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Abstract—We characterize the resolvability region for a large
class of point-to-point channels with continuous alphabets. In
our direct result, we prove not only the existence of good
resolvability codebooks, but adapt an approach based on the
Chernoff-Hoeffding bound to the continuous case showing that
the probability of drawing an unsuitable codebook is doubly
exponentially small. For the converse part, we show that our
previous elementary result carries over to the continuous case
easily under some mild continuity assumption.

I. INTRODUCTION

Channel resolvability has been established as an important
tool in information-theoretic security [4], [3], [7]. In par-
ticular, strong secrecy can be derived directly from channel
resolvability. The latter, roughly speaking, is defined as the
asymptotically smallest rate of a uniform random seed that
is needed to generate a channel input for which the channel
output well approximates a given target output under some
suitable approximation measure. Potential measures that are
commonly used in the literature are the Kullback-Leibler
divergence and the variational distance. In this paper, we focus
on the latter one which is strong enough to be related to
security concepts from cryptography [11].

To the best of our knowledge, Wyner [22] was the first to
propose the problem of approximating a given output distribu-
tion over a communication channel with as little randomness
as possible on the transmitter side. In [22]], he used a nor-
malized Kullback-Leibler divergence to measure the deviation
between the actual and the target output distribution. Han
and Verdu [13] introduced the notion of channel resolvability
and formulated a similar problem except that they assumed
the variational distance as a metric. Unnormalized Kullback-
Leibler divergence was considered as a measure of similarity
in [14] and later in [15]; Rényi divergence was considered
in [24]]. The results of [4], [7], [6] show that not only good
resolvability codebooks exist but also that the probability of
drawing an unsuitable random codebook is doubly exponen-
tially small. Second order results for resolvability rate are pre-
sented in [21], [6] and for MAC in [10], [11]]. Nonasymptotic
results are obtained in [14].

Converse theorems for arbitrary input and output distribu-
tion (without i.i.d. assumption across channel uses) are con-
tained in [[13], [23] and [19] for MAC. A converse resolvability
result based on Kullback-Leibler divergence is shown in [22]
and a simpler argument is given in [16]. As we focus on
variational distance, these results do not carry over to our case.
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For MAC with finite alphabets and i.i.d. inputs, we have
established direct and converse results in [[L1]]. In this work,
we extend those results to continuous alphabets in the point-
to-point setting. This extension to nondiscrete alphabets is in
particular a step towards dropping the assumption common in
secrecy results that the wiretapper’s alphabet is discrete. Thus,
these results may be extended to many channels particularly
practically relevant in wireless communications such as the
AWGN or the Rayleigh fading channel. We also remark that
although we use the same technique as [6]], [10], the exten-
sion to nondiscrete alphabets is not entirely straightforward:
Dropping the assumption that the alphabets are finite means
that bounding the typical part of the variational distance with
applications of the Chernoff-Hoeffding and union bound is not
possible. Instead, we apply the Chernoff-Hoeffding bound in
the usual way and infer the bound on the variation distance
more directly as layed out in Lemmas 2] and B

