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Abstract—This paper derives an achievable rate-distortion (R-
D) region for the state-dependent discrete memoryless multiple
access channel (SD-DMMAC), where the generalized feedback
and causal side information are present at encoders, and the
decoder performs the joint task of message decoding and state
estimation. The Markov coding and backward-forward two-stage
decoding schemes are adopted in the proof. This scenario is
shown to be capable of modeling various integrated sensing and
communication (ISAC) applications, including the monostatic-
uplink system and multi-modal sensor networks, which are then
studied as examples.

Index Terms—Capacity-distortion trade-off, integrated sensing
and communication, multiple access channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study on capacity-distortion (C-D) trade-offs bridges

the gap between estimation theory and information theory.

This framework provides a methodology to investigate the

performance limits of the communication systems, having the

goal to not only convey messages reliably but also estimate the

channel state accurately [1]–[5]. With the growing focus on in-

tegrated sensing and communication (ISAC) technology, which

is envisioned to be standardized in the next generation wireless

networks [6], [7], it becomes increasingly important to analyze

its system performance from the perspective of C-D trade-offs

[8]–[10]. The authors in [8] take the first step to analyze such

trade-offs for a monostatic-downlink ISAC system, by deriving

the optimal C-D function for the point-to-point case as well

as an outer and inner bound for the C-D region of broadcast

(BC) channels. [9] extends the point-to-point and BC scenarios

by adding side information at both transmitter and receiver,

which can be interpreted in different ways to model more

generalized systems. Following the same monostatic-downlink

setting as [8], an achievable rate-distortion (R-D) region for

the multiple access channel (MAC) is developed in [10] by

additionally encoding the state information contained in the
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generalized feedback into transmit signals, in order to improve

the estimation task at the other encoder.

In this paper, we build a MAC model based on [9], where

a decoder tries to decode the messages from two encoders

and simultaneously estimate the channel state. Different from

[10], we assume that encoders have access to partial state

information, and the estimation task is performed at the de-

coder side. This problem is challenging since even without

distortion constraints, the capacity regions of special cases with

either generalized feedback or side information are still not

determined. Nonetheless, an inner bound of the C-D region is

derived for the proposed model. The adopted coding scheme

enables partial collaboration between encoders through the

feedback links [11]–[13], and on the other hand designs two-

stage state descriptions to enhance both communication and

estimation performance [9], [14]. This channel model cap-

tures multiple ISAC systems, particularly the monostatic-uplink

ISAC, in which case the proposed R-D region is shown to be

the C-D region.

Notations: This paper follows the same notations as [9]. For

an arbitrary joint distribution PSW and a distortion measure-

ment d(S, Ŝ), the optimal estimator [9, Lemma 5] of S given

the observation W = w is given by

h∗(w) = argmin
ŝ

E[d(S, ŝ)|W = w]. (1)

II. CHANNEL MODEL

The state-dependent discrete memoryless multiple access

channel (SD-DMMAC) studied in this paper is illustrated in

Fig. 1. The common message M0 ∈ [2nR0 ] and the individual

private messages M1 ∈ [2nR1 ], M2 ∈ [2nR2 ] are encoded into

the transmit signals X1,i and X2,i at time step i ∈ [n], respec-

tively. The channel is characterized by the transition distribution

PY1Y2Z|X1X2S independent of i, and puts out the generalized

feedback Y1,i−1, Y2,i−1 to both encoders as well as Zi to

the decoder. Upon receiving Zi, the decoder jointly recovers

the three messages and channel state. We indicate explicitly

Z = (Y, SR) with the normal channel output Y and side

information at receiver (SI-R) SR to emphasize the fact that

SI-R can be considered as another channel output [9], [10]. The

channel state Si at time step i is generated independently and
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n

Fig. 1: The SD-DMMAC with generalized feedback and side

information.

identically distributed (i.i.d) according to PS , and both encoders

additionally have access to their respective side information at

transmitter (SI-T) Si
1 and Si

2 in a causal way, following PS1S2|S

at each time step.

Let d(S, Ŝ) be the distortion function to measure the

estimation error. In the same way as [9], [10], we de-

fine the C-D region for the SD-DMMAC as C(D) being

the closure of all the rate tuples (R0, R1, R2) such that

the messages (M0,M1,M2) can be reliably decoded while

lim supn→∞
1
n

∑n

i=1 E[d(Si, Ŝi)] ≤ D.

