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Abstract—Correlation between channel state and source sym-
bol is under investigation for a joint source-channel coding
problem. We investigate simultaneously the lossless transmission
of information and the empirical coordination of channel inputs
with the symbols of source and states. Empirical coordination is
achievable if the sequences of source symbols, channel states,
channel inputs and channel outputs are jointly typical for a
target joint probability distribution. We characterize the joint
distributions that are achievable under lossless decoding con-
straint. The performance of the coordination is evaluated by
an objective function. For example, we determine the minimal
distortion between symbols of source and channel inputs for
lossless decoding. We show that the correlation source/channel
state improves the feasibility of the transmission.

Index Terms—Shannon Theory, State-dependent Channels,
Joint Source-Channel Coding Problem, Empirical Coordina-
tion, Empirical Distribution of Symbols, Non-Causal Encod-
ing/Decoding.

|I. INTRODUCTION

State-dependent channels with state information at the
encoder have been widely studied since the publication of

In this paper, we investigate the problem of correlation
between channel state and source symbol with a constraint
of empirical coordination. Although the problem of corre-
lation state/source is different from the problem of state
amplification, both problems coincide when considering the
transmission of channel states only. The reliability ciétave
consider is based on empirical coordinatidh [7], [8], [9kca
referred as empirical correlation. An error occurs if seopes
of source symbols, channel states, channel inputs and ehann
outputs are not jointly typical for a target joint probatyijior if
the decoding is not lossless. This result applies to coatiin
games [[5], in which the encoder aims at maximizing an
objective function that depends on symbols of source and
channel while transmitting lossless information to theatter.
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Gel'fand P'nSk?rS_art'Cle ll] The authors characteribe tC and decoderD implement a coding scheme such that sequences of
channel capacity in the general case and Costa evaluaigsools(U™,S™, X™, Y™, U™) € A" (Q) are jointly typical for the target

it for channels with additive white Gaussian noise in [Zprobability distributionQ(u, s, z, y, @) and the decoding is lossless.
Interestingly, additional noise does not lower the channel

capacity while it is observed by the encoder. In this seftihg

Channel model and definitions are presented in Bé&c. Il. In

encoder has non-causal state information,it observes the sec[T], we characterize the set of achievable empiricsttili
whole sequence of channel states. This hypothesis is relevigytion. In Sec[ TV, we compare this result to previous works
for problems such as computer memory with defect [3] ignd to the case of non-correlated channel state/informatio
which the encoder observes the sequence of defects orldigiigurce. Secv provides numerical results that illustrée t
watermarking(|4] since the sequence of states is a wateedarkenefit of taking into account the correlation between ciehnn
image/data. Non-causal state information is also appat®ristate and information source. The conclusion is stated i Se

for the problem of empirical coordination![5], since the s§gTand sketches of proof of the main result are presented in
quence of source symbol acts as channel states. More rgcemthy [ and[B.

the notion of "state amplification” was introduced in [6]. In

this framework, the decoder is also interested in acquiring Il. SYSTEM MODEL

some information about the channel state. The amount of sucirhe problem under investigation is depicted in [Eig. 1. Cap-
information is measured by the "uncertainty reduction"ratetal letter U denotes the random variable and lowercase letter
The authors characterize the optimal trade-off region betw u € U/ denotes the realization. We denotel®y, 5™, X", Y,
reliable data rate and uncertainty reduction rate. As aiaped/", the sequences of random variables of the source symbols
case, they consider that the encoder only transmit the sequeu™ = (u1,...,u,) € U™, of channel state™ € S", of channel

of channel-states. inputsz™ € X", of channel outputg™ € Y™ and of outputs
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of the decodeti™ € U™. We assume the sets, S, X, Y are a pair of functions ¢ = (f, g) defined by equations (3)-().

discrete and{™ denotes thex-time cartesian product of sét FooUT X ST AT 3)
Notation A(X) stands for the set of probability distributions ' ’
P(X) over X. The variational distance between probabilities g: Y'r—Uu". 4)

Q a”‘?”’ is denoted by|Q—P|, = 1_/2'216X |Q(a:)—73(:c)| The empirical distribution Q™ € A(U xS x X x Y xU) of
Notation 1 (4|u) denotes the indicator function that equal§equences (U™, 8™, 2™,y @) € U x S x X" x Y x UP