II. PRELIMINARIES

A channel W = ((X,F),(¥,G),K) is given by an input
alphabet X with o-algebra F, an output alphabet ) with o-
algebra G and a stochastic kernel K which defines a stochastic
transition between the input and output alphabets. L.e., K is a
mapping from X x G to [0, 1] such that K (-, A) is measurable
for each A € G and K (x, -) is a probability measure on (), G)
for each x € X. We assume throughout this paper that the
input and output alphabets are Polish with Borel o-algebra. X
and Y are random variables denoting the channel input and
output respectively. Given o-algebras F and G, we denote their
product o-algebra by F ®G. Likewise, the product of n copies
of F is denoted by F®". The nth extension of K is given
by K®"(a™, X?Zl Aj) = H?Zl K (xj,A;). An input distri-
bution Qx on (X,F) induces a joint distribution Qx y on
(X X y,f@g) via Qx,y(Al X Ag) = fA1 K(l‘, AQ)Qx(dl‘)
for Ay € F, As € G. The induced output distribution is
denoted (Qy. The n-fold products of the input and output
distributions are denoted QQx» and Qy~, respectively. A
codebook for the input alphabet X with block length n and
rate R is a tuple C = (C(m))>P("™ | where the codewords
are C(m) € X™. We define the input distribution induced by
C as Pxn|c(A) := exp(—nR) Z:‘i(lnm Le(myea- Pxnic and
K®™ induce an input-output distribution Pxn yn|c and output
distribution Pyn|c. Any Qx on (X, F) induces a distribution
P: on the set of possible codebooks by drawing all the com-
ponents of all the codewords i.i.d. from X according to Q) x.
Given probability measures p and v on (X, F), we define the
variational distance as ||p — vy = sup g 7 ((A4) — v(4)).
We say that p is absolutely continuous with respect to v, in
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symbols 1 < v, if all v-null sets are p-null sets. If © < v, the
Radon-Nikodym theorem states that there exists a measurable
function % : X = [0,00), called the Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tive, such that for every A € F, u(A) = [, Z—ﬁ(m)u(dm).
Given a channel and an input distribution, we define for any
x € X and y € )Y the information density of (z,y) as
i(z,y) = log %(y). By convention, we say that the
information density is oo on the singular set where K (z,-)
is not absolutely continuous with respect to @y and —oo
where the relative density is 0. Note that if the information
density is finite almost everywhere, we can pick versions of
the Radon-Nikodym derivatives such that (z, y) is measurable
with respect to F ® G [25, Chap. 5, Theorem 4.44]. In this
case, we can define the mutual information of X and Y as

I(X;Y) :=Eqy,i(z,y).

III. RESOLVABILITY REGION

Given a channel W = ((X,F),(¥,G),K) and an out-
put distribution Qy, a rate R € [0,00) is called achiev-
able if there is a sequence (C¢);>1 of codebooks with
strictly increasing block lengths m, and rate R such that
limy_y o0 ||Pyn[|C€ — QY""HTV = 0. The resolvability region
Sw,qy s the closure of the set of all achievable rates.

Theorem 1. Let W = (X, F), (V,G), K) be a channel such
that X is compact and for each A C Y, x — K(x,A) is a
continuous mapping. Let QQy be an output distribution. Define

G(Qy) = {Qx :Qx induces Qy through W,
Iy v (X3Y) < oo}

Then

inf

S ={ReR:R>
WQx { = QxeG(Qy)

IQX,Y(X;Y)}.

The inclusion “D” is a direct consequence of Theorem [4]
in Section [[V] which is a variation of Theorem [2] our main
direct result. Theorems [2] and E] do not require the input
alphabet to be compact and in many practically relevant cases,
Theorem [2] even states that not only there exists a sequence
of codebooks witnessing that the rate is achievable, but also
that the probability of randomly drawing a “bad” codebook
vanishes doubly exponentially with increasing block length.
The inclusion “C” is a consequence of Theorem [3] proven in
Section [V}

IV. DIRECT RESULTS

The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Given a channel W = ((X,F),(¥,G), K),
an input distribution QQx such that the moment-generating
function Eq , exp(t - i(X,Y)) of the information density
exists and is finite for some t > 0, and R > I[(X;Y), there
exist y1 > 0 and o > 0 such that for large enough block

lengths n, the randomized codebook distributions of block
length n and rate R satisfy

Pe (HPyn|c —Qyr Hrv > eXP(*Vln))
<exp(—exp(yen)). (1)

With a slight refinement of the proof, we can also establish
the following second-order result.

