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Abstract

In [1] the linear coding scheme is applied, Xt = gt

(
Θ−E

{
Θ

∣∣∣Y t−1,V0 = v0

})
, t = 2, . . . ,n, X1 = g1Θ,

with Θ : Ω→R, a Gaussian random variable, to derive a lower bound on the feedback rate, for additive

Gaussian noise (AGN) channels, Yt = Xt +Vt , t = 1, . . . ,n, where Vt is a Gaussian autoregressive (AR)

noise, and κ ∈ [0,∞) is the total transmitter power. For the unit memory AR noise, with parameters

(c,KW ), where c ∈ [−1,1] is the pole and KW is the variance of the Gaussian noise, the lower bound is

CL,B = 1
2 log χ2, where χ = limn−→∞ χn is the positive root of χ2 = 1+

(
1+ |c|

χ

)2
κ

KW
, and the sequence

χn
4
=
∣∣∣ gn

gn−1

∣∣∣,n = 2,3, . . . , satisfies a certain recursion, and conjectured that CL,B is the feedback capacity.

The conjectured is proved in [2].

In this correspondence, it is observed that the nontrivial lower bound CL,B = 1
2 log χ2 such that χ > 1,

necessarily implies the scaling coefficients of the feedback code, gn, n = 1,2, . . ., grow unbounded, in the

sense that, limn−→∞ |gn|=+∞. The unbounded behaviour of gn follows from the ratio limit theorem of

a sequence of real numbers, and it is verified by simulations. It is then concluded that such linear codes

are not practical, and fragile with respect to a mismatch between the statistics of the mathematical model

of the channel and the real statistics of the channel. In particular, if the error is perturbed by εn > 0 no

matter how small, then Xn = gt

(
Θ−E

{
Θ

∣∣∣Y t−1,V0 = v0

})
+gnεn, and |gn|εn −→ ∞, as n−→ ∞.
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I. INTRODUCTION, MAIN RESULTS, LITERATURE REVIEW AND OBSERVATIONS

Achievable lower and upper bounds on feedback rates of additive Gaussian (AGN) channels with memory,

driven by autoregressive AR noise, are derived in the early 1970’s, in [1], [3]–[5], using generalizations

of Elias [6], and Schalkwijk and Kailath [7], coding schemes of memoryless AGN channel. Bounds are

also derived in [8], [9], and compared to Butman’s bounds [1]. Variations of the coding schemes [6], [7],

are applied to memoryless AGN channel with feedback, in the context of joint source channel-coding,

using posterior matching feedback schemes in [10]–[12].

In [13], the “maximal information rate” of the AGN channel with unit memory stationary AR noise is

computed (see Corollary 7.1 in [13]), and noted it is identical to Butman’s lower bound. In [2], Butman’s

lower bound is shown to correspond to the feedback capacity of the AGN channel with unit memory

stationary AR noise, while additional generalizations are also obtained for stationary autoregressive

moving average noise.

In this paper, we identify fundamental fragile properties of the linear feedback coding scheme applied in

[1] to derive the lower bound on feedback capacity. To keep our analysis and observations as simple as

possible, our discussion of [1] is focused on AGN channels driven by the simplest noise with memory,

the autoregressive AR unit-memory Gaussian noise. However, our observations are not limited by the

simplicity of the noise.

A. Additive Gaussian Noise Channels Driven by Autoregressive Noise

Bounds on the feedback capacity of AGN channels are derived1 in Tienan’s and Schalkwijk’s 1974 paper

[4], Wolfowitz’s 1975 paper [5] and Butman’s 1976 paper [1], where the authors presuppose the initial

state of the noise is known to the encoder and the decoder2.

Below, we introduce the AGN channel driven by time-varying AR noise, with respect to Butman’s [1]

linear time-varying feedback coding scheme, as shown in Figure I.1. This generalization is considered to

keep our presentation more interesting, and to verify via an alternative derivation, that Butman’s lower

bound on achievable feedback rate, also holds for the more general nonstationary and nonergodic AGN

channels investigated by Cover and Pombra in [14] (even though we show the coefficients of the error

1In [1], [4], [5] the noise is time-invariant, stable or marginally stable.

2 [4, page 311 below the noise model], where z−m+1, . . . ,z0 is used, and rest of pages where rates are conditioned on Z m;

[5, Section I, second pagagraph], “z0 is the state of the channel at the beginning of transmission; z0 is known to both sender

and receiver”; [1, eqn (17)], where n0 is used.
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of coding scheme grow unbounded).

Butman in [1] considers the restriction ct = c∈ [−1,1],KWt =KW ∈ (0,∞),∀t (i.e., includes nonasymptoti-

cally stationary noise), while Tienan and Schalkwijk’s, and also Wolfowitz [4], [5] consider the restriction

ct = c ∈ (−1,1),KWt = KW ∈ (0,∞),∀t (i.e., asymptotically stationary noise).

AGN Driven by Time-Varying AR Noise AR(ct ;v0).

Yt = Xt +Vt , t = 1, . . . ,n, (I.1)

1
n

E
{ n

∑
t=1

(
Xt
)2
∣∣∣V0 = v0

}
≤ κ, κ ∈ [0,∞), (I.2)

Vt = ctVt−1 +Wt , V0 = v0, ct ∈ (−∞,∞), t = 1, . . . ,n, (I.3)

Wt ∈ G(0,KWt ), KWt ∈ (0,∞), t = 1, . . . ,n, indep. Gaussian seq., indep. of V0 ∈ G(0,KV0), (I.4)

Xt = et(v0,Θ,Y t−1)), et(·) is linear in (v0,Θ,Y t−1), t = 2, . . . ,n, (I.5)

X1 = e1(v0,Θ), e1(·) is linear in (v0,Θ), (I.6)

Θ : Ω→ R is a Gaussian message, Θ ∈ G(0,KΘ), KΘ > 0, (I.7)

Wt , t = 1, . . . ,n, V0, Θ are mutually independent (I.8)

where the RVs Xt , Yt and Vt are defined as follows.

