmin Emin RminEmin

Lemma 5. If max{U(t),U(t+ 1)} > 0, then

U(t+1)—U(t)| < 4Cs.

Proof: We first consider the cask (t) > 0. Note that
if pi(t) < p, Vi € Q, thenU(t) < 0. Therefore,U(t) > 0
implies that3: € Q such thatp;(t) > p. Without loss of

generality assumg; (t) > p. We obtain,
‘(7 (t + 1) — 0(15)‘

(t+1)

pi(t+1)

pit+1)
L—pi(t+1)
M

+ D (pilt+1) =

pit+1) pi(t) }
1L—pi(t+1) 1—pi(t)

M

Z (pi(t +1) = pi(t))log

i=1

(t+1)1

- pilt)
; pilf)log 1= pi(t)

pi(t) )

1—pi(t)

IL{

pit +1) <1og

=1

pi(t)

- 1= pi(t)

(a) M
<logCy+ > |pi(t+1)—
=1

pi(t)] -

®) M
< log Cs + CQZPZ

1=1

<log Cy + Copy (1) (1 — p1(1))

)1 = pi(1))

+Ca) pi(t)log ——
i#1

1
pi(t)
(Zee

i#1
< 1Og02 + Cy + 02((1 —

©)
< 10g02+02+02

)

5 log(M — 1) +1)
log(M —1)
1 + max{log M, log 1}

:10g02+02+02(

+ 1)
S 10g 02 + 302
<405

where (a) and (b) follow respectively from Lemmas] 6 ahd 7
below, and(c) follows from Jensen’s inequality and the fact
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that . Combining [72) and[{23), we have the assertion of the
(1 —x)log l <1, ze€]0,1]. lemma. [ |
— X

Lemma 8. Assume that the sequengg&(t)}, t = 0,1,2,...
forms a submartingale with respect to a filtratioF(¢)}.
Furthermore, assume there exist positive constdiits Ko,
and K3 such that

This completes the proof for the cagdt) > 0. The proof
for the caseU(t + 1) > 0 is done by following the similar
lines and interchanging time indicés) and (¢ + 1). |

Lemma 6. For any: € ),

BlEt+ DIF@)] = &(t) + Ky if £(t) <0
og 2D vop 20 < g, E[E( 4+ DIF()] 2 €0) + Ka i &() >
oot 8 6t +1) — ()] < K3 it max{g(t + 1> &)} = 0.
roof:
Consider the stopping time = min{¢ : £(¢t) > B}, B > 0.
‘10g _pit+1) log L@’ Then we have the inequality
L—pi(t+1) 1 —pi(t) B —€(0) ] 1 N
E[v] < —=—~ +¢£(0)1 — 3
) PY = 3] X = 7y () [v] < e £(0)1¢¢(0)<0) ( K1) e
lp]pt()t)P( = | X = 7,1 (5)) Proof: This lemma is a generalization of Lemma 1

in [28]. The proof is provided below.
Consider the sequende)(t)} defined as follows

© —A+ Dy if £(t) <0
T~ Ao 4 €0y if g() > 0

zex P(Y =y|X =
Smaxlogmax ex P( Yl z)

= log C
yey mingey P(Y = y|X = z) o8t

Lemma 7. For anyi € ,

lpi(t +1) = pi(t)]
< min {p;(&)(1 = pi(£)), pi(t + 1)(1 — pi(t + 1))} Cs. Claim 1. The s_equ_ence{n(t)} forms a submartingale with
respect to the filtratiod 7 (¢)}.

+
_ 8K (1 1 0.5K>
where A = { 7 (KT — K—z)} anda = w2

Proof:

By Doob’s Stopping Theorem,
lpi(t +1) — pi(t)]

1(0) < E[n(v)]

_ _ : £(v)
S A3 (OPY =yl X =71 (4) _ B0 - DI+ EE0) — &0 -] s
J= K2
B+ K
< pu(t) | pilD)) maxsex P(Y = | X =) < g EW
- e On the other hand, we have
i(T = Yt X = t—1(7 !
> pi(OPY =y Yyr-1(7)) (0)_<_A+@)1
< pi(B)(1 = pi(t)) many eex PO =y X = 0) ! Ky ) HEO<0)
S pPi Pi y€Y Mingcy P(Y = y|X = x) A—at(0) 5(0) L
= pi(t)(1 = pi(t))Ca. (72) + (‘ € + 7) {£(0)=0}
Similarly we can show that —A+ == f( ) = £(0)1¢¢(0)<0y <l§2 Kil) :

lpi(t+1) = pi(t)] Combining the above inequalities, we obtain

2 pi(O)P(Y =y X = yye-1(5))