Theorem 3. Given a channel W = ((X,F),(¥,6), K),
an input distribution Qx such that the information density
i(X,Y) has finite central second moment V and finite absolute
third moment p, £ > 0 and ¢ > 1, suppose the rate R depends
on n in the following way:

RI(X;YH\/gQ‘l(éHcIOg”, @)

n

where Q := 1 — ® with ® the distribution function of the
standard normal density. Then, for any d € (0,¢ — 1) and n
that satisfy ple—d)/2 > 6, we have

Fe (HPY"IC — Qynlyy > 1 (1 n %) n ﬁ)
<exp (—%nuexp(nRO

7 3 1
z e _p3(c—d=1)
+(6+ 37T/26Xp(4))exp( n ),

3)

where
— logn p
= . d
ECICACE \/W)+V3\/ﬁ

tends to & for n — oo.

In order to prove these theorems, given a codebook C, we
write the variational distance as

HPY"IC —Qyn ||TV
= S%I;m (Pynic(4) = Qyn(4))

Ae
dPYn’|C n ) n
— — e 1 n(d
Aséé%n/A ( 10y (y™) Qyn(dy™)
dPynic, r
) — 2y — 1| . 4
Qyn {de (¥") )

Note that throughout the proofs, we only consider code-
books C for which Py« |c is absolutely continuous with respect
to (Qy~. We can do this because the existence of a finite mutual
information implies that K (z, -) is absolutely continuous with
respect to @y for almost every x, and so the probability
of drawing a codebook for which Py c is not absolutely
continuous with respect to Qy - is 0. Similarly, we assume the
existence of the other Radon-Nikodym derivatives that appear.

We define the typical set
1

7= {Eny) b <1y o



and split Py»|c into two measures

Pr.e(A) = exp(~nR)

exp(nR) ©6)
Z K®(C(m), An{y": (C(m),y") € Tc})
Pyc(A) = exp(—nP)
exp(nR) 7
Z E®" (C(m), An{y" : (C(m),y") ¢ T2}) .

We observe PYTL'C = Py ¢+ P> ¢, which allows us to split @
into a typical and an atypical part

HPY"\C — Qyn HTV
dPic dPsc -
E . > n > ny _ 1
dpP +
i [Be ] oo ®
dQYn

We next state and prove two lemmas that we will use as tools
to bound the typical and atypical parts of this term separately.

Lemma 1 (Bound for atypical terms). Suppose Qxn yn» (X" X
Y\ T.) < pandé €[0,1]. Then

Pe(Pac (V") > (1 +) < exp (~ gPuexplam) )

Proof. Observe Ep, (P2,c(V")) = Qxn yn (X" x Y\ T2) <

1 and bound
Pe (Poc(YV") > p(1+4))
= Pe (exp(nR) P c(Y") > pexp(nR)(1 +6))

exp(nR)
pc( S KO (Clm) " (Clm. ™) £ T2)

m=1

> pexp(nR)(1+ 5))

1
< exp (—§62u exp(nR)) .

The inequality follows from the Chernoff-Hoeffding bound [}
Ex. 1.1] by noting that we sum probabilities (i.e. values in
[0,1]) on the left side, that these probabilities are indepen-
dently distributed under P and that by the hypothesis of the
lemma the expectation of the term on the left is bounded by

wexp(nR). O
Lemma 2 (Bound for typical terms). Let 6, A > 0 and define
r:=exp(n(R—-I(X;Y) —¢)). )

Suppose r/(6)\) > 1. Then

d +
PC <EQY" [dg;i (yn) - 1:| > 5)

3m 307\ A
< — — | — —
< <1 + 5 CXP ( e ) 7 + exp( A))

exp(—dN).

(10)

Before we prove this lemma, we make an observation that
we need in the proof.

Lemma 3. Let f be a measurable function mapping code-
books and elements of V" to the nonnegative reals and let
A6 > 0. Then

P = Pe (Egn f(C,y"™) > 6)
< EgnEp, (exp()\f(C, y"))) exp(—dA). (11)
Proof. An application of the Chernoff bound yields
P < Ep, (exp (AEqn f(C,y"))) exp(—0A).