Xn 4= {X1,X2, . . . ,Xn} is the sequence of channel input random variables (RVs) Xt : Ω→ R,

Y n 4= {Y1,Y2, . . . ,Yn} is the sequence of channel output RVs Yt : Ω→ R,

V n 4= {V1, . . . ,Vn} is the sequence of jointly Gaussian distributed RVs Vt : Ω→ R, for fixed V0 = v0,

V0
4
= v0, is the initial state of the channel, i.e., of the noise, known to the encoder and decoder,

G(0,KX) denotes a Gaussian distribution induced by a Gaussian RV, X : Ω→ R, with zero mean and

variance KX .

Throughout the paper, we use the following notation.

AR(ct ;v0), denotes the time-varying autoregressive unit memory noise V n, with ct ∈ (−∞,∞),KWt ∈
(0,∞), t = 1, . . . ,n, AR(c;vo) denotes its restriction to time-invariant, with ct = c ∈ (−∞,∞),KWt = KW ∈
(0,∞), t = 1, . . . ,n. The stable AR(c;v0) noise corresponds to c ∈ (−1,1).

A time-varying AR noise without an initial state is denoted by AR(ct),ct ∈ (−∞,∞), and corresponds

to the case, the RV V0 generates the trivial information, i.e., the sigma−algebra generated by V0 is

σ{V0}= { /0,Ω}.
I(Θ;Y n|v0) denotes the mutual information between the Gaussian message Θ and the sequence Y n

conditioned on V0 = v0, and I(Θ;Y n) denotes the mutual information between Θ and the sequence Y n.
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Fig. I.1: Mathematical model of the AGN channel driven by a time-varying AR(ct ;v0),ct ∈ (−∞,∞),KWt > 0 ∀t noise,

with Butman’s linear feedback coding scheme. The model in [1] corresponds to the restriction AR(c;v0),KWt =KW∀t.
gn,n = 1,2, . . . is gain sequence multiplying the estimation error.

From the above formulation, follows that, if V0 generates the trivial information, then I(Θ;Y n|V0) =

I(Θ;Y n); in this case I(Θ;Y n) depends on the distribution of the RV V1, i.e., PV1 and V1 =W1.

Butman in the 1976 paper [1], considered (I.1)-(I.8), for AR(c;v0),c ∈ [−1,1], i.e., ct = c ∀t, KΘ = 1,

and derived achievable feedback rates, based on the optimization problem

CL
n (κ,v0)

4
= sup

Xt=et(v0,Θ,Y t−1), et(·) is linear, t=1,...,n: 1
n E
{

∑
n
t=1

(
Xt

)2
∣∣∣V0=v0

}
≤κ

1
n

I(Θ;Y n|v0), (I.9)

and its per unit time limit,

CL(κ,v0) = lim
n−→∞

CL
n (κ,v0) (I.10)

provided the supremum and limit exist. In particular, Butman proved that linear strategies et(·), t = 1, . . . ,n

are given by [1, eqn(17)],

et(v0,Θ,Y t−1) = gt

(
Θ−E

{
Θ

∣∣∣Y t−1,V0 = v0

})
, t = 2, . . . ,n, e1(v0,Θ) = g1Θ (I.11)

where g1,g2, . . . ,gn is a sequence of nonrandom real numbers. Hence, the supremum in (I.9) is replaced

by the supremum over the sequence g1,g2, . . . ,gn that satisfies the average power constraint.

Remark I.1. The AGN Channel Driven by Noise without Initial State

The variation of the above AGN channel without an initial state, follows directly from the Tienan
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and Schalkwijk [4] and Butman [1] formulation, by letting V0 generate the trivial information, i.e.,

the sigma−algebra generated by V0 is σ{V0} = { /0,Ω}. In such a formulation CL
n (κ,v0),CL

n (κ,v0) are

replaced by CL
n (κ,PV1),C

L
n (κ,PV1), which emphasize their dependence on the distribution PV1 of V1,

instead of initial state V0 = v0.

[1] is focused on the optimization problem (I.9) and its per unit time limit (I.10), with coding scheme

(I.11), and in particular on the derivation of upper and lower bounds. It will become apparent (in

subsequent sections) that Butman’s lower bound is derived using a per-symbol average power constraint

at each transmission time, i.e., E
{(

Xn
)2
∣∣∣V0 = v0

}
≤ κ,n= 1,2, . . ., and not 1

n E
{

∑
n
t=1
(
Xt
)2
∣∣∣V0 = v0

}
≤ κ .

Over the years, the following result, is used extensively in the literature, such as, [15], [16].

(R) Butman’s lower bound on CL
n (κ,v0) and CL(κ,v0), and Butman’s Conjecture, that these bounds

correspond to the feedback capacity [1, Abstract].

In particular, [2] proved that Butman’s Conjecture is correct, and the frequency and time-domain charac-

terizations of feedback capacity3 [2, Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 6.1], reproduce Butman’s lower bound

on feedback capacity.

B. Main Results on the Linear Code of [1]

We prove the following conclusion.

