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Abstract— The arbitrarily varying channel (AVC) is a channel

: Ay ; S —>{CSIfF———
model whose state is selected maliciously by an adversaryixed- I
blocklength coding assumes a worst-case bound on the adver- : c
sary’s capabilities, which leads to pessimistic results. Ais paper ' )
defines a variable-length perspective on this problem, for Wich 1 X y
achievable rates are shown that depend on the realized actis of — ENC Wiylx,s) DEC [—
the adversary. Specifically, rateless codes are constructevhich T T
require a limited amount of common randomness. These codes T e I T
are constructed for two kinds of AVC models. In the first the key c key

channel state cannot depend on the channel input, and in the

second it can. As a byproduct, the randomized coding capagit

of the AVC with state depending on the transmitted codeword FEjg 1 Rateless communication system. The encoder anddelechare
is found and shown to be achievable with a small amount of 3 source of common randomness. A single bit of feedback idahle

common randomness. The results for this model are proved usg everyc channel uses for the decoder to terminate transmissione Seamial
a randomized strategy based on list decoding. information about the channel state is available at the disceveryc channel
uses in a causal fashion.

|I. INTRODUCTION

Modern communication platforms such as sensor networks N this paper we studyandomized codingor two different
wireless ad-hoc networks, and cognitive radio involve confodels based on the AVC. In a randomized code the encoder
munication in environments that are difficult to model. Thignd decoder have a shared source of common randomness
difficulty may stem from the cost of measuring channé&inknown to the jammer. This common randomness acts as
characteristics, the behavior of other users, or the iotera @ Sharedkey to mask the coding strategy from the jammer.
of heterogeneous systems using the same resources. TH&¥%e first model we study is the AVC under maximal error
complex systems may use extra resources such as feedsHig randomized coding, in which the state sequence is chosen
on a low-rate control channel or common randomness #flependently of the transmitted codeword. The second mode
overcome this channel uncertainty. We are interested in héw@n AVC in which the jammer can choose the state sequence
such resources can be used to deal with interference thaP@sed on the transmitted codeword. This may be an apprepriat
difficult to model or which may depend on the transmittegiodel for a multi-hop network in which an internal node
codeword. becomes compromised and tampers with transmitted packets.

Inspired by some of these challenges, we approach thé ca_ll this situation an AVC WiFh ‘nosy noise.” Our first_
problem from the perspective of variable-length codingrov&esult is a formula for the randomized coding capacity o thi
arbitrarily varying channels (AVCs). The AVC is an adveiabr AVC. Our proof uses results on list decoding for AVCs [3]-
channel model in which the channel is governed by a timhel with a partial derandomization technique used by Lamgbe
varying state controlled by m@mmerwho wishes to maximize [6].
the decoding error probability. For fixed-blocklength cugli ~ The main focus of this paper is on the problemrateless
the capacity is the worst-case over all allowable actionthef codingfor these channels usirignited common randomness
jammer. However, in some cases the worst-case may be undi/lgl partial channel state informatignas shown in Figure
pessimistic. Correspondingly, we ask the following quorsti [I. Rateless codes were first proposed for erasure channels
: can variable-length codes be developed for AVC moddiél, [8] and compound channels [9], [10], and a general
that adapt to the realized actions of the jammer? How mugkpdel is discussed in [11]. They are strategies that allow a
feedback and common randomness is needed to enable tifé@le-bit feedback signal (often called an ACK/NACK for

codes? “acknowledge”/“not acknowledge”) every channel uses to
terminate transmission based on the observed channeltoutpu
Manuscript received December 7, 2007; accepted Septen@he2089. y and channel state information. In our model, the partiaksta

Part of this work was presented at the 2007 IEEE Symposiummfamrha- - : :
tion Theory in Nice, France [1], and at the 2007 IEEE InforiovatTheory information takes the form of estimates of the average oblann

Workshop in Tahoe, CA [2]. induced by the channel stateover “chunks” of sizec. In
A.D. Sarwate was with the Department of Electrical Engiiigerand practice this channel information may come from exogenous

Computer Sciences, University of California, Berkeleyd am now with the AT Lo .
Information Theory and Applications Center, University @#lifornia, San measurements or from training information in the forwant/i

Diego, La Jolla, CA 92093-0447 USA. as in [12].