We can then prove (II)) by successive applications of Jensen’s
inequality and Fubini’s theorem. |

Proof of Lemma [2l We begin by examining parts of the term
in (I0) for fixed, but arbitrary C and 3™ and rewrite

P, . exp(nR)
I W= 2 e (I GY) <)
(K (C(m), )

i 1 n .
dQYn (y ) (C(m),ym)eT:

Now, we observe that the indicator function bounds the relative
density to be at most exp(n((X;Y)+¢)) and thus every term
in the sum to range within [0, 1] and that furthermore

dPic , . _
re (922 (7)) < exp (10X Y) ~ )
N (AEECm),)
mZ:l Ep. ( dQyn (y ))

We then use these observations to yield, for any £ > 0,

(exp< ;‘g L) T) >exp(A§)>
PC(dQC(”)>1+§) (12)
s (ﬁg;i ") > (1 +§)r>
< exp 62 r|, (13)

2 (1 + %)
where (I2) holds because the two measured events are

equal and (I3) follows by the Chernoff-Hoeffding bound [[17,
Theorem 2.3b]. (I3) can be upper bounded by

2
exp <%T> (14)
for £ <1 (in particular) and by
exp <§T> (15)



for £ > 1 (in particular).We will in the following use the
substitutions

a == exp(X¢) (16)
_log(a) for [3
b: h 3 27’)\' 17)

Since we will be using (I7) for integration by substitution, we
note that it implies

d /3 3 3
—a = DA — + A2 — | M/ =—.
dba exp( 2r+ 2r> 2r

We have, e.g. by [2| Eq. 21.9],
dP *
Epe (exp (A [dQ—;’i(y”) - 1] ))
_/OOP ox )\|:dP1,C( n)_1]+ >alda (19)
) (@ p A0y Y

and upper bound this integral by splitting the integration
domain into three parts: The integration over [0,1] can be
upper bounded by 1 (since the integrand is a probability). The
integration over [1, exp(A)] can be upper bounded by

(18)

00 1 2
/1 exp <— ( (;g)\;l) r) da (20)
= BPAZE 42603 (£)7 421 (2)7
:/0 exp | — e r
(21)
[3 .3 3
+ bA o +A 5))\ 5db
o0 b2 32 3
_ AW SN2 22
/0 exp( 2>db exp<4r))\ o (22)

20) follows by substituting (I4) as well as (I6) and enlarging
the integration domain to [1, c0), which can be done because
the integrand is nonnegative. @I) follows by the rule for
integration by substitution using (I7).

The integration over [exp(A), c0) can be upper bounded by

o 1 o
/ exp (— ogar) da = / a" " BNda  (23)
exp(A) 3A exp(A)

_ exp<:/<(13;)r/(fA))) SG%GXP (_%) < exp(—A), (24)

where 23) is by (I3) and the inequalities are true because
r/(6A) > 1. We now apply Lemma [ with f(C,y") :=
dP1 ¢ ( n) 1 +
d0yn \Y
bound of 1 for integration domain [0,1] as well as (22)
and @24), substitute back @) and note that exp(—b2/2) is

the well-known unnormalized standard normal density, and

get (10). O

. In the resulting bound, we substitute the

Proof of Theorem 2l In order to bound the atypical term in
the sum (8), note first that for any o > 1,

Qxnyn (X" xY"\T)
=Qxnyn ({(2",y") 1 i(z",y")/n > I[(X;Y) +e})
= Qxny»({(2",y") : exp ((a = 1)i(z",y"))
>exp((a—1Dn(I(X;Y)+ 5))})
<[ el it y") Qxy A" y")
Xnxyn

~exp (=(a = Dn (I(X;Y) +¢))

o </Xy (A )

-Qx,y (d(z", y”)))

~exp (—n(a—1) (I(X;Y) +¢))
=exp(—n(a—1)([(X;Y) +e— Do (Qx,y||QxQy)))
(26)
(27

(25)

< exp(—nf),

where (23) follows by applying Markov’s inequality and (27)
as long as

Ar<(a—1)I(X;Y)+e— Do (Qx,y[|QxQy))-

Note that since the moment-generating function
Eqgyy exp(t - i(X,Y)) exists and is finite for some
t > 0, there is some o’ > 1 such that D (Qx,v||QxQy) is
finite, and thus D, (Qx y||@xQy) is finite and continuous
in a for a < o [20]. Since Dy, (Qx,y||Q@xQy) — I(X;Y)
for « — 1, we can choose a > 1, but sufficiently close to 1
such that the bound on (7 is positive.