(C) Butman’s [1, Abstract] calculation of the rate limn−→∞CL
n (κ,v0) for the AR(c;v0),c ∈ [−∞,∞]

noise, known as Butman’s lower bound and conjecture on feedback capacity, based on coding

scheme (I.11), corresponds to an unbounded sequence g1,g2, . . ., in the sense that, limn−→∞ |gn|=
+∞.

Theorem I.3 presents some of the consequences of (C). To prove (C) we will make use of Theorem I.1

(below), known as the ratio test theorem [17, Theorem 3.34].

Theorem I.1 (The Ratio Test).

Consider any sequence of real numbers {an : n = 1,2, . . .}.
(a) Suppose that limn−→∞ |an+1/an|= L. If L < 1, then the series ∑

∞
n=0 an converges absolutely, if L > 1

the series diverges, and if L = 1 this test gives no information.

(b) If limn−→∞ |an+1/an|> 1, then limn−→∞ |an|=+∞; if limn−→∞ |an+1/an|< 1, then limn−→∞ |an|= 0.

3These theorems are used in [2] to obtain Butman’s lower bound, and to validate the Conjecture.
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Further, as mentioned earlier, to provide additional insight, we present an alternative derivation of

Butman’s lower bound CL
n (κ,v0) for any n = 1,2, . . ., as stated in Theorem I.2 (below), which is also

valid for the AR(ct ;v0),ct ∈ (−∞,∞) noise.

Theorem I.2 (Characterizations of CL
n (κ,v0) and CL

n (κ,PV1)).

Consider the AGN channel defined by (I.1)-(I.8), i.e., with AR(ct ;v0) or AR(ct), for any ct ∈ (−∞,∞), t =

0,1, . . ..

(a) Total Average Power Constraint. The maximization over all linear coding schemes, (I.11) (without

initial state, i.e., for AR(ct) noise) of mutual information I(Θ;Y n), subject to total average power,
1
n E
{

∑
n
t=1
(
Xt
)2}≤ κ , is given by

CL
n (κ,PV1)

4
= sup

gt , t=1,...,n: 1
n

{
g2

1KΘ+∑
n
t=2 g2

t Σt−1

}
≤κ

1
2

{
log
(g2

1KΘ +KV1

KV1

)

+
n

∑
t=2

log
(
(

1− ct
gt−1

gt

)2
g2

t Σt−1 +KWt

KWt

)}
, (I.12)

subject to Σt , t = 1, . . . ,n that satisfies the recursion and controlled by g1, . . . ,gn,

Σt =
KWt Σt−1(

gt − ctgt−1

)2
Σt−1 +KWt

, t = 2, . . . ,n, (I.13)

Σ1 =
KΘKV1

g2
1KΘ +KV1

. (I.14)

(b) Pointwise Average Power Constraint. The maximization over all linear coding schemes, (I.11) (for

AR(ct) noise) of mutual information I(Θ;Y n), subject to pointwise average power, E
{(

Xt
)2} ≤ κt , t =

1, . . . ,n, is given by

CL
n (κ1, . . . ,κn,PV1)

4
= sup

gt , t=1,...,n: g2
1KΘ≤κ1,g2

t Σt−1≤κt , t=2,...,n

1
2

{
log
(g2

1KΘ +KV1

KV1

)

+
n

∑
t=2

log
(
(

1− ct
gt−1

gt

)2
g2

t Σt−1 +KWt

KWt

)}
, (I.15)

subject to Σt , t = 1, . . . ,n that satisfies recursion (I.13), (I.14) and controlled by g1, . . . ,gn. (I.16)

(c) The statements of parts (a) and (b) hold, when the noise is replaced by AR(ct ;v0), with V0 = v0 the ini-

tial state known to the encoder, and with KV1 replaced by KW1 , and CL
n (κ,PV1)=CL

n (κ,v0),CL
n (κ1, . . . ,κn,PV1)=

CL
n (κ1, . . . ,κn,v0).

Proof. The proof is given in Section II.
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In Section I-C, we show that Butman’s lower bound of the AR unit memory noise, corresponds to

parameters KWt = KW ,ct = c ∈ [−1,1], t = 1,2 . . ., Gaussian message Θ ∈ G(0,1), i.e, KΘ = 1, and it is

obtained from Theorem I.2.(c), i.e., CL
n (κ1, . . . ,κn,v0), by invoking Butman’s strategy [1, 4 lines below

eqn(19)], sgn(gn) =−sgn(cgn−1),n = 2,3.

C. Observations on the Lower Bound on Feedback Capacity of [1], [5]

Now, we turn our attention to Butman’s assumptions, formulation, and the main steps of the derivation

of the lower bound in [1], to verify our observation and claims. It is noted that Butman’s lower bound is

also derived by Wolfowitz [5], by transmitting one of enR messages and maximizing the operational rate

R (i.e., without using information theoretic measures of mutual information etc); rather, by applying the

operational definition of achievable rates.

Below, we make an observation which is easy to verify.

Observation I.1. By evaluating CL
n (κ1, . . . ,κn,v0), described in Theorem I.2.(c), for the parameters KWt =

KW ,ct = c ∈ [−1,1], t = 1,2 . . ., Gaussian message Θ ∈ G(0,1), i.e, KΘ = 1, at Butman’s strategy [1, 4

lines below eqn(19)],

sgn(gn) =−sgn(cgn−1),n = 2,3, implies
n

∑
j=2

(
g j− cg j−1

)2
=

n

∑
j=2

(g j)
2
(

1+ |c||g j−1

g j
|
)2

, (I.17)

then by simple algebra we obtain Butman’s and Wolfowitz’s lower bound (this is also verified in the

sequel).