= pilt+1) 1= pit) - 2 : El]
PY = yi| X = 7,61 (1)) < B}I—(QK3 (0
=p;(t+1)(1—p;(t+1))x
pi(t +1)(1 = pi( M)) SB;K3+A—%+§(O)1{£(O)<O}(KL—KL>
> pi()P(Y = ye| X = 701 (j)) ° ? >
L-pi(t) = _BoE0) o (L_L>
1= pi(t+1) P(Y = yi| X = 701 (4)) K, LO<0\x, " K,
3K2 1\1" K;
L maxeex P(Y = y|X =) +[K2 (;—;)] K

<pit+1)(1 = pi(t+1))m ey mingey P(Y = y|X = 2) (2) B —€(0) o 1 ] 3K3 .
=pi(t+1)(1 = ps(t +1))Co. 73) =K, +€(0)1g(0)<0) (E - E) KK ( )




where(a) holds since by definitiord{;, K» < K5 and hence,

. 3K; 3K;
ﬁ—zgmln{m[gz’l{g@»}, |
Proof of Claim[1: We will show thatE[n(¢t+ 1)|F(¢)] >
n(t). There are two cases:
Case I.£(t) <0
If £(t+1) <0, then

nit+1)=—-A+

—(t+1).

€+ 75

1

On the other hand, if(¢t + 1) > 0, then by the assumption of

Lemmal8,£(t + 1) < K3, and we have
Et+1)
Ky

n(t+1) = —Ae~ 0+ 4

@ e+
> s\ A
> —A+ K

—(t+1)

—(t+1) (76)

1
where (a) follows from the fact that 1) ifK; > K», then by
definition A = 0, and- > = forz > 0; and 2) if K1 < Ko,
then—Ae™ "+ 2 is concave inc, —Ae” M+ = — A+
for x = 0, and for:c = K3

a5 a0 s + S
2 2 K,
1 Ky Ks
= A4 AaKs(1— -=2)+ =2
oRs(l- 3% g,
9 1 1 Ky
—A+ K3 (Kl E) + E
K3
> — —
> A+ I (77)
Combining [7b) and[{46), we obtain
t+1
Bl + DIF@) 2 B-4+ ) ) )
1
() + Ky
> 2\ e
> A+ 7 (t+1)
ByERION
=—-A+ K t=n(t). (78)
Case Il.£(t) >0
If £(t+1) >0, then
n(t+1) = —Ae” 0D 4 % —(t+1).  (79)
2
On the other hand, if(¢t + 1) < 0, then we have
t+1
n(zt+1)=—A+M —(t+1)
Ky
(a)
> —Aem o+ 4 % —(t+1)  (80)
2

where (a) follows from the fact that 1) ifK; > K», then
by definition A = 0, and = 2 for z < 0; and 2) if
K1 < KQ, then —Ae— % + K— is concave inc, —Ae %% +
%5 = A+ &£ forz =0, and forz = K3 from (Z1) we
have —Ae~*Ks + &2 > — A 4 £2. Note that if functionf
is concave and is linear, f(0) = g( ), and f(b) > ¢g(b) for
someb > 0, then f(x) < g(x) for all x < 0.
Combining [79) and{80), we obtain

E[n(t + 1)]F(1)]
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Y

E[—Ae~ @6+ 4 — (t+ D)|F@)]

£(t) + Ko

CCHDIF ()] + Ae™ W (1)
Ae—o€EOR[e-al€t+)-60) _ 1| F(4)]

E(t+1)
K,

Y

E[—Ae™ D F (1)) +
E[- Ae™
n(t) —

n(t) —

A
ve

Ae “OE[—a(&(t +1)

+ %az(g(wr 1)

—&(t)
— &(t))2e 3| F (1))
>n(t) + Aae™@ t)[ %angaKS]

®)
> n(t)

where(a) follows from the fact that foiz| < K,

:z_:x_’:

a2/ K K2
<1 S(+3+T5+)
<ltet+ (5 +35+-

(81)

2
Sl—t—:v—t—%eK;

and (b) holds since

1
iaKBQeO‘K?’ =

605
< TKQ < KQ

0.5K9

1
ZKQS K3

APPENDIXIII
PROOF OF THEPROPOSITIONS

A. Proof of Propositiorf 1

Fix a time instant and assume thatf*~! = y*~!. For ease
of notation, in the following we drop the time indesxor p;(t)
and simply writep;.