We can now apply Lemma [I] with p := exp(—n/;) and
0 :=1 and get

(28)

Pe(Poc(Y") > 2exp(—nph))

< exp (_% exp(n(R — 51))) e

To bound the typical term in (8), we apply Lemma 2] with
A :=exp(nfs) and § := exp(—n/1), which yields

d +
Pe (EQyn ng;i (y") — 1} > exp(nﬂﬂ) <

<1 + \/gexp G exp(—n(R—I(X;Y) — e — 252)))

exp (_%n(R CI(X;Y) —e— 262))

+ exp(— eXp(nﬁ2))> ~exp (—exp(n(fz — A1), (30)

as long as n is sufficiently large such that exp(n(R —
I(X:Y) —¢€))/6 > 1.



We are now ready to put everything together: Consider-
ing @), @9) and (@Q0), an application of the union bound
yields the sum of @9) and (B0) as an upper bound for
Pe (|| Pynic — Qyn v > 3exp(—nfh)).

We choose e < R—I(X;Y), then 81 < (R—I(X;Y)—¢)/2
small enough to satisfy (28), then B> such that 8; < (2 <
(R—I(X;Y) —¢€)/2, and finally we choose y; < (31 and
v2 < min(R — 31,82 — B1). With these choices, we get (1)
for all sufficiently large n, thereby concluding the proof. O

The existence of the moment-generating function is only
needed to ensure the doubly exponential convergence in (D).
In fact, modifying the preceding proof slightly, we can also
establish the following variation of Theorem

Theorem 4. Given a channel W = ((X,F),(),G), K), an
input distribution Qx such that 1(X;Y) exists and is finite,
there exist v1 > 0 and o > 0 such that for large enough
block lengths n, the randomized codebook distributions of
block length n and rate R satisfy, for every § > 0,

> 0) =

Proof. The statement () is proven with an application of the
union bound, using as ingredients (8), 29) and (30). ) and
@B0) do not require that the moment-generating function of the
information density exists and moreover, (30) can be weakened

to
) [
o LdQy

for any ¢ > 0. In order to find a suitable replacement for (29),
we consider

Tim P (HPWC ~ Qyn

€1y

lim PC

n—roo

+
™ — 1] Qv (dy") > g) =0

Ep, (P2, c(V")) = Qxnyn (X" x Y"\ Te) =

(™, y") : %Zi(zj,yj) —I(X;Y)>e¢

j=1

Qxr ynr

and note that by the law of large numbers, it vanishes for any
€ > 0 as n tends to infinity. So by Markov’s inequality

Fe <P2,c(y") > g) < Qw

also vanishes for any 6 > 0. Thus, applying the union bound
similarly as in the proof of Theorem [l we can derive (3I). O

Proof of Theorem [3] We consider the typical set as defined

in (@), with
v 1
ei=1/—Q 1) + a1,
n n

(32)

In preparation for bounding the atypical term in (), we
observe

Qxryn(X" x YY"\ T2)
= Qxny» ({(&",y") 1 i(2",y")/n > 1(X;Y) +€})

ZQXn,Yn({ z": ( $k7yk I(X;Y))\/g

S Q1) + d 128" })

3I>—‘

vnV
(33)

- logn p
< ! d : = 34
<o(e@+aEL )+ e =n a4

where (33) follows by substituting (32) and (34) by the Berry-
Esseen Theorem. Knowing this, we apply Lemma [l with § :=