Fact 1. Butman [1] and also Wolfowitz [5], considered the AGN channel driven by the AR(c),c∈ [−1,1]

noise, i.e., Wt ∈G(0,KW )∀t, and applied the linear time-varying coding strategy4 of a Gaussian message

Θ ∈ G(0,1), i.e., zero mean and unit variance KΘ = 1, to obtain5

Xn = gn

(
Θ−E

{
Θ

∣∣∣Y n−1,V0 = v0

})
, n = 2,3, . . . , X1 = g1Θ, (I.18)

1
n

E
{ n

∑
t=1

(
Xt
)2
∣∣∣V0 = v0

}
=

1
n

n

∑
t=1

κt ≤ κ, κt
4
= g2

t Σt−1, t = 2, . . . ,n, κ1
4
= g2

1, (I.19)

Σt
4
= E

{(
Θ−E

{
Θ

∣∣∣Y t ,V0 = v0

})2}
=

KW

g2
1 +∑

t
j=2
(
g j− cg j−1

)2
+KW

, t = 2, . . . ,n, (I.20)

Σ1 =
KW

g2
1 +KW

(I.21)

4A coding strategy is called time-varying coding strategy if the strategy gn that is used to generate Xn is not fixed for all

n = 1,2, . . ..

5The derivation of Σt is given in Corollary II.1, and Theorem II.1 if no initial state V0 = v0 is assumed.
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Fact 2. [1, 4 lines below eqn(19)], restricted the strategy gn to the one that increases the signal-to-noise

ratio,
g2

1+∑
t
j=2

(
g j−cg j−1

)2

KW
, as follows.

sgn(gn) =−sgn(cgn−1), n = 2,3, . . . =⇒
n

∑
j=2

(
g j− cg j−1

)2
=

n

∑
j=2

(g j)
2
(

1+ |c||g j−1

g j
|
)2

. (I.22)

Fact 3. [1, eqn(26)–eqn(28)] evaluated I(Θ;Y n|v0), by applying the linear coding strategy (I.22) as follows.

I(Θ;Y n|v0) =
1
2

log
{

1+
κ1

KW

}
+

1
2

n

∑
t=2

log
{

1+
(

gt − cgt−1

)2 Σt−1

KW

}
(I.23)

=
1
2

log
{

1+
κ1

KW

}
+

1
2

n

∑
t=2

log
{

1+
(

1+
|c|
χt

)2 κt

KW

}
by (I.22) (I.24)

where χn is related to (gn,gn−1) and satisfies the recursion [1, eqn(23)],

χn
4
=
∣∣∣ gn

gn−1

∣∣∣, n = 3,4, . . . , χ2 = 1+
κ1

KW
, (I.25)

χ
2
n =

{
1+
(

1+
|c|

χn−1

)2 κn−1

KW

}
κn

κn−1
, n = 3,4, . . . (I.26)

Fact 4. Butman’s resulting optimization problem, from Fact 3, reduces to

(B1) :
1
n

CL,B1
n (κ,v0)

4
= sup

g1,...,gn

{ 1
2n

log
{

1+
κ1

KW

}
+

1
2n

n

∑
t=2

log
{

1+
(

1+
|c|
χt

)2 κt

KW

}}
(I.27)

subject to
n

∑
t=1

κt ≤ κ, κt
4
= g2

t Σt−1, t = 2, . . . ,n, κ1 = g2
1, (I.28)

χt satisfies recursion (I.25), (I.26), (I.29)

Σt =
KW

g2
1 +∑

t
j=2(g j)2

(
1+ |c|

χ j

)2
+KW

, t = 2, . . . ,n by (I.22), (I.30)

Σ1 =
KW

g2
1 +KW

. (I.31)

Notice that in (B1) one is asked to optimize over {g1,g2, . . . ,gn} subject to constraints, or over {κ1,κ2, . . . ,κn}.

Fact 5. [1] did not provide a solution to CL,B1
n (κ,v0); instead the statement of Butman’s conjecture [1,

Abstract] on feedback capacity is based on a variation, based on Assumptions I.1 (below).

Assumptions I.1. [1] Average point-wise power constraints6

Butman’s lower bound on feedback capacity and conjecture [1, Abstract], is based on the single-letter

average power at the transmitter (easily verified from [1]), given by

E
{(

Xt
)2
∣∣∣V0 = v0

}
= κ, t = 1,2, . . . ,n =⇒ κt

4
= g2

t Σt−1 = κ, t = 2, . . . ,n, κ1
4
= g2

1 = κ (I.32)

where Σt , t = 1, . . . ,n satisfies (I.30) and (I.31).

6Wolfowitz’s [5] derivation is also based on (I.32).
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In view of Assumptions I.1, Butman’s lower bound [1, see transition from eqn(23) to eqn(23a) or eqn(28)

and paragraph above it], is given as follows7.

(B2) :
1
n

CL,B2
n (κ,v0) =

1
2n

log
{

1+
κ

KW

}
+

1
2n

n

∑
t=2

log
{

1+
(

1+
|c|
χt

)2 κ

KW

}
(I.33)

χt satisfies recursion χ2
t = 1+

(
1+ |c|

χn−1

)2
κ

KW
, t = 3,4, . . . ,χ2 = 1+ κ

KW
, (I.34)

g2
t Σt−1 = κ, t = 2, . . . ,n, g2

1 = κ, Σt , t = 1, . . . ,n satisfies (I.30), (I.31). (I.35)

Unlike (B1), in (B2) there is no optimization over {g1,g2, . . . ,gn} or {κ1,κ2, . . . ,κn}.