III. MAIN RESULTS

Let PD be the set of all random variables and encoding func-

tions (Ω, f1, f2) with Ω = (U,W1,W2, U1, U2, T1, T2, V1, V2),
fq mapping (U,Wq, Uq, Sq) to Xq for q ∈ {1, 2} such that the

overall joint distribution of (S, S1, S2,Ω, X1, X2, Z, Y1, Y2, Ŝ)
is factorized as

PS(s)PS1S2|S(s1, s2|s)PU (u)PW1|U (w1|u)PW2|U (w2|u)

· PU1|UW1
(u1|u,w1)PU2|UW2

(u2|u,w2)

· 1 {x1 = f1(u,w1, u1, s1)}1 {x2 = f2(u,w2, u2, s2)}

· PY1Y2Z|X1X2S(y1, y2, z|x1, x2, s)

· PT1|S1Y1
(t1|s1, y1)PT2|S2Y2

(t2|s2, y2)

· PV1|S1UW1W2U1Y1T1
(v1|s1, u, w1, w2, u1, y1, t1)

· PV2|S2UW1W2U2Y2T2
(v2|s2, u, w1, w2, u2, y2, t2)

· 1 {ŝ = h∗(ω, z)} ,

(2)

and the constraint

E[d(S, h∗(Ω, Z))] ≤ D (3)

is fulfilled, where 1 {·} is the indicator function, h∗ is the

optimal estimation function at the decoder defined in (1) by

letting W = (Ω, Z).
Let R(PD) be the set of all rate tuples (R0, R1, R2) satis-

fying

R0 ≥ 0, R1 ≥ 0, R2 ≥ 0, (4a)

R1 = R′
1 +R′′

1 , R2 = R′
2 +R′′

2 (4b)

R0 +R′
1 +R′

2 ≤ I(U ;T1, T2, Z) (4c)

R′
1 ≤ I(W1;S2, Y2|U,W2, U2) (4d)

R′
2 ≤ I(W2;S1, Y1|U,W1, U1) (4e)

R′
1 ≤ I(W1;T1, T2, Z|U,W2) (4f)

R′
2 ≤ I(W2;T1, T2, Z|U,W1) (4g)

R′
1 +R′

2 ≤ I(W1,W2;T1, T2, Z|U) (4h)

R′′
1 ≤ I(U1;T1, T2, Z|U,W1,W2, U2)

− (Rs1 + R̃s1) (4i)

R′′
2 ≤ I(U2;T1, T2, Z|U,W1,W2, U1)

− (Rs2 + R̃s2) (4j)

R′′
1 +R′′

2 ≤ I(U1, U2;T1, T2, Z|U,W1,W2)

− (Rs1 + R̃s1 +Rs2 + R̃s2) (4k)

Rs1 > I(T1;S1, Y1|T2, Z) (4l)

Rs2 > I(T2;S2, Y2|T1, Z) (4m)

Rs1 +Rs2 > I(T1, T2;S1, Y1, S2, Y2|Z) (4n)

R̃s1 >

I(V1;S1, Y1|U,W1,W2, U1, U2, T1, T2, V2, Z) (4o)

R̃s2 >

I(V2;S2, Y2|U,W1,W2, U1, U2, T1, T2, V1, Z) (4p)

R̃s1 + R̃s2 >

I(V1, V2;S1, Y1, S2, Y2|U,W1,W2, U1, U2, T1, T2, Z)
(4q)

for all (U,W1,W2, U1, U2, T1, T2, V1, V2, f1, f2) ∈ PD.