M. Gastpar is W!th the Department of Electrical Engineeramgl Computer We propose a model for partial state information at the
Sciences, University of California, Berkeley, Berkeley ©A720-1770 USA. . . . .

The work of A.D. Sarwate and M. Gastpar was supported by theht decoder which consists of an estimate of the empirical chan-

Science Foundation under award CCF-0347298. nel. We then provide partially derandomized rateless code


http://arxiv.org/abs/0711.3926v4

constructions for the two AVC models. These codes hawwo derandomization strategies are discussed in SeCiipn IV
fixed input type and are piecewise constant-compositiod, awhere we also find the capacity of AVCs with “nosy noise.”
for accurate partial state information can achieve ratesecl SectionsLV and_\MI contain our rateless code constructions
to the mutual information of a corresponding AVC. Thdor channels with input-independent and input-dependar s
derandomization for these codes comes from strategiesre$pectively.
Ahlswede [13] and Langberg [6].

Il. CHANNEL MODELS AND DEFINITIONS

Related work and context We will model our time-varying chanpel by a.set of
L _ _ o channelsww = {W(y|xz,s) : s € S} with finite input
The arbitrarily varying channel was first studied in theo\lphabet/‘\’, output alphabety, and constrained state se-

seminal paper of Blackwell, Breiman, and Thomasian [14},,ence [21]. This is an arbitrarily varying channel (AVC)
who found a formula for the capacity under randomized codiRgygel. If x — (1,22, )y ¥ = (Y1.Y2s ... yn) and

and maximal error. Without randomized coding, the maximal- _ (s1,82,...,5,) are lengthn vectors, the probability of
error problem is significantly harder [15]-[18] and is refAt observing the outpu given the inputx and states over the
to the the zero-error capacity [19]. The AVC model wWagyc 1 without feedback is given by:

extended to include constraints on the jammer by Hughes

and Narayan [20] and Csiszar and Narayan [21]-[23]. For w _ = Wz s 1
randomized coding, error exponents have also been studied (vlx,s) lel (yilas, 5:) @)
[24]-[26]. B

this paper the feedback is used only to terminate trans-
ssion, and we compare our achievable rates with those
achievable without feedback (c.f. [11]). The interpretati

ives the same capacity under maximal and average error fut@) is that the channel state can change arbitrarily from
9 pactly 9 ' time to time. The AVC is an adversarial model in which the

for deterministic coding under average error the capacidy m . . . .
g 9 pacdy state is controlled by gammer who wishes to stymie the

be positive and strictly smaller than the randomized codir}‘% o .
; . . mmunication between the encoder and decoder. As we will
capacity when cost constraints are involved [22]. However

Ahlswede's technique can be used to show that eilig n) sée, the knowledge held by the adversary can be captured in

bits of common randomness is needed to achi@ve\) for the eror criterion. . . . .
. . One extension of this model is to introduce constraints on
AVCs with cost constrainf\.

In the “nosy noise” model, shown in Figufé 3, has beetne input and state sequences [21]. For simplicity we will