Fact 6. Butman’s lower bound [1, Abstract, with m = 1 or eqn(4), eqn(5), eqn(11)] Butman [1, eqn(23a)

and paragraph above eqn(28)], which is based on Assumptions I.1 and strategy (I.22), is stated as follows.

(B) : CL,B(κ)
4
= lim

n−→∞

1
n

CL,B2
n (κ,v0) =

1
2

log χ
2, (I.36)

where

χ = lim
n−→∞

χn = lim
n−→∞

∣∣∣ gn

gn−1

∣∣∣, (I.37)

χ is the positive root of χ
4−χ

2− κ

KW

(
χ + |c|

)2
= 0, |c| ≤ 1, KW > 0, κ ≥ 0, (I.38)

Butman [1] conjectured that CL,B(κ) is the feedback capacity.

Remark I.2. A comparison of CL,B(κ) to an upper bound derived by Tienan and Schalkwijk [4, Section I]

is discussed in [1, eqn(1) and eqn(2)]. Ozarow [9] and Dembo [8] re-visited Butman’s lower bound and

derived upper bounds on feedback rates.

To complete our observations on Butman’s problems we note two more facts.

Fact 7. If we do not impose Butman’s restriction that strategies gn satisfy sgn(gn) = −sgn(cgn−1),n =

2,3, . . ., i.e., (I.22) is not assumed, then the optimization problem (B1) and statement (B2), are replaced

by (P1) and (P2), respectively, given below.

(P1) :
1
n

CL,P1
n (κ,v0)

4
= sup

g1,...,gn

{ 1
2n

log
{

1+
κ1

KW

}
+

1
2n

n

∑
t=2

log
{

1+
(

gt − cgt−1

)2 Σt−1

KW

}}
(I.39)

subject to
1
n

n

∑
t=1

κt ≤ κ, κt
4
= g2

t Σt−1, t = 2, . . . ,n, κ1 = g2
1, (I.40)

Σt =
KW

g2
1 +∑

t
j=2
(
g j− cg j−1

)2
+KW

, t = 2, . . . ,n, (I.41)

7There is no optimization over g1,g2, . . . because Assumptions I.1 imply χ1,χ2, . . . does not depend on g1,g2, . . ..
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Σ1 =
KW

g2
1 +KW

, (I.42)

(P2) :
1
n

CL,P2
n (κ,v0)

4
= sup

g1,...,gn

{ 1
2n

log
{

1+
κ1

KW

}
+

1
2n

n

∑
t=2

log
{

1+
(

gt − cgt−1

)2 Σt−1

KW

}}
(I.43)

subject to g2
t Σt−1 = κ, t = 2, . . . ,n, g2

1 = κ, (I.44)

Σt , t = 1, . . . ,n satisfies (I.41), (I.42). (I.45)

Notice (P1), (P2) are optimization problems, where {g1,g2, . . . ,gn} control {Σ1,Σ2, . . . ,Σn}.
In Section I-D we compare the numerical solutions of (B2) and (B) to (P2).

The next theorem, is an application of the ratio test theorem to Butman’s lower bound CL,B(κ) given by

(I.36)-(I.37).

Theorem I.3. On Butman’s lower bound

Consider the lower bound [1], CL,B(κ) = 1
2 log χ2 given by (I.36)-(I.38).

If limn−→∞ |gn/gn−1|= χ > 1, then limn−→∞ |gn|=+∞.

If limn−→∞ |gn/gn−1|= χ < 1, then limn−→∞ |gn|= 0, and CL,B(κ) = 1
2 logmax{1,χ2}= 0 ∀κ ∈ [0,∞).

Proof. Suppose Butman’s sequence {g1,g2, . . . ,gn}, corresponding to (I.37), (I.38), i.e., computed using

χ = limn−→∞ χn = limn−→∞

∣∣∣ gn
gn−1

∣∣∣, such that χ is is the real positive root of the quadric equation (I.38),

with |χ|> 1. Then by Theorem I.1.(b), sequence {g1,g2, . . . ,gn}, is such that, |gn| −→∞, as n−→∞. On

the other hand, Theorem I.1.(b), if |χ| < 1 then |gn| −→ 0, as n −→ ∞, and since CL,B(κ) is computed

using mutual information which takes values in [0,∞] then the claim holds.

This implies, Butman ’s lower bound is achieved by an unbounded sequence of coding gains |g1|, |g2|, . . ..
Therefore, such coding schemes are not practical, and moreover they are fragile, at least for transmission

intervals {1,2, . . . ,n} of moderate duration n. By fragile, we mean, any mismatch of the estimation error

Θ−E
{

Θ

∣∣∣Y n−1,V0 = v0

}
due to any additional external noise in the Gaussian channel not accounted for,

at any given time of transmission, will be amplified by the scaling gn (see abstract).

Further to the above, it should be apparent that optimization problem (B1), which uses a total average

power constraint, i.e., (I.27)-(I.29), is also achieved by an unbounded sequence |g1|, |g2|, . . ..