1if &« = v and O otherwise. The_Markov chain property isg defined by equation (B) where N(u|u™) denotes the number
denoted byY -e- X - U and holds if for all(u, z, y) we have of occurrence of symbol u € U in sequence u" € U
P(y|x,u) = P(y|x). The information source and channel states
are i.i.d. distributed withP,s and the channel is memoryless Q" (u, s, x,y, )
with transition probability7, .. The statistics ofP,s and 7y, R n
are known by both encodér and decodeD. V(u,s,2,y,4) € UxSEXXXYxU. ®)

Coding Process: A sequence of source symhélss U™  Fix a target probability distribution Q € AU x S x X x Y x
and channel stateg’ ¢ S” are drawn from the i.i.d. probabil- /), the error probability of the code ¢ € C(n) is defined by
ity distribution defined by equatiol](1). Encodérobserves equation (6).
u™ € U", s" € S™ non-causally and sends a sequence of (

o -

N(u7 S? x? y’ ﬁ|un7 Sn7 xn? yn’ ﬁn)

3

channel inputst™ € X™. The sequence of channel outputs Pe(c) = P. all > 5) + P (U" #* U"), (6)
y™ € Y™ is drawn according to the discrete and memoryless v

transition probability defined by equatidd (2). where Q™ € A(U X S x X x Y x U) is the random variable
of the empirical distribution of the sequences of symbols
o (U, 8", X" Y™ U™) € U™ x 8™ x X™ x Y™ x U™ induced
Py (u™,s") = HPUS(uiv $i); ) by the code c € C(n) and probability distributions Pys, Ty|xs.

Definition IL.2 A probability distribution Q € A(UX S x X x
Y xU) is achievable if for all € > 0, there exists an € N such
that for all n > 7 there exists a code c¢ € C(n) that satisfies:

> s) +PC(U” £ U”) <e (7)

T (e, ") = [] Twilas, s0)- )

i=1

The decoder observes the sequence of channel ouputs .

Y™ and returns a sequencé € U". We consider lossless Pe(c) = Pc(HQ -Q

decoding: the sequence of output of the decodtere U™

should be equal to the source sequefite= u™ € U™. If the error probabilityPe (c) is small, the empirical frequency
The objective of this work is to characterize the set dff Symbols(u,s,x,y,4) € U x S x X XY xUlis close to

empirical distributionsQ € AU x S x X x Y x U) the probablhtyd|str|but|orQ(u,s,x,y,u),z.e. th_e_sequen(_:e of

that are achievable,e. for which the decoding is losslessSYmbPoIs(U™, 5™, X, Y™, U™) € Az"(Q) are jointly typical

and the encoder and decoder can implement sequencedobftarget distributionQ(u, s, z,y, @), with large probability.
symbols (U™, S, X", Y™ Un) € A*(Q) that are jointly In that case, sequences of symbols are coordinated entlgirica

typical for probability distributionQ with high probability. ||, CHANNEL STATE CORRELATED WITH THE SOURCE

The Qef|n|t|9n of typical sequence is stated_ pp. 2700l [10]. We consider probability distributior®,s for the source and
In this setting, the sequence of channel inp$ must . .

) o ) : " on Ty|xs for the channel. We characterize the set of probability
be coordinatedif. jointly typical) with (U™, S™). The per- ’s. = . A

s T - distribution Q(u, s, z,y,4) € AU xS x X x Y xU) that are

formance of the coordination is evaluated by an ObJeCtl\éechievable
functionrv : U x § x & x Y — R, as stated in[]5]. For '
example, we characterize the minimal distortion level, z)
between the source symbole i/ and channel input € X
under lossless decoding constraint. Error probabilithuatas
simultaneously the lossless transmission of informatiod a

Theorem IIL.1 (Source Correlated with Channel State)
1) The joint probability distribution Q(u,s,x,y, @) is
achievable if and only if it decomposes as follows:

the empirical coordination of symbols of source, statenciea Q(u, s) = Pus(u, s),
input, channel output and decoder output. Since the degodiy  Q(y|z, s) = T (y|x, s),
is lossless, a joint distributio® € A(U x S x X' x Y xU) is Q(alu) = 1(afu)

achievable if the marginal probability distributio®(@|u) =

1 (4|u) is equal to the indicator function. However, the lossles Y e (X,5) = U,

decoding condition is more restrictive than marginal ctindi Pus(u,s) @ Q(z[u, s) ® T (y|z, s) @ L(afu) is achievable.
Q(ﬂIU) = 1(alu), since sequence§™ = U™ should be 2) The probability distribution Pys(u,s) @ Q(z|u,s) &
strictly equal. T (y|x, s) ® 1(a|u) is achievable if:

Definition IL.1 A code ¢ € C(n) with non-causal encoder is g?g (I(U’ W3Y) = I(W; S|U) = H(U)) >0, ®)



3) The probability distribution Pys(u,s) ® Q(zlu,s) ® Corollary IIL3 (Side Information at the Decoder)

T (y|x, s) ® 1(a|u) is not achievable if: Probability distribution Pys,(u, s, 2)Q@Q(x|u, )T (y|z, $)®
1(a|u) is achievable if:

max (I(U, W,Y) — I(W; S|U) — H(U)> <0, (9

QeQ max (I(U, WY, Z) — I(W; S|U) — H(U)) >0, (13)

where Q is the set of distributions Q EAUXS X W x X x eee

Y x U) with auxiliary random variable W that satisfies: where Q is the set of distributions Qe AUXS X ZXxW x

- . X x Y xU) with auxiliary random variable W that satisfies:
ZwEW Q(U, S, T, W, Y, U)

= Pus(uv '5) ® Q(x|u, 8) ® T(y|x, '9) @ ]l(ﬁ|u)7 Zwew Q(”v $,2,T,W, y7ﬁ)

Y - (X, S) - (U,W). = Pusz(u,5,2) @ Qxlu, s) @ T (ylz,s) ® L(a|u),
. ) Y - (X, 5) - (U, 2, W),
Since Pys(u, s), Q(z|u,s), T(y|lr,s), L(a|u) are fixed, the 7 - (U, 8) - (X, Y, W).

set Q corresponds to the set of transition probability Q. |usx-
Only achievability result is stated in Corollaty 111.3 bute
Sketchs of proof of Theorem .1 are stated in Appendicegnverse holds. Proofs are obtained by replacing the channe
[Aland[B. We refer to equatiof(8) as "information constraint'butputy by (Y, Z) in App.[A andB.
Transition probability Q(z|u, s) is the unique degree
of freedom for the joint distributionQ(u, s,z,y, %) since Corollary IL4 (Removing Coordination of Channel Input)
Pus(u, s), T (ylz,s) and L (i|u) are the data of the problem. 7,055 decoding is achievable if:
Q(z|u, s) characterizes the empirical coordination of the chan-
nel inputs X™ with sequences of source/stdté", S™). This max <I(U, W,Y) — I(W;S|U) — H(U)> > 0. (14)
result applies to optimization problems of objective fuocs Quanlus
v:UxSxX x)Y — R that depend simultaneously on

Converse of Corollarf/ TIT4 also holds. As no coordinatisn i
symbols(U, S, X,Y") of source and channel. v inatien |

required betweenX and (U, S), transition probabilityQ,,s
is a degree of freedom for maximizing_{14). Proof is a direct

Example II1.2 (Minimal Distortion Source/Input Symbols) consequence of TheordmTll.1 since the maximuniid (14) is
Consider distortion function d : U x X — R for source/input taken over transitiong, and O usx instead ofd usx ONlY.
symbols. The minimal distortion level D* is given by: xue s s

X Y
D* = min E|d(U, X)]|, 10 —
o Blew 0] a0 S T
= T~ ~ - €
where A* is the convex closure of the set of achievable Qs §=0 1 1 \1 —& == 1
\)\/\ -
A* = COnV{QX‘us st max (I(U, W;Y) — I(W; S|U) — H(U)) > o}. (1) Do 9 e ~-_ £ 5
w|usx
1-¢
Equation (LQ) is a direct consequence of Theorem see X Y
also [15]. Consider a smaller distortion level D° < D*. The 1—¢
corresponding transition probability Q;’Ius ¢ A* is not achiev- D3 0 Sy 0
able. There is no code c¢(n) such that X™ is coordinated, i.e. S§=1 D4 1 l—e¢ ~><c¢ 1
jointly typical, with (U™, S™) for target probability distribution 1 >~ -
Pus ® Q;‘us. Hence, distortion level D° is not achievable. Ps 2 2 T =< 2
2

For any objective function, Theoren{IIl.1 characterizes theFig. 3. ChannefT(ylz, s) with statesS ¢ {0.1) depending on error

coordination@, s € A* that is achievable and optimall [5]: probability = € [0,0.5]. Probabilities (po, p1,p2, p3; pa, ps) characterize
the transition probabilityQ(x|s). The unique difference between states
max E[V(Ua S, X, Yﬂ . (12) se {0, 1} holds for the channel inpuX = 2. Exploitation of the correlation

Qqus€A between channel staté and source symbdl/ improves the transmission.
Zn
l IV. COMPARISON WITHPREVIOUS WORK
Pocs ur C X" @ e D ur In this section, we consider the result stated in Corollary
U [lT.4]for lossless decoding, removing the coordinationmstn
S T T X and (U, S). We compare our result to the case of "State

Amplification" [6] and independent source/st&té S), [11].