Theorem 1. R(PD) is an achievable R-D region, i.e.,

R(PD) ⊆ C(D). (5)

The proof of achievability combines the coding schemes

from [9], [11]–[14], and is elaborated in Section V. In par-

ticular, the private message Mq at encoder q ∈ {1, 2} is first

split into two parts Mq = (M ′
q,M

′′
q ) with M ′

q ∈ [2nR
′

q ] and

M ′′
q ∈ [2nR

′′

q ], where M ′
q represents the message that can be

decoded by the other encoder through the feedback channel

and M ′′
q is the remaining private message that is unknown

to the other. This leads to a total common message rate of

R0 + R′
1 + R′

2 encoded in the auxiliary random variables

U,W1,W2, while M ′′
q is encoded in Uq. The transmit signal

Xq is chosen as a function of (U,Wq, Uq, Sq) following the

Shannon strategy [15]. Due to the presence of SI-T, splitting

rates for encoding SI-T at two encoders, represented by T1

and T2, can improve the achievable rate region [14], [16],

which have the rates of Rs1 and Rs2 in our region. Finally,

additional state descriptions V1 and V2 with rates of R̃s1 and

R̃s2 are needed to enhance the state estimation task at the

decoder [5], [9]. The difference between these two types of state

descriptions is that T1 and T2 are used primarily for improving

the communication performance, while V1 and V2 are purely

adopted for the state estimation task and are decoded after

message decoding, which can be removed if no state estimation

task takes place.



Remark 1. For the case of strictly causal SI-T, i.e., Si−1
1 and

Si−1
2 are present at time step i, the achievable region can be

simply derived from R(PD) by removing the dependence of

(X1, X2) on (S1, S2).

IV. EXAMPLES AND APPLICATIONS

A. Monostatic-uplink ISAC

A simple monostatic-uplink ISAC system consists of a base

station (BS) and a user equipment (UE), where the BS wishes to

detect and estimate parameters of a target through echo signals

while receiving uplink signals carrying messages from the UE.

In fact, such a system can be modeled by the SD-DMMAC

in Fig. 1 by treating the BS as a transmitter and a receiver,

“virtually” separated from each other [9], as illustrated in Fig. 2.

To model the monostatic sensing link, the target parameters

are considered as the channel state S that is to be estimated

at the BS receiver, and the echos are modeled by the perfect

feedback signal, which is utilized to design sensing signal X2.

Furthermore, X2 is known to the BS receiver and is thus treated

as the SI-R, or equivalently one of the channel outputs.

The system performance is assessed by the relationship be-

tween the uplink channel capacity and the minimum achievable

estimation distortion at BS receiver. A possible achievable

R-D region can be derived from (4) by first observing that

R0 = R2 = 0, S1 = S2 = Y1 = ∅, Y2 = Y and SR = X2.

Noting that no SI-T and feedback is present at UE and Y is a

deterministic function of Z , the lower bounds of Rs1, Rs2, R̃s1

and R̃s2 become zero. Hence, they are set to zero to provide a

higher upper bound for R′′
1 . We then obtain the region as

R′
1 ≤ I(U ;T1, T2, X2, Y )

R′
1 ≤ I(W1;Y |U,W2, U2)

R′
1 ≤ I(W1;T1, T2, X2, Y |U,W2)

R′′
1 ≤ I(U1;T1, T2, X2, Y |U,W1,W2, U2)

E[d(S, h∗(Ω, X2, Y ))] ≤ D.

(6)

Due to the Markov chains (T1, T2)− Y − (U,W1,W2, U1, U2,
X1, X2, S) and (V1, V2)− (U,W1,W2, U1, U2, X2, Y )−S, we

can remove (T1, T2, V1, V2) from the rate region as well as the

dependence of h∗ [9, Lemma 6]. Furthermore, since X2 is a

deterministic function of (U,W2, U2) and W1 −U − (W2, U2)
forms a Markov chain, it shows that I(W1;Y |U,W2, U2) ≥
I(W1;X2, Y |U,W2). The R-D region can be rewritten as

R′
1 ≤ I(U ;X2, Y )

R′
1 ≤ I(W1;X2, Y |U,W2)

R′′
1 ≤ I(U1;X2, Y |U,W1,W2, U2)

E[d(S, h∗(U,W1,W2, U1, U2, X2, Y ))] < D,

(7)

which can be further simplified by setting U = W1 = W2 = ∅

and U1 = X1, U2 = X2, resulting in

R1 = R′
1 +R′′

2 ≤ I(X1;Y |X2)

E[d(S, h∗(X1, X2, Y ))] ≤ D.
(8)

In fact, (8) is the C-D region for the model in Fig. 2. The

proof of converse follows the similar procedure as [8], [9] by

UE

BS Tx

PS

PZ|X1X2S

Z = (Y,X2)
BS Rx

M1 X1,i

X2,i

Si

Y i−1

Zi M̂1

Ŝn

Fig. 2: The equivalent model of monostatic-uplink ISAC.

identifying the concavity of R1 in D and the Markov chain

Si− (X1,i, X2,i, Yi)− (X
n\i
2 , Y n\i) at each time step i, which

is thus omitted here due to the page limitation.