1/4/n and get

Pe(Poc(Y™) > pu(1+1/v/n)) < exp (%nu exp(nR)> .
(35)

In order to get a bound for the typical part of (8), we apply
Lemma[2with A := exp(§(R—1(X;Y)—¢))and 6 := 1/y/n,
which yields

N
Pe (EQyn {35;2 (y") — 1} > 1/\/ﬁ>

< (1 " \/%exp G) +exp <fg(R (XY - 5)))

-eXp( \}ﬁexp( n(R—-I1(X;Y) - )))
37
/3 3 1. 1
= <1 + 777. exp (Z) + n—g(C—d)) exp (_ni((’_d_l))
(38)
3 3 7 1
< <\/ ; exp (Z) + 6) exp (—ni(c_d_l)) ,

where (37) is the application of Lemma 2] taking into account
the condition n(¢~%/2 > 6 and (38) follows by substituting (@)
and (32). The inequality (39) holds because of the condition
nle=d)/2 > ¢ |

Finally, we arrive at (3) by combining (33) and (39) using
the union bound. O

(36)

(39)

V. CONVERSE RESULT

The main result of this section is Theorem [3] the converse
result for resolvability of continuous channels. We first prove
Lemmal] a version of the theorem in which only a finite out-
put alphabet is considered, and then show how the statement
can be generalized to continuous alphabets by looking at a
sequence of discrete approximations of the channel.

Theorem 5. Let (X, F),(¥,G), K) be a channel such that X
is compact and for each A C Y, x — K (x, A) is a continuous



mapping. Let Qy be an output distribution and (C¢)e>1 a
sequence of codebooks with strictly increasing block lengths
ng and fixed rate R such that HPYTI'”C[ — Qyme HTV =0 <
1/4 with 6; — 0. Then there is a joint probability measure
Qx,y with marginal Qy for Y such that (Qx induces Qy
through K and I, (X;Y) < R.

Lemma 4. Let (X, F),(V,G), K) be a channel such that X
is compact, (Y, G) is a finite discrete space and x — K (x,-)
is a continuous mapping from X to the probability measures
on Y. Let Qy be an output distribution, and (C¢)e>1 be a
sequence of codebooks with strictly increasing block lengths
ne and fixed rate R such that

| Pymeic, = Quvnel|y, = 00 < (40)

with §y — 0. Define

(4) _

ZPX [Ce

(41)

and Q%?Y induced by Qgﬁ) through K. Then there is a strictly

increasing sequence ({;);>1 such that Q%z/ converges weakly
to some Qxy, the marginal Qx induces the marginal Qy
through K and I, , (X;Y) < R.

Remark 1. The compactness of X and the continuity of x —
K (x, A) are technical conditions to ensure the convergence
in Lemma Wl It should be a subject of further research to
explore whether these conditions can be dropped by using a
more involved discretization or a wholly different technique.

Proof of Lemmad Since X is compact, the space of mea-
sures p on (X, F) such that u(X) < 1 endowed with the weak
topology is compact [[I, Corollary 31.3]. Therefore, (Qgﬁ))bl
must have a convergent subsequence, or, put dlfferentlgl there
is a strictly increasing sequence (¢;);>1 such that ( Z>1
converges weakly to some () ¢. By [9, Theorem A. 5 9] Q¥ X Y
converges weakly to some Q) 5 %,y and the marginal Q% induces
the marginal @y through K. We note

1Py;1e = Qv [lry
1
=52 [Preyh -

yey

XY (Pree i) -

yey y”fey"f
Yi=

Qv ({y})]

Qyne({y™}))

5 P ") — Qe (™)

yng eyne

IN

- HPY"'EICZ — Qyne HTV

and therefore

HQ“) H = ZPY lc, — Qv
TV 0= .
| ne
< n—e; [Pyje = Qv llry
< || Pyneie, — Qumel|py - (42)