Let

Ay = Pr(IPM = 4|yt = ¢,

Define for each € 2 andx € X:

Ay = Z A =Pr(X =20 =4, Y7 =4 1) (82)
v:y(i)==
and
piw = pilhi. =Pr(X =2,0 =iy =471, (83)

Notice that for each,j € Q, z,2/ € X, and for a fixed
posterior distribution, the various messages are mapped in
inputs of the channel independently of each other and hence,

A =M (84)
()=

T (j)=a’

Rearranging terms and using Jensen’s inequality, we obtain

EJS(p(t), FPM)
( (%)

=3\ sz

ye€ =1

J#i
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>y ¥ wo(r]3

i=1 T€EX v: y(i)=x
>3 Y phn(n 21_

_ ) Then
= pl_ () p;(t) > p. (87)

A Let z,2/ € X be two inputs of the channel satisfying
Z A-V Pv(j)> D(P,||P,) = Cy. Also, define the encoding function

Pi

i=1xeX J#i v y(i)=z - T %
M ¥(1) = B . 88)
R p; A () { , , (
_ZZPMDODE > T > Z A'IPZ/> z'  otherwise
mheed 7 ¢ EX’Y‘ V(Z):m By definition [38), from [8F), and by the selection ofz’:
955 (P i T rshso P BJS(p().7") > BIS(p(t),4) > py()D(P,|[Pyr) > 5C1.
- : Pi,x T 1— Di (89)
i=1xeX
M
_ Z b D(P > wrex(my Por = piar P )) C. Proof of Propositiofi 13
Tiacx L=pi Let
= S p.n(P > wcn(Th Por — piar Par) Ta(t) = 3 pi(t),  xe{0,1}.  (90)
B i—1 2eX Pis ! 1—p; 1€Q: yCHBZ(j)=¢
M . Let
~ Pi Z ’ pi.z'Pm/ L*
+ Pix D<Pw ””7) . R 1
;;( 1 —p; pi ky :=k* — sign Zpi(t)—i :

M ) N =1
- Z Z Di pi D<Pz M) and define
; 1= pi ;

i=1zeX Pi k* 1 k3 1
M 5 )= it——’, = it__‘-
ZZZ Pix D(Pm ZT‘_;,PI/> ) ;p() 2 ;p() 2
i—1aex P z'EX - . S . .
L Supposey pi(.t)”— 5 < 0 which implies thatc; = £* 4 1.
D e IR 1D< i m) Note that by definitionso(t) = 3 — 01(t), prs (t) = 01(t) +
il e ¢ zEeX 82(t), andmi(t) = £ +61(t). In this case, the EJS divergence
M 5. Mo is bounded as
S Pi,x _ Pi
a i=1 xeX 1- pi =1 1- pi E‘]S( ( ) GHBZ)
M _ Mo 2 mo(t) — pi(t m(t
T4 plp ¢ 1pr ¢ :Zpi(tw(POH Ol(zp'(t)( )PO+ 1—12')@)&)
1=1 P =1 P i=1 7 i
— m1(t) — pr= (¢t
’ © (] g )
where (a) follows from (84); and inequalityb) follows from 2
(t t) — pi(t
Fact[1 and that . Z pi(t)D(P1H 1 io .)(t) Pyt 711(1 ?t)( )P1>
S AD(Pe]| 3 M) g g
reX z’'eX (a)

is the mutual informatiol (X;Y’) between an inpuX with
probability mass functiodA; , }.cx and the output produced P P
by the channel (see property (8) of the JS divergence), and + iz (D Hz ot 55

thus is smaller than the capacity.
+ (71 (1) — pig () (Pl [rops+ o)