. . . . o only assume constraints on the state. Let S — Rt
discussed previously in the AVC literature, where it is seme . .
. o . ; e a cost function on the state set, wheiién,l(s) = 0
times called the AVC. For deterministic coding, knowing N
. . nd maxscsl(s) = A* < oo. The cost of the vectos =
the message is the same as knowing the codeword, so ihe / .
. . . . 1,82,...,8,) IS the sum of the cost on the elements:
maximal error capacity is as the nosy noise capacity [27,
Problem 2.6.21]. In some cases the average error capacity () = . ]
is also the same [16]. The capacity under noiseless feedback (s) = Z (5)
was later found by Ahlswede [28]. To our knowledge, for o
cost-constrained AVCs the problem was not studied unfil Some cases we will impose a total constraiton the
Langberg [6] found the capacity for bit-flipping channelgiwi average cost, so that
randomized coding. Smith [29] has shown a computationally I(s) < nA . A3)
efficient construction usin@(n) bits of common randomness. - . _ _
Agarwal, Sahai and Mitter proposed a similar model with § A = A* we say the state is unconstrained. We will define
distortion constraint [30], which is different than the Avcthe set
model considered here [5]. o _ S"(A) = {s:I(s) < nA} (4)
Our study of rateless codes is inspired by hybrid-ARQ [31] _
and recent work that has shown how zero-rate feedback d@rPe the set of sequences with average cost less than or equal
improve channel reliability [32]-[34]. In [12] the encodend O A.
decoder use randomly placed training sequences to estimate
the channel quality. Another inspiration was the paper &f. Point-to-point channel coding
Draper et. al [35], which studies an AVC model where the A (n, N) deterministic code for the AVC W is a pair of
entire state sequence given to the decoder as side inf@mathaps(¢, ¢) with ¢ : [N] — X™ and : Y — [N]. Therate
and Slngle—blt feedpaCk acts as an ACK/NACK to termina@ the code igy ! 10g N. Thedecoding regiorior messag@ is
decoding. Our codmg_ schemes can be use_d to providepa— {y : ¢ (y) =i} . We can also write a deterministic code
component of the coding strategy of [12], which shows th@t a5 a set of pairg(x(i), D;) : i € [N]} with the encoder

the rates achievable by Shayevitz and Feder [36] for indafid 4 and decoder) defined implicitly. Theerror for message
sequence channels are also achievable with zero-ratedeledbang state sequenaee S™(A) is given by

In the next section we describe the channel model and in , ,
SectiorTll we state the main contributions of this papere Th e(i,s) = 1= W (Di[x(i),s) . ()

Ahlswede’s landmark paper [13] showed that the averaé%l
error capacity under deterministic codirdg,; is 0 or equal
to the randomized coding capacity,. Randomized coding

)
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IAM randomized code over an AVEY with cost constraint\ is
given by
S €¢=max max E[1—-W (D;|®(:),JJ(P(: , (7
i o , ax | max E[L-W (Di|2(), J(2(0)] , ()
—| ENC Wylxs) DEC — where the expectation is over the randomized coHew).
Tl JT Again, the variable®;, ®(i), and.J(®(i)) correspond to the
__________ T/ same realization of the key. We call an AVC under the nosy

maximal error criterion anPAVC with nosy noiseFigure[3
shows the channel model under the nosy noise assumption. In
Fig. 2. An arbitrarily varying channel with randomized edirm. The the AVC with nosy noise, the jammer’s strategies take thfor
encoder and decoder share a secret keyipthat is unknown to the jammer. of mappings/ : X" — S"(A) from the codeword vectors to
state sequences. This is a more pessimistic assumptioreon th
jammer’s capabilities, since it assumes that it has nomataus
access to the transmitted codeword. Under randomized godin
we will show that from a capacity standpoint all that matters
s is whether the jammer has access to¢heentinput symbol.
x(i, k) y o A rate R is called achievable if for every > 0 there
— ENC i W(y|x,s) DEC |— exists a sequence dfn, N) codes of rateR, > R — ¢
T T whose probability of error (maximal or nosy) is at maest
I Whether R is achievable will depend on the error criterion
| (maximal or nosy). For a given error criterion, the supremum
ke{1,2,...,K} of achievable rates is the capacity of the arbitrarily vagyi
channel. We will write C,.(A) for the randomized coding
capacity under maximal error with constraiftf and C“T(A)
for the randomized coding capacity with nosy noise and state
constraints.

[
ke{1,2,...,K}

Fig. 3. The nosy noise error model — the jammer knows the codky, (7).