Fig. 2. Decoder observes a side informatigncorrelated with(U, S).

Consider decoder observes a side informattonorrelated Corollary IV.1 (Comparison with Previous Work)
with (U, S), drawn i.i.d. withP,,, as stated in Fid.]2. o When the source is the state S = U, information constraint



(I4) reduces to eq. (2) in [6] for "state amplification”:

max I(S, X;Y) — H(S) > 0. (15) ¢ ——Max I(X;Y[S) - H(U)
Qs o4 © Max I(X;Y|U) = 1(X;S|U) = H(U]Y)
o When source U is independent of state S, information 'g ol
constraint (I4) reduces to the one stated in [[I1)], [I]]: B '
o
maxg <I(U7 W,Y)—-I(W;S|U) — H(U)) >0 (-83 02l
% 011
= maxg (I(W;Y) —I(W;8) — H(U)) >0. (16) £
I=IN
Proof of equation[(16) in Corollafy 1M1 is stated in [12]. As
mentioned in[[111], separation holds when random variabies o ol N
the channel S, X,Y) are independent of the sourte 5 YRRy YRy r—— P PP R—

Proposition IV.2 The benefit of exploiting the correlation

between source U and channel state S is greater than: Fig. 5. Upper bound18) ofi{l6) is smaller than the lower bo{I) on

information constrain{14) of Corollafy 14.
max (I(U,W;Y)—I(W;S\U)—H(U)) a9
wa\us

- max (I(W;Y) —I(W;8) — H(U)) >minI(U;Y). (17) consider the maximization over parametérs, p4, ps)-
xw (s

x|s

Proof of Propositiof IV is stated in [12]. e Fora = 0.99 in Fig.[5, the upper bound (1.8) oh {16) is

always smaller than the lower boudid(19) on our information
X X ) _constraint[(I¥). For some values afthe decoder can recover

fig\lﬁee [%Ogselggrr]dtihn% %hna%gfgynvgréféa%yd%’]S;ndde'?r'gej%i'nnt the source. Exploitation of the correlation between chhnne

probability distribution Pys(u, s) defined by figure 4. The States and source symbdlV improves the transmission.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS WITHOUT COORDINATION

S=0 S=1 e For ¢ = 0.101 in Fig. [@, upper bound[(18) ori_(L6)
e w is negative and does not depend on correlation parameter
U=0| = T . For large values ofa, the [I9) lower bound on[{14)
is positive. Hence, the decoder can recover the information
U=1 17Ta lJfTa source exploiting the correlation betwe&nand S.
Fig. 4. Joint probability distributionPys(u, s). If o = 0, the random 008 : : ‘ :
variablesU and S are independent. Ifx = 1, both random variables are ——Max I(X;Y[S) - H(U) D
equal:U = S. The marginal probability distributions dif and S are always 0o - Max 1(X;Y]U) = I(X;S|U) - H(UJY)
equal to the uniform probability distributio(0.5, 0.5). =
‘© o002t
correlation between the information soufi@eand the channel %
state S depends on parameter € [0,1]. We evaluate the o
benefit of exploiting the correlation between souideand s |
channel state5 for different values of parameters € [0, 1] T
ande € [0,0.5]. Since the information constraint with auxil- g
iary random variabléV is difficult to characterize, we consider £ ™[
the following upper[(I8) and lowef (1L9) bounds: =
-0.06
@ < wx (1x718)- HO), 18) ¢
(p3,P4,p5) ~0.08

@) >  max (I(X;Y|U)—I(X;S\U)—H(U\Y)). (19)
(p3,p4,P5)
e (I8) is an upper bound o {116) that does not take infdg. 6. Upper bo_und:(JS) oE(_]lB) does not dependhasince the correlation
account the correlation betweéhand S. betweenU and S is not taken into account.
e (19) is a lower bound ori_{14) of Corolldry1Il.4 that takes
into account the correlation betweéhand S. VI. CONCLUSION

Only parametersps, p4, ps) are chosen in order to maximize We consider a state dependent channel in which the channel
the lower bound{19) on the information constraint. Regaydi state is correlated with the source symbol. We investigate
upper bound[(d8), since parametéfs,pi,p2) = (%, %, %) simultaneously the lossless transmission of informatiod a
maximize the mutual informatiod(X;Y|S = 0), we only the empirical coordination of channel inputs with the syisbo



of source and states. We characterize the set of achievable
empirical distributions with or without side informatiort a
the decoder. Based on this result, we determine the minimal
distortion between symbols of source and channel inputsuund

lossless decoding constraint. Correlation between indiion
source and channel state improves the feasibility of theldas
transmission.