Remark I.3. From the above follows that convergence of the sequence χn,n = 1,2, . . . does not imply

convergence of the sequence |gn|,n = 1,2, . . .. In fact, if |gn|,n = 1,2, . . . converges to |g| then necessarily
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χn,n = 1,2, . . . convergences to χ = 1, and the value of the lower bound, is 1
2 log χ2 = 0.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
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-6

-4

-2

0

2
104

Fig. I.2: Numerical example with which it is shown that Butman’s strategy gt , t = 1,2, . . . , shown in solid line,

as well as the numerical evaluation of (P2), shown in dashed line, for n = 10 have values of gt , t = 1, . . . ,n that

are similar and grow unbounded. The small differences, however, lead to the gap in the solution, as shown in

Fig. I.3, further supporting our claim about the fragility of Butman’s strategy g1,g2, . . .. For the simulations, we

used KΘ = KW = KV = 1, c = 0.5. The values of the sequence |g1|, |g2|, . . . , |gn| grows unbounded, as predicted by

Theorem I.3.

D. Simulations of Butman’s Coding Scheme

Figure I.3 is a comparison between the numerical evaluation of (B2), (B) and (P2). Notice that (B2)

and (B) are derived by using Butman’s strategy (I.22). For (B2), once χt , t = 1,2, . . . ,n is computed then

g2
t Σt−1 = κ, t = 2, . . . ,n,g2

1 = κ, and gt , t = 1, . . . ,n is found from Σt , t = 1, . . . ,n that satisfies (I.30), (I.31)

While the values of the sequence g1,g2, . . . ,gn are similar, and their absolute values grow unbounded,

as it is shown in Fig. I.2, the numerical evaluation of optimization problem (P2) for n = 10 performs

better than Butman’s lower bound (B2) (which is based on Butman’s strategy (I.22)), even for n = 20.

Therefore, for finite n, simulations show that Butman’s strategy (I.22) leading to (B2), is not optimal.
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Note that for values of n > 10, the numerical optimization problem (P2) is difficult to complete, because

the sequence |gn| grows unbounded, and the numerical optimization does not converge for the maximum

number of iterations considered. Similarly, it is difficult to determine gt , t = 1,2, . . . ,n of (B2) for large

n. Nevertheless, the main point that Butman’s strategy (I.22) is not optimal for finite n, can be inferred

from the simulations of (P2) for n = 10.

2 4 6 8 10 12 14

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

Fig. I.3: Numerical comparisons of rates based on (B2), (P2) and asymptotic limit, called Batman’s lower bound

based on (B). Problem (P2) is solved using standard MATLAB optimization functions (for n = 10). For the

simulations, we used KΘ = KW = KV = 1, c = 0.5. The asymptotic for Butman’s strategy seems to be optimal

as n→ ∞, but it is not optimal for a finite n.

On the other hand, the calculation of asymptotic limit based on (B), gives a value which is higher

than (B2) calculated for n = 10 and n = 20. This is expected, because the rate based on (B2), i.e.,
1
nCL,B2

n (κ,v0), is nondecreasing with n. On other hand, the rate based on (P2), i.e., 1
nCL,P2

n (κ,v0), is also

nondecreasing with n, but it was not possible to compute it for large values of n, because i) |g1|, |g2|, . . .
grows unbounded, and it is difficult to compute it numerically, even for moderate values of n beyond 10,

and ii) an analytic expression of (P2) is not available.

Observation I.2. On Butman’s strategy (I.22)

Simulations show that Butman’s strategy sgn(gn) =−sgn(cgn−1), n= 2,3, . . ., i.e., which is used to obtain
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the recursion χn,n = 1,2, . . . is not optimal for finite n, since the numerical optimization problem (P2)

produces another sequence gn with higher value of rate (see Fig. I.3). These simulations highlight the

severe limitations of Butman’s scheme, since it is sub-optimal for small number of transmissions n, and

highly impractical for large number of transmissions n, because |g1|, |g2|, . . . grows unbounded.

II. INDEPENDENT DERIVATION OF BUTMAN’S LOWER BOUND AND ADDITIONAL DISCUSSION

In this section we provide the derivation of Theorem I.2, and then we show how to recover, as degenerate

cases, Butman’s lower bounds.

We consider the AGN channel defined by (I.1)- (I.8), without an initial state, and we derive the charac-

terization of CL
n (κ,PV1), with coding scheme defined by (I.9) and (I.11), respectively, (without an initial

state). The analysis below, shows that, Butman’s equations can be obtained for any time-varying noise

with ct ∈ (−∞,∞).

Theorem II.1. Preliminary characterization of CL
n (κ,PV1)

Consider the AGN, driven by a time-varying AR(ct), t ∈ (−∞,∞) noise, without initial state.

Define the conditional mean and error covariance by

Θ̂t
4
=E
{

Θ

∣∣∣Y t
}
, Σt

4
= E

{(
Θ− Θ̂t

)2∣∣∣Y t
}
, t = 1, . . . ,n. (II.46)

Consider the linear coding scheme

Xt =gt

(
Θ− Θ̂t−1

)
, t = 2, . . . ,n, X1 = g1Θ, (II.47)

Yt =gt

(
Θ− Θ̂t−1

)
+Vt , t = 2, . . . ,n, (II.48)

=gt

(
Θ− Θ̂t−1

)
− ctgt−1

(
Θ− Θ̂t−2

)
+ cYt−1 +Wt by Vt−1 = Yt−1−Xt−1 (II.49)

Y1 =g1Θ+V1, (II.50)

E
{ n

∑
t=1

(
Xt
)2}

=
1
n

n

∑
t=1

κt ≤ κ, κt = g2
t Σt−1, t = 2, . . . ,n, κ1 = g2

1KΘ. (II.51)

Then the following hold.