B. Multi-sensor Network

Another application is motivated by distributed multi-modal

networks [17], in which wireless devices are equipped with

different types of sensors to acquire environmental information.

The multi-modal sensing data are fused at access points (APs)

for advanced tasks. One example is that multiple APs carrying

cameras communicate with a warehouse robot and help it with

localizing itself. APs get rough estimates of the robot position

by cameras at each time step, which are then encoded and

transmitted to the robot with other communication data. In this

case, the channel state S is the true position of the robot,

and the SI-T is the noisy estimate of S obtained by other

sensors and available causally. Feedback is assumed absent,

so (U,W1,W2, U1, U2) are independent of (T1, T2, S1, S2).
Consequently, the achievable R-D region is given in (9), derived

from R(PD) by setting W1 = W2 = ∅.

R0 ≤ I(U ;Z|T1, T2)

R1 ≤ I(U1;Z|U,U1, T1, T2)− (Rs1 + R̃s1)

R2 ≤ I(U2;Z|U,U2, T1, T2)− (Rs2 + R̃s2)

R1 +R2 ≤ I(U1, U2;Z|U, T1, T2)−

(Rs1 + R̃s1 +Rs2 + R̃s2)

Rs1 > I(T1;S1|T2, Z)

Rs2 > I(T2;S2|T1, Z)

Rs1 +Rs2 > I(T1, T2;S2|Z)

R̃s1 > I(V1;S1|U,U1, U2, T1, T2, V2, Z)

R̃s2 > I(V2;S2|U,U1, U2, T1, T2, V1, Z)

R̃s1 + R̃s2 > I(V1, V2;S2|U,U1, U2, T1, T2, Z)

E[d(S, h∗(U,U1, U2, T1, T2, V1, V2, Z))] ≤ D.

(9)

V. PROOF OF ACHIEVABILITY

Lemma 1. Let (R0, R1, R2) ∈ R(PD), then R1 +R2 can not

exceed I(W1,W2, U1, U2;Z|U) and R0 + R1 + R2 can not

exceed I(U,W1,W1, U1, U2;Z). Consequently, if I(W1,W2,
U1, U2;Z|U) = 0, implying R1 +R2 = 0, then R0 ≤ I(U ;Z)
is achievable by following the same coding scheme as the

single-user channel.



Lemma 2. Let (R0, R1, R2) ∈ R(PD). If I(W2, U2;Z, S1, Y1|
U,W1, U1) = 0, then R2 must be zero and R0 + R1 can not

exceed I(U,W1, U1;Z), which is achievable by treating the

MAC as a single-user channel with input X1 and output Z .

The proof of these two lemmas can be conducted anal-

ogously to [14] and thus are omitted here. They guarantee

the existence of finite codewords to encode and convey the

first state description reliably at the last blocks. Lemma 1 im-

plies that I(W1, U1;Z|U,W2, U2) and I(W2, U2;Z|U,W1, U1)
can not be both zero when R1 + R2 > 0, otherwise the

proof for R0 ≤ I(U ;Z) suffices. Without loss of gen-

erality, we set I(W1, U1;Z|U,W2, U2) > α1 > 0 for a

strictly positive value α1 in the following. Similarly, we set

I(W2, U2;Z, S1, Y1|U,W1, U1) > α2 > 0, and if it is violated,

then the proof for R0 + R1 ≤ I(U,W1, U1;Z) is sufficient

according to Lemma 2. We fix the set PD achieving the region

R(PD). The transmission happens in B + 4 blocks.

A. Codebook Generation

For each block b ∈ [B + 1] and each encoder q ∈ {1, 2}:

• Generate 2n(R0+R′

1
+R′

2
) codewords un(mc,b) i.i.d from

PU with mc,b = (m0,b,m
′
1,b−1,m

′
2,b−1), m0,b ∈ [2nR0 ],

m′
q,b−1 ∈ [2nR

′

q ].