A (n,N) randomized codeC for the AVC W is random g
variable taking on values in the set of deterministic codes.
It is written as a pair of random map®, V') where each
realization is an(n, N) deterministic code. I{®, ¥) almost
surely takes values in a set &f codes, then we call this an
(n, N, K) randomized code. We can also think of@n N, K)
randomized code as a family of cod€&by,vr) : k € [K]}
indexed by a set of keys as shown in Figurgl2. Thkey I(P,V)=minI(PV) . (8)
size of a randomized codé®, V) is the entropyH (C) of ) ey
the code. In the case whef@ is uniformly distributed on a  We define the following sets:
set of K codes, the key size is simplpg K. Note that the
realization of the code is shared by the encoder and decoder, 2(A) = {Q €EPS): Y Qs)i(s) < A} 9)
so the key is known by both parties. Thate of the code is s

R =n~'log N. Thedecoding regiorfor messagé under key _
kis Dy, = {y : Yx(y) = i}. In the case where the bound on UPA) = U eP(S|X): ZU(S|I)P(I)Z(S) <A,

S,

K is not explicit or unspecified, we write the random decoding (10)
region for messagéasD; = {y : ¥(y) = i}. . _
For a randomized code we require that the decoder errorff8f an AVCW = {W (y|z,s) : s € S} with state constraint
be small for each message messageraged over key values A We define two sets of channels:
Randomization allows several different codewords to regme
the same message. For maximal error, there are two cases to Vst (A) = {V(y|x) = ZW(yLr, 5)Q(s) :
consider, depending on whether or not the state can depend s
on the actuatodeword
The standard maximal errofor a (n, N) randomized code Qls) € Q(A)} (11)
over an AVCW with cost constraint\ is given by

Information quantities

For a fixed input distributionP(2) on X and channel

V (y|z), we will use the notatiod (P, V') to denote the mutual
information between the input and output of the channel. For
a finite or closed and convex set of channglave use the
shorthand

Waep(P, A) = {V(ylx) =Y W(yle,s)U(s|z) :

= E[1—-W (D;|®(2), , 6
e =max_max B[l - W (D®(i),s) (6)
where the expectation is over the randomized co8e?). U(s|lz) e U(P,A) p .

Here the variablesD; and ®(i) correspond to the same

realization of the key. Th@osy maximal errorfor a (n, N) (12)



We will suppress the explicit dependence an The set in rates for the rateless code are given{lfync)~log N : m €
(1) is called theconvex closur®f W, and the set in[(12) is M}.
the row-convex closuref W. In earlier worksWgep (P, A) is We can define decoding regions for the rateless code at

sometimes written aBy [13]. a decoding timeM = M. Note that if M = M we
Two information quantities of interest in randomized caginhave Tas (y1'¢ VlM,k) = 1. For message, key k and side
for AVCs are |nformat|on vectorV1 we can define a decoding region:
Csta(A) = max %in(A)I(P, V) (13) Di (VM) = {y' mua (y ', VM E) =1,
€EWst Mc / .
fl \IJM( Y1 avlluvk)zl} . (20)
Ciep(A) =max  min I (P,V) . (14)

P VEWqep(P,A) The maximal and nosy noise errorfor a (¢, N, K) rateless

Csiszar and Narayan [21] showed that the randomized codmﬂe at decoding tim®d/1 = M are, respectively,
capacity under maximal erra®,.(A) is equal toCgq(A). |
Theorem[Jl we show that the randomized coding capaC| y(M’S’V )
under nosy nois€’,(A) is equal toCyep(A). XK: (

= max —

e K 2 — WMe (Di_,k(Vfw) ‘fI){W(Z', k), S{wc))

C. Rateless codes (21)

In a rateless code, the decoder can choose to decodeé@d!, J, V{”)
different times based on its observation of the channelwutp 1
We assume that the decoder can inform the encoder that it = max —
has decoded in order to terminate transmission. To simplify Nl 8T
the analysis, we consider rateless codes that operate itkshu Me M