(a) The innovations process of Y n denoted by In is an orthogonal Gaussian process, It ∈G(0,KIt ), t = 1, . . .,

given by

It
4
=Yt −E

{
Yt

∣∣∣Y t−1
}
, t = 2, . . . ,n (II.52)

=
(

gt − ctgt−1

)(
Θ− Θ̂t−1

)
+Wt , (II.53)

I1 =g1Θ+V1. (II.54)
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where

KIt
4
=E
{(

It
)2}

=
(

gt − ctgt−1

)2
E
{(

Θ− Θ̂t−1
})2}

+KWt , t = 2,3, . . . , (II.55)

=
(

gt − ctgt−1

)2
Σt−1 +KWt (II.56)

KI1
4
=E
{(

I1

)2}
= g2

1KΘ +KV1 (II.57)

and where the mean-square error Σt and estimate Θ̂t satisfy the recursions

Σt =
KWt Σt−1(

gt − ctgt−1

)2
Σt−1 +KWt

, t = 2, . . . ,n, (II.58)

Σ1 =
KΘKV1

g2
1KΘ +KV1

, (II.59)

Θ̂t = Θ̂t−1 +

(
gt − ctgt−1

)
Σt−1

(
gt − ctgt−1

)2
Σt−1 +KWt

It , t = 2, . . . ,n, (II.60)

Θ̂1 =
g1KΘ

g2
1KΘ +KV1

I1. (II.61)

The mutual information between the Gaussian RV Θ and Y n, is given by

I(Θ;Y n) =H(Y n)−H(V n) (II.62)

=
n

∑
t=1

H(It)−H(V1)−
n

∑
t=2

H(Wt) (II.63)

=
1
2

log
(g2

1KΘ +KV1

KV1

)
+

1
2

n

∑
t=2

log
(
(

gt − ctgt−1

)2
Σt−1 +KWt

KWt

)
(II.64)

=
1
2

log
(

κ1 +KV1

KV1

)
+

1
2

n

∑
t=2

log
(
(

1− ct
gt−1

gt

)2
κt +KWt

KWt

)
. (II.65)

(b) Suppose KWt = KW , t = 2, . . . ,n. Then

Σt =
KW KΘKV1

g2
1KW KΘ +∑

t
j=2
(
g j− c jg j−1

)2KΘKV1 +KW KV1

, t = 2, . . . ,n, (II.66)

Σ1 =
KΘKV1

g2
1KΘ +KV1

, (II.67)

E
{ n

∑
t=1

(
Xt
)2
}
=

1
n

n

∑
t=1

κt ≤ κ, (II.68)

κt =
g2

t KW KΘKV1

g2
1KW KΘ +∑

t−1
j=2

(
g j− c jg j−1

)2
KΘKV1 +KW KV1

, t = 2, . . . ,n, (II.69)

κ1 =
g2

1KΘKV1

g2
1KΘ +KV1

(II.70)
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I(Θ;Y n) =
1
2

log
(g2

1KΘ +KV1

KV1

)
+

1
2

n

∑
t=2

log
((

1− ct
gt−1

gt

)2 κt

KW KΘKV1

+1
)

(II.71)

=
1
2

log
(g2

1KΘ +KV1

KV1

)
+

1
2

n

∑
t=2

log
(

χt+1
κt

κt+1

)
(II.72)

where χt
4
= gt

gt−1
, and

χt+1 =
{

1+
(

1− ct
1
χt

)2 κt

KWt KΘKV1

}
κt+1

κt
, t = 2, . . . ,n, χ2 =

g2

g1
. (II.73)

Proof. (a) By

E
{

Yt

∣∣∣Y t−1
}
=− ctgt−1Θ̂t−1 + ctgt−1E

{
Θ̂t−2

∣∣∣Y t−1
}
+ ctYt−1 (II.74)

=− ctgt−1Θ̂t−1 + ctgt−1Θ̂t−2 + ctYt−1 (II.75)

and substituting into It we obtain (II.52), (II.54). Then (II.55), (II.57) are directly obtained from the

independence of Θ and Wt , t = 2, . . . ,n,V1. By mean-square estimation theory, the conditional covariance

of Θ given Y t , denoted by cov(Θ,Θ
∣∣∣Y t) is,

cov(Θ,Θ
∣∣∣Y t) =cov(Θ,Θ

∣∣∣Y t−1)−
(

cov(Θ,Yt

∣∣∣Y t−1)
)2(

cov(Yt ,Yt

∣∣∣Y t−1)
)−1

(II.76)

=cov(Θ,Θ
∣∣∣Y t−1)−

(
gt − ctgt−1

)2(
cov(Θ,Θ

∣∣∣Y t−1)
)2

(
gt − ctgt−1

)2(
cov(Θ,Θ

∣∣∣Y t−1)
)
+KWt

, t = 2, . . . ,n, (II.77)

cov(Θ,Θ
∣∣∣Y1) =

KΘKV1

g2
1KΘ +KV1

. (II.78)

From the above follows, cov(Θ,Θ
∣∣∣Y t) = E

{(
Θ− Θ̂t

)2}
= Σt . Hence, (II.78), reduces to

Σt =Σt−1−

(
gt − ctgt−1

)2
Σ2

t−1
(

gt − ctgt−1

)2
Σt−1 +KWt

, t = 2, . . . ,n, (II.79)

Σ1 =
KΘKV1

g2
1KΘ +KV1

. (II.80)

From (II.79), (II.80) then follows (II.58), (II.59). The conditional mean of of Θ given Y t is,