B. Proof of Propositiof 2 (b)

o 2 mo(t)D( Po||mo(t) t)P,
Fix a timet and assume that*~! = y~!. Recall that""V mo(t) ( of|mo(®)Po + m (¢) 1)
denotes the random encoding function of the variable-fengt

posterior matching scheme in Section IV-B. By definitibn)(38 + pr; (H)D H 2P0 + Pl

and by Propositiofil1,
ISl ) > EIS 1 = T () — gy (t))D<P0H7T1(t)P0 ; m(t)Pl)

. ()
Now, assume thahax;cq p;(t) > p and define > D<POH%PO + %Pl)

i := arg max p;(t). 86) =
ieQ



where (a) follows from the facts thatL’(’;)(t) < 7o(b),
71 (t)—p *(t) . ;
ﬁ < 3, T8 < my(t), and by Lemmdli(b)

holds because of condition (41); afig follows from the facts

that KL divergence is convexro(t))? + 1 pks () + (w1 (t) —

pr; (0)m1(t) = $+01(8)(61(t)—b2(t)) < 5, and by Lemmall.
The proof for the casgf; pi (t)—% > 0 follows similarly.
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Next we prove by contradiction that*'s! satisfies[(50), i.e.,

Syt () < pilt), Vi€ {j € Q: 4 (j) =

0}. (94)

Suppose there exists € Q such thaty*l#'(k) = 0 and
Pr(t)
Case 1.0 < pi(t)
Define the encoding functiofy, as follows

< by (t). We consider two cases:
<15 A (t):

= 2%y

1 if i =k
D. Proof of Propositio (i) = . 95
, P rEI4 , o 710 {7A‘g1(z’) otherwise (%5)
Supposey is an encoding function that satisfiés](50). Let
We have
m(t)= Y pit) forzeXx={0,1},
i€Q: A(i)=x 0< 5% (t) = 67Alg1 (t) - 2pk(t) < 67Alg1 (t),
and definei(t) = mo(t) — 71 (¢). From [B0), which contradicts[{93).
) ' ' Case |l. %5,YAlg1 (t) < Pk (t) < 5,YAlg1 (t):
0<6(t) <pilt), Vie{jeQ:y(j)=0} (91)  Define the encoding functiofi, as follows
We have (i) = 1= A1), VieQ. (96)
EJS(p(t),) We have

Z (

SO0

—ipiu) (P

G#i
i(T t
- ¥ ()D<P @ f) l[()t)()Po—i-lil(‘)(t)Pl)
i€ y(i)=0 Pi pi
t t) — pi(t
1€ v(z) 1 pilt pi
(a) 1 1
> - -
> ( 2Po + 2P1>
i€ 'y(l
1
+ <P1 ’ Po+ —P1>
2 2 [1]
1€Q: v(z) 1
©e

(2]
where (a) follows from the facts thatr(t) — pi(t) < 71 ()
for any i with (i) = 0, m(¢) < mo(t), and since for two
distributionsP and@ and« € [0, 1], D(P|laP + (1 — @)Q)
is decreasing ino (see Lemmd]l); andb) follows from [4
Fact[1 and since the capacity of the channel is achieved by
the uniform input distribution.

On the other hand, ib;(t) > 2, then cond|t|on|150) is only
satisfied by the encoding functiop under which¥(: ) =0
and4(j) = 1 for all j # «. Therefore, ifp;(t) > p we obtain

EJS(p(t),7) > p;(t) D(Fol| Pr) > pC1.

(3]

(5]
(6]

(7]
E. Proof of Propositiof5
For any encoding function € &, let

sH= S - 3

1€Q: y(i)=0 1€Q: y(i)=1

(8]

pit).  (92)

El

Algorithm [ computes, (¢) for all 2/ encoding functions [10]
v € £ and selectsgy*'8! such that

Algl [11]

argmin 0, (t).
VEE: 8, (£)>0

0 (93)

0 < 05, () = 2p(t) — (S.YAlgl (t) < 6,YAlgl (t),

which again contradict$ (93).
Algorithm [2 constructs an encoding function that satisfies
(50). Algorithm[2 terminates in at modt/ (M

—1)/2 rounds

of operations, where in each round the main computational
burden is to find an element &, with the lowest belief.
Note that we do not have to search for the element with the
lowest belief in each round if we sort all the beliefs once in
the beginning, which has complexity ord@(M log M).
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