(1 -w ( i k(W)

M=

of length¢(n). For a vectorz let z} denote(zy, 22, ..., 2,),
andz(™) denote them-th chunk(z(n—1)ct1, - - » Zme)-
The key quantity is the time at which the decoder attempts ‘ oY (i, k), Ju (i, @17 (i, k)))) :

to decode, which we will denote bilc(n), i.e., decoding (22)

is attempted afteM chunks. If this decoding time is appro-

priately chosen, then the decoding is successful (with higtereJ = (J1,...,Ja) andJy : [N] x xMe — SMe s the

probability); the corresponding empirical rate is given by adversary’s strategy. Note that in these error definitioasio

1 not take the maximum over adl or J, because the rate and

— logy N, (15) error at which we decode will depend on the realized state

Mec sequence, in contrast to the point-to-point AVC errors[ip (6

where N is the number of codewords in the codeboolgnd ).

Defining a rateless code involves not only a codebook, bt als Because we consider rateless codes with finite total block-

a rule according to which the decoder selects the appreprigéngth», under some state sequences the decoder may never

decoding timeM. In our considerations, the decoder performgecide to decode. Intuitively, this is because the charsreld

this selection based on side information about the truemannoisy_ In order to quantify the performance of a rate|e5$cod

state (and thus, about the actions of the adversary), whgh {ye must specify the set of state sequences for which the code

decoder receives at the end of each chunk. will decode.

More formally, we denote the partial side information

(channel estimate) given to the decoder aftershh chunk

by V., , which takes values in a s&tc). We describe the side

information model in SectioR II-D. Alc, N, K') randomized ~ Suppose that during the-th chunk of channel useigm —

rateless code is set of Mapgd,,, 7, Up) :m = 1,2,...}:  1)c+1,...mc} the channel inputs were(™<) and the state
was s(™¢), Under the maximal error criterion, we define the

Remp =

D. Partial channel state information

@y, ¢ [N] x [K] — X° (16) average channel underduring them-th chunk by

Tm : Y™ x V(o)™ x [K] — {0, 1} a7) ] me

U, s V™ x V(o)™ x [K] — [N] . (18) Vilyle) == Y Wi(ylz,s)
t=(m—1)c+1

To encode chunkn, the encoding functiond,, uses the ) o )
message ifiN] and key in[K] to choose a vector af channel Under the nosy noise criterion we define the average channel

inputs. underx ands by
The decision functiorr,,, defines a random variable, called 1
the decoding timeM of the rateless code: Vin(ylz) = W Z W (y|ze, s¢)1(2e = z)
(m—1)c+1
M = min {m : 7o (y{, Vi, k) =1} . (19) 23)
Let M = {M,, M, +1,...,M*} be the smallest interval A receiver with full side information would learn the chahne

containing the support dvl. The set of possible (empirical) V,,, explicitly. We consider instead the case where the receiver



is given a set/,,, after them-th chunk, whereV,, is a subset is achievable with nosy maximal errar.(n), wheren? <

of channels such that,, (y|z) € V.. K (n) < exp(ne) and
We denote the set of possible values 1oy, by V(c). This
is a collection of subsets 0V,.q(A) NP, (Y|X) for maximal R = Caep(A) — € (29)
error and ofWgep(A) N P(Y|X) for nosy noise. We will 12nCqep(A) log |V
assume a polynomial upper bound on the siz&/(f): é(n) < exp(=nE(e)) ey/K(n)log K (n) (30)
V(e <, (24)

where E(a) > 0 for a > 0.

for somev < oo. This theorem is proved by first constructing list-decodable
We consider two models foy,,: in the first the decoder codes with constant list size for cost-constrained AVCs.