E
{

Θ

∣∣∣Y t
}
= E

{
Θ

∣∣∣Y t−1
}
+
(

cov(Θ,Yt

∣∣∣Y t−1)
)(

cov(Yt ,Yt

∣∣∣Y t−1)
)−1(

Yt −E
{

Yt

∣∣∣Y t−1
})

, t = 2, . . . ,n,

(II.81)

E
{

Θ

∣∣∣Yt

}
= E

{
Θ

}
+ cov(Θ,Y1)

(
cov(Y1,Y1)

)−1(
Y1−E

{
Y1

})
. (II.82)
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From (II.81), (II.82) and the conditional variance above, then follows (II.60), (II.61). From the above

then follows (II.62)-(II.65). (b) Using the assumptions we deduce (II.66)-(II.71). To show (II.72), (II.73)

we follow Butman [3]. Let

SNRt =g2
1KW KΘ +

t

∑
j=2

(
g j− ctg j−1

)2
KΘKV1 , t = 1,2, . . . ,n (II.83)

=SNRt−1 +g2
t

(
1− c

gt−1

gt

)2
KΘKV1 . (II.84)

Hence,

SNRt +KW KV1 =SNRt−1 +g2
t

(
1− ct

gt−1

gt

)2
KΘKV1 +KW KV1 (II.85)

=
(

SNRt−1 +KW KV1

)(
1+

g2
t

KW KV1 +SNRt−1

(
1− ct

gt−1

gt

)2
)

(II.86)

=
(

SNRt−1 +KW KV1

)(
1+

κt

KW KΘKV1

(
1− ct

gt−1

gt

)2
)
. (II.87)

Letting χt =
gt

gt−1
, then

1+
κt

KW KΘKV1

(
1− ct

gt−1

gt

)2
=

KW KV1 +SNRt

KW KV1 +SNRt−1
=

κt

κt+1
χt+1. (II.88)

From the above follows (II.72), (II.73).

From Theorem II.1 follows an analogous preliminary characterization, for the AR(ct ;v0), t ∈ (−∞,∞)

noise, i.e., when V0 = v0 is the initial state known to the encoder, as stated in the next corollary.

Corollary II.1. Preliminary characterization of CL
n (κ,v0)

Consider the statement of Theorem II.1, with the AGN channel driven by a time-varying AR(ct ;vo) noise.

Define the conditional mean and error covariance for fixed V0 = v0, by

Θ̂t
4
=E
{

Θ

∣∣∣Y t ,V0 = v0

}
, Σt

4
= E

{(
Θ− Θ̂t

)2∣∣∣Y t ,V0 = v0

}
, t = 1, . . . ,n. (II.89)

Consider the linear coding scheme

Xt =gt

(
Θ− Θ̂t−1

)
, t = 2, . . . ,n, X1 = g1Θ, (II.90)

Yt =gt

(
Θ− Θ̂t−1

)
+ ctVt−1 +Wt , t = 2, . . . ,n, (II.91)

=gt

(
Θ− Θ̂t−1

)
− ctgt−1

(
Θ− Θ̂t−2

)
+ ctYt−1 +Wt by Vt−1 = Yt−1−Xt−1 (II.92)

Y1 =g1Θ+ c0V0 +W1, (II.93)

E
{ n

∑
t=1

(
Xt
)2
∣∣∣V0 = v0

}
=

1
n

n

∑
t=1

κt ≤ κ, κt = g2
t Σt−1, t = 2, . . . ,n, κ1 = g2

1KΘ. (II.94)
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Then the statements of Theorem II.1.(a), (b) hold, with the following changes: all conditional expectations

are replaced by conditional expectations for a fixed V0 = v0, I(Θ;Y n) is replaced by I(Θ;Y n|v0) =

H(Y n|v0)−H(V n|v0), and Σ1 is replaced by Σ1 =
KΘKW1

g2
1KΘ+KW1

.

Proof. This follows by repeating the derivation of Theorem II.1.

From Theorem II.1 follows the validity of Theorem I.2.

Proposition II.1. Theorem I.2 is correct.

Proof. (a) By Theorem II.1.(a) follows directly that optimization problem CL
n (κ,PV1) is as stated.

(b) This also follows from Theorem II.1.(a), by replacing the total average power constraint by the

pointwise average power constraint.

(c) This follows from Corollary II.1, as in parts (a), (b).

By Theorem II.1, follows that I(Θ;Y n) is maximized by the choice of the sequence g1,g2, . . . ,gn that

controls the mean-square error Σt , t = 1, . . . ,n, and satisfies the average power constraint. In general, this

is a dynamic optimization problem, with state variable the sequence Σt , t = 1, . . . ,n.

From Theorem II.1, we recover Wolfowitz’s [5] and Butman’s [1] lower bound, and more importantly

the assumptions based on which the lower bound is derived.

Proposition II.2. Reduction of Theorem II.1.(c) to Butman’s lower bound

(a) The statements of Theorem II.1.(c), with KΘ = 1,KV1 = KW ,c ∈ [−1,1], and strategy gn that satisfies,

(I.22), i.e., sgn(gn) =−sgn(cgn−1),n = 2,3, . . ., reduce to analogous statements derived by Butman [1],

i.e., (I.25)-(I.26).

(a) If in addition to (a), i.e., sgn(gn) =−sgn(cgn−1),n = 2,3, . . ., the average power contraint is replaced

by E
{(

Xt
)2
}
= κ , t = 1,2, . . . ,n (as in Butman [1]) then problem (I.33)-(I.34) is obtained.

Proof. This is easily verified.
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