• For each un(mc,b), generate 2nR
′

q codewords

wn
q (m

′
q,b|mc,b) i.i.d from PWq |U with m′

q,b ∈ [2nR
′

q ].

• Generate 2n(Rsq+R′

sq
) codewords tnq (kq,b, lq,b) i.i.d from

PTq
with kq,b ∈ [2nRsq ], lq,b ∈ [2nR

′

sq ].

• For each (mc,b,m
′
q,b), generate 2n(R

′′

q
+Rsq+R̃sq)

codewords un
q (m

′′
q,b, kq,b−1, jq,b−1|mc,b,m

′
q,b) i.i.d

from PUq |WqU with m′′
q,b ∈ [2nR

′′

q ], jq,b−1 ∈ [2nR̃sq ].
• For each µq,b = (mc,b,m

′
1,b,m

′
2,b,m

′′
q,b, kq,b−1, jq,b−1,

kq,b, jq,b), generate 2n(R̃qs+R̃′

qs
) codewords

vnq (jq,b, oq,b|µq,b) i.i.d from PVq|UW1W2UqTq
, with

jq,b ∈ [2nR̃sq ] and oq.b ∈ [2nR̃
′

sq ].

For block B + 2, let n1 = nRs1/α1:

• Generate one length-n1 codeword un1

B+2 i.i.d from

PU , one length-n1 codeword wn1

2,B+2 i.i.d from

PW2|U (·|uB+2,i), and one length-n1 codeword un1

2,B+2

i.i.d from PU2|W2U (·|w2,B+2,i, uB+2,i).
• Generate 2nRs1 length-n1 codewords un1

1 (k1,B+1) i.i.d

from PU1W1|U (·|uB+2,i).

For block B + 3, let n2 = nRs2/α2:

• Generate one length-n2 codeword un2

B+3 i.i.d from

PU , one length-n2 codeword wn2

1,B+3 i.i.d from

PW1|U (·|uB+3,i)., and one length-n2 codeword un2

1,B+3

i.i.d from PU1|W1U (·|w1,B+3,i, uB+3,i).
• Generate 2nRs2 length-n2 codewords un2

2 (k2,B+1) i.i.d

from PU2W2|U (·|uB+3,i).

For block B + 4, let n3 = n2(H(S1Y1) + δ)/α1 with δ > 0:

• Generate one length-n3 codeword un3

B+4 i.i.d from

PU , one length-n3 codeword wn3

2,B+4 i.i.d from

PW2|U (·|uB+4,i), and one length-n3 codeword un3

2,B+4

i.i.d from PU2|W2U (·|w2,B+4,i, uB+4,i).

• Generate 2n2(H(S1Y1)+δ) length-n3 codewords

un3

1 (k1,B+3) i.i.d from PU1W1|U (·|uB+4,i) for

k1,B+3 ∈ [2n2(H(S1Y1)+δ)].

B. Encoding

For each block b ∈ [B + 1], encoder q ∈ {1, 2} splits the

message mq,b = (m′
q,b,m

′′
q,b) and transmits

xq,b,i = fq(ub,i, wq,b,i, uq,b,i, sq,b,i), (10)

with ub,i = ui(mc,b), wq,b,i = wq,i(m
′
q,b|mc,b), uq,b,i =

uq,i(m
′′
q,b, kq,b−1, jq,b−1, |mc,b,m

′
q,b). The associated indices

are obtained as follows.

m′
q,0 = m′

q,B+1 = kq,0 = jq,0 = 1.

At the end of block b ∈ [B + 1], with the knowledge of

(snq,b, y
n
q,b), the encoder q first decodes m′

q′,b with q′ 6= q
transmitted by the other encoder through the feedback link by

finding the unique m̂′
q′,b such that

(un(mc,b), w
n
q (m

′
q,b|mc,b), w

n
q′(m̂

′
q′,b|mc,b),

un
q (m

′′
q,b, kq,b−1, jq,b−1|mc,b,m

′
q,b), s

n
q,b, y

n
q,b)

∈ T (n)(PUW1W2UqSqYq
).