So ng) converges to (Qy in total variation and thus, in
particular, weakly. Moreover, we have Qy = )y because
marginalization is a continuous operation under the weak
topology, so we can write () x y instead of @) %,y We further
observe

R > Hpyny o (X) 2 IPgn, yng o, (X5 Y™)
Ko (@, )
PXn Ynelc ({(m E ne)})log ’
=, T Py (™)
y"zeyw
e
= Z Z PXj,Yj\Cg ({(x,y)}) 1OgK($7 {y})

j=lzxeX

yeY

+ Hp, e, (Ye)

*TLEZQ(Q { y} 1 og — -2 W3) (l‘, {y})

bt QY ({v})
yey
+n0 Y Q% Lz, y)) 1og QY ({y}) + Hpy, o, (V™)
reX
yey

= WIQ()? ()(7 Y) — TL[H (E) (Y) + HPY"E\C (Yng)

de

1
ngdy |
2|yn| Ng0¢ 108 sy

anIQg? (X Y)Jr 5@10g 2|y|
(43)

>
> Ny (IQEQ (X Y) + Oy log 2|y|)

where (@3) is an application of [5, Lemma 2.7ﬂ taking
into consideration @Q) and (@2). Thus, in particular, because
the mutual information is lower semicontinuous in the weak
topology [18, Theorem 1], we can conclude

Iy, (X;Y) <liminfI o (X;Y)<R. O
’ £— 00 XY

Proof of Theorem[3 Pick an increasing sequence (Gy)r>1 of
finite algebras on ) such that Uk>1 Gi generates G. Recur-

sively construct sequences (Egk))izl for each &k > 0. Set
EEO) :={. In order to construct (Egk))izl for k > 0, first define
a discrete finite alphabet )i, := {y C ) : y is an atom of G}
and note that any probability measure g on ) induces a
probability measure ) on Yy via u®(A) = u(JA)
and conversely, 1(*) can be seen as a probability measure
n (),Gr) by assigning to any set in Gy the sum of the

INote that the definition of the variational distance in [3] differs from the
one used in this paper by a factor of 1/2.



probabilities of all contained atoms, or, put equivalently, 1(¥)
can be seen as the restriction of p to Gy.

So for each z € X, K(x,-) induces a probability measure
K®)(z,-) on V), and thus we get a stochastic kernel K (*)
and thereby a channel ((X,F),(Vi,P(Vk)), K®). 2
K™ (z,-) is a continuous map to the space of probability
vectors on ), because x — K(x,y) is continuous for each
y € Yi. Furthermore, Qy induces ng ) in the same way. A
codebook C, is also a codebook for the new channel, and we
note that also P)  is induced by Pyn,c, in the same way.

Yne|C,
So for any A C ), we have P)(,]Z)[‘CE(A) = PYMC[(U A)

and Q¥ (A) = Qy (U A). Thus,

(k) (k) (k) (k)
prnz\cg —Qy HTV Asélgk (Pynucg (4) - Qy (A))
< sup (Pyneic, (A) — Qy (A))
Aeg

= HPY”E\Ce - QYHTV :

We can therefore apply Lemma to the codebook sequence
(Cé(.k—l))i21 to obtain a subsequence (El(.k))izl of (ﬁz(-k_l))izl

(k)
such that Qgﬁfy)

Qg?) induces ng ) through K (®). Because of the subsequence
construction, all the QE?)Y are compatible with each other and
seeing them as measures on (X x Y, F®Gy), we can define
a probability measure Qx,y on (X x ), F®G) as the unique
extension [2, Theorem 3.1] of Uk>1 Qg)y to the o-algebra
F ®4G. Since also the marginals are compatible (the marginals
for X are even identical), we can apply [12| Corollary 5.2.3]
and obtain IQEf)Y (X3Y) = Igx, (X;Y). Since we know
from the statement of Lemma [ that for all k, I Q®), (X;Y) <

R, it follows that I, , (X;Y) < R, completing the proof of
the theorem. (|

converges weakly to some Qg?)y such that
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