APPENDIXA
SKETCH OF ACHIEVABILITY OF THEOREM[IT.I]

There exist®) > 0, ratesRy > 0 andR, > 0 such that :

Rw > H(U)+4, (20)

R > I(W;S|U)+0, (21)

Ry +R. < I(U,W;Y)—5. (22)

e Random codebook. Generate|M| = 2"Rw sequence

U™(m) with index m € M drawn from the i.i.d.
marginale probability distribution P®". For each

index m € M, generate| M| = 2"R sequences

W"(m,l) € W™ with index! € M, drawn from the
i.i.d. marginal probability distributionQ%l’f] depending
on U™(m).

n . H(U)
H(U")

HU"™E=0)4+n-¢

(U™ Y"E=0)+HU"|Y", E=0)+4+n-¢
(U™, Y"|E=0)4+n-2e

(27)
(28)
(29)
(30)

IN A

n .
S IUT YT E=0) 402
i=1

(31

n .
Syt Thy, BE=0) 4026
i=1

IA

(32)

n
= Y Ity sk v E=0)
1=1
n .
- I vut Yy T E=0) 4 2e 33)
1=1

n
i—1
= S IwtyY'" S YE=0)
1=1

n
i—1
- SIS Y” \Un,S?+I,E:0)+71425 (34)
i=1
n . . 1
—i i n
= > 1u;,uT" Yy L Si13 Yl E = 0)
i=1
n . . 1
— SIS UL Y TS |U, E=0)4+n -3 (35)
i=1

n n
= Y I(U;, Wi VB =0)— 3 I(W;;S;|U;, E=0)+n- 3¢
i=1 i=1

(36)

IA

n - max
QeQ

Eqg. (27) comes from the i.i.d. property of the source.

Eq. (28) is due to Fano for coordinaticR{E = 1) < ¢, [12].
Eqg. (30) is due to Fano's inequality for lossless decodirdj.[1
Eq. (29), [31),[(3R) and_(33) come from properties of MI.

(I(U,W;Y)—I(W:S\U)) +n-de. 37)

e Encoding function. The encoder observes the sequended. (34) comes from the Csiszar sum identity.

of source symbol§/™ € U™ and finds the indexn € M
such thatU™ = «™(m). It finds the index. € M| such
that the sequence™(m,l) € A™(U™,S™) is jointly
typical with the source sequencé&™, S™). Encoder
sends the sequenc&™ drawn from the probability
Q%" depending on sequencés” (m,1),u"(m), S™).

x|wus

e Decoding function. The decoder observes the sequence

Y™ and finds the indexegn,l) € M x M, such that
(u"(m), w" (m, 1)) € A(Y").

" =u"™(m).

From Packing and Covering Lemmas stated [in| [10] ppl4]
46 and 208, equation$ (20}, (21}, (22) imply the expected

probability of error events are bounded byor all n > n:

Ee {P(Vm e M, U"™(m) # U"H <e,
[
[
[

Ec P(am’ #m, st (U (m/), w"(m', 1)) € A;n(Y")>] <e.

(23)

Ec ”P(Vl e My, W"(m, 1) ¢ AL (U™ (m), s"))] <e, (24)

Ec ”P(H(m/,l/) % (m, 1), st. (U™ (m’), w™(@m', 1")) € A;"(Y"))} < e,(25)

(26)

There exists a code* € C(n) with Pe(c*) < 8¢ for

all n > n. Lossless decoding condition is satisfied sinceg)

P (U™ # U™) < 4e. SequencegU”, S, X", Y, U") e

Ar(Q) are jointly typical with high probability, hence em-

pirical coordination requirement is satisfied.

APPENDIXB
SKETCH OF CONVERSE OFTHEOREM[TT]

Define error even® = 1 if (U", 8", X", Y",U") ¢ A™
and E = 0 otherwise.

It returns sequence

Eq. (35) is due tdU;, S;) independent of U, S”, ), [12].
Eq. (38) is due to auxiliary RWV; = (U, Y*~1 857 ) .

Eq. (31) is due to continuity of Ml and maximum over
auxiliary random variabledl’ s.t.Y - (X, 5) o W, [12].
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