(11)

Then, it looks for the first state description (kq,b, lq,b) with

(tnq (kq,b, lq,b), s
n
q,b, y

n
q,b) ∈ T (n)(PTqSqYq

) (12)

and the second description (jq,b, oq,b) with

(vnq (jq,b, oq,b|µq,b), s
n
q,b, y

n
q,b) ∈ T (n)(PVqSqYq

). (13)

At block B + 2, encoder 1 transmits nothing but the first

state description k1,B+1, i.e.,

x1,B+2,i = f1(uB+2,i, u1,i(k1,B+1), s1,B+2,i), (14)

and encoder 2 transmits the deterministic signals

x2,B+2,i = f2(uB+2,i, w2,B+2,i, u2,B+2,i, s2,B+2,i). (15)

At block B + 3, encoders transmit

x1,B+3,i = f1(uB+3,i, w1,B+3,i, u1,B+3,i, s1,B+3,i),

x2,B+3,i = f2(uB+3,i, u2,i(k2,B+1), s2,B+3,i).
(16)

At block B + 4, with the knowledge of (sn2

1,B+3, y
n2

1,B+3),
encoder 1 compresses it losslessly into the index k1,B+3, and

x1,B+4,i = f1(uB+4,i, u1,i(k1,B+3), s1,B+4,i),

x2,B+4,i = f2(uB+4,i, w1,B+4,i, u2,B+4,i, s2,B+4,i)
(17)

are then transmitted.

C. Decoding

The decoder first applies the backward decoding strategy to

recover messages and the first state description at each block,

and then decodes the second state description in the forward

direction. Finally, based on the decoding results, it estimates

the channel state at blocks b ∈ [B].
At the end of block B + 4, the decoder looks for a unique

k̂1,B+3 such that

(un3

1,B+4(k̂1,B+3), z
n
B+4) ∈ T (n)(PU1Z), (18)



from which the lossless version of (ŝn2

1,B+3, ŷ
n2

1,B+3) are recov-

ered. Then at block B+3, the decoder finds the unique k̂2,B+1

such that

(un2

2,B+3(k̂2,B+1), ŝ
n2

1,B+3, ŷ
n2

1,B+3, z
n
B+3) ∈ T (n)(PU1S1Y1Z).

Similarly, at block B + 2, k̂1,B+1 is decoded when

(un1

1 (k̂1,B+1), z
n
B+2) ∈ T (n)(PU1Z). (19)

Assuming (k̂1,B+1, k̂2,B+1) = (k1,B+1, k2,B+1) are de-

coded correctly, at the end of block B + 1, it first recovers

(l̂1,B+1, l̂2,B+1) by finding

(tn1 (k1,B+1, l̂1,B+1), t
n
2 (k2,B+1, l̂2,B+1), z

n
B+1)

∈ T (n)(PT1T2Z).
(20)

If (l̂1,B+1, l̂2,B+1) = (l1,B+1, l2,B+1) are also

decoded correctly, the decoder searches for the unique

(m̂′′
1,B+1, k̂1,B, ĵ1,B, m̂

′′
2,B+1, k̂2,B, ĵ2,B, m̂c,B+1) such that

(un(m̂c,B+1), w
n
1 (1|m̂c,B+1), w

n
2 (1|m̂c,B+1),

un
1 (m̂

′′
1,B+1, k̂1,B, ĵ1,B|m̂c,B+1, 1),

un
2 (m̂

′′
2,B+1, k̂2,B, ĵ2,B|m̂c,B+1, 1),

tn1 (k1,B+1, l1,B+1), t
n
2 (k2,B+1, l2,B+1), z

n
B+1)

∈ T (n)(PUW1W2U1U2T1T2Z).
(21)

From block B to 1, the decoder performs the same pro-

cedures to first decode (l̂1,b, l̂2,b) and then (m̂′′
1,b, k̂1,b−1,

ĵ1,b−1, m̂
′′
2,b, k̂2,b−1, ĵ2,b−1, m̂c,b−1). The only difference is that

all “1”s in (21) are replaced by m̂′
1,b or m̂′

2,b.

Subsequently, the decoder recovers (ô1,b, ô2,b) in the forward

direction for b ∈ [B]. In particular, it looks for the unique

typical sequence

(vn1 (j1,b, ô1,b|µ1,b), v
n
2 (j2,b, ô2,b|µ2,b), z

n
b ) ∈ T (n)(PV1V2Z).

Finally, the estimated state sequences ŝnb at block b ∈ [B]
are obtained by

ŝb,i = h∗(ωb,i, zb,i), (22)

with ωb,i = (ub,i, w1,b,i, w2,b,i, u1,b,i, u2,b,i, t1,b,i, t2,b,i, v1,b,i,
v2,b,i), where the indices of codewords are omitted for conve-

nience.

D. Analysis

The first error event at encoder q is incorrect decoding of

mq′,b. From (11) it follows that this error probability tends to

zero for n → ∞ if

R′
1 < I(W1;Y2, S2|U,W2, U2),

R′
2 < I(W2;Y1, S1|U,W1, U1),

(23)

due to the packing lemma [15]. Furthermore, the existence of

kq,b and jq,b in (12) and (13) can be guaranteed if

Rs1 +R′
s1 > I(T1;S1, Y1)

Rs2 +R′
s2 > I(T2;S2, Y2)

(24)

and

R̃s1 + R̃′
s1 > I(V1;S1, Y1|U,W1,W2, U1, T1)

R̃s2 + R̃′
s2 > I(V2;S2, Y2|U,W1,W2, U2, T2)

(25)

following the covering lemma [15].

At the decoder, the error of finding the unique

(k̂1,B+1, k̂2,B+1) tends to zero for n → ∞ following

the same analysis as in [14] due to Lemma 1 and 2.

For (m̂′′
1,b, k̂1,b−1, ĵ1,b−1, m̂

′′
2,b, k̂2,b−1, ĵ2,b−1, m̂c,b−1) and

(l̂1,b, l̂2,b) to be decoded correctly, it should hold that

R0 +R′
1 +R′

2 < I(U ;T1, T2, Z)

R′
1 < I(W1;T1, T2, Z|U,W2)

R′
2 < I(W2;T1, T2, Z|U,W1)

R′
1 +R′

2 < I(W1,W2;T1, T2, Z|U)

R′′
1 +Rs1 + R̃s1 < I(U1;T1, T2, Z|U,W1,W2, U2)

R′′
2 +Rs2 + R̃s2 < I(U2;T1, T2, Z|U,W1,W2, U1)

R′′
1 +Rs1 + R̃s1 +R′′

2 +Rs2 + R̃s2

< I(U1, U2;T1, T2, Z|U,W1,W2)

(26)

as well as

R′
s1 < I(T1;T2, Z)

R′
s2 < I(T2;T1, Z)

R′
s1 +R′

s2 < I(T1;T2, Z) + I(T2;T1, Z)− I(T1;T2|Z)

following similar arguments in the analysis of distributed

Wyner-Ziv problem [18].

In the forward direction, the zero error of decoding

(ô1,b, ô2,b) can be guaranteed when

R̃′
s1 < I(V1;V2, Z|U,W1,W2, U1, U2, T1, T2)

R̃′
s2 < I(V2;V1, Z|U,W1,W2, U1, U2, T1, T2)

R̃′
s1 + R̃′

s2 < I(V1;V2, Z|U,W1,W2, U1, U2, T1, T2)

+ I(V2;V1, Z|U,W1,W2, U1, U2, T1, T2)

− I(V1;V2|U,W1,W2, U1, U2, T1, T2, Z).

(27)

Combining the above inequalities and leveraging the Markov

chains induced from (2), we end up with the rate region in (4),

and it can be shown that as n → ∞ and B → ∞, the message

decoding error probability tends to zero, and at the same time

the expected distortion is constrained under D. This concludes

the proof of achievability.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper establishes an achievable R-D region of joint

state estimation and message decoding over SD-DMMAC in

the presence of SI-T and generalized feedback. The coding

scheme explores the possibility of encoder collaboration and

performance improvement via two-stage state descriptions. Two

examples from ISAC applications are then studied. In future

work, it is necessary to explore ISAC for multiuser scenarios

under security constraints [19], [20] and estimation guarantees

[20]. Only in this way can the strict requirements for 6G

applications [21] and the trustworthiness of 6G [21], [22] be

achieved.
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