gets an estimate the empirical cost of the true state sequerldese list-decodable codes can be combined with a message-

and in the second the decoder gets an estimate of the mugughentication scheme due to Langberg [6] in Lerfiina 2, which

information induced by the true channel. For rateless codglows that the a secret key can be used to disambiguate

under maximal error we will assume that the receiver gets Hi list. BecauséV;ia(A) € Waep(A), in general we have

estimate),,, such that the true cost Caep(A) < Csta(A). In some cases equality can hold, as in
me the following example.
A = 1 Z I(s¢) (25) Example 1 (Bit-flipping (mod-two adder) onsider
S an AVC with input alphabet¥ = {0,1}, state alphabet

. S ={0,1} and output alphabey = {0, 1}, with
satisfies\,, < A, < A\, + €. The CSI set is then
y=z>ds,

Vin = { (ylz) = ZW ylz, 5:) whered denotes addition modulo two. This is a “bit-flipping
AVC” in which the jammer can flip the inputs(= 1). We
1(8) < I(stm)) + CE} . (26) Cchoosel(s) = s so that the state constraint < 1/2 bounds
the fraction of bits which can be flipped by the jammer. It has

We call such CSE-cost-consistent been shown [6], [21] that

For rateless codes under nosy maximal error, we will say a Cua(A) = 1 — hy(A
CSI sequence is-consistentfor input P if °
q P Caep(A) = 1~ Iy (A) .

whereh,(t) = —tlogt—(1—t)log(1—t) is the binary entropy
Our rateless codes for nosy maximal error will assume tfignction. In this case, we haw€sia(A) = Cyep(A). Further-
CSI sequence is-consistent. more, the capacity under randomized coding and maximal
In our rateless code constructions we use a threshold r@fgor C-(A) = Csia(A) and the capacity under randomized
on the minimum mutual information of the channel consistef@ding and nosy noise i§,.(A) = Cqep(A).
with the side information;, Vs, . . .. Once the receiver decides Although for this bit-flipping example the two max-min
to decode, it implements the decoding rule for the rateleg¥pressions have the same value, this is not the case foragene
code. The decoder for the codes in Secfidn V is a maximuWCs. In the previous example the addition was taken over
mutual information (MMI) decoder, and a natural questiothe finite field 2. If we instead take the addition over the
is whether the channel outputs can be used to decide thtegers the two quantities are different.
decoding time. One way to do this is for the decoder to restric Example 2 (Real adder )Consider an AVC with input al-
the side information se¥,, to those channels consistent wittphabetX = {0,1}, state alphabeS = {0,1} and output
the output. alphabety = {0, 1, 2}, with

— i <e.
I(P, V) Juin I(PV)<e (27)

=T S .
IIl. M AIN RESULTS AND CONTRIBUTIONS Y T

A. Point-to-point AVCs We choos€(s) = s so that the constraimk on the jammer

Our first main result is Theore 1, which is a characterizR0Unds the weight of its input. For this channel Aif> 1/2

tion of the capacity of the AVC with nosy noise. The proof i&SiSzar and Narayan [21] showed tH@t(A) = 1/2 and is
given in Sectio IV-B. achieved withP = (1/2,1/2). However, in the case of nosy

Theorem 1:Let W be an AVC with state cost functiaif) noise the capacity is lower wheh> 1/2 because the jammer

and cost constraint. ThenCy.,(A) is the randomized coding can see the codeword, it can selectively set the output tb be
capacity of the AVC with nosy noise: if P=(1/2,1/2). We have [5]:

Cr(A) = Caep(A) (28) Caep(A) = I (1 ;A) - 1;Ahb (12fA) ‘

Furthermore, for anyg > 0, there exists am sufficiently .
large such that the sequence of rate-key size &ird(n)) Thus we can see that, (A) = Cyep(A) < 1/2.



rate dotted line is the empirical rate, so once the estimate esss
the threshold then the decoder will decode. Furthermoee, th

Funaxy error decays a®(n/K(n)). The codebook is constructed by
+ decoding threshold taking a fully randomized constant composition code that is
— AVC with same cost good for an AVC, manipulating it into a rateless code with
~ — estimated channel the desired properties, and reducing the common randomness
using Lemmali.

Theorem 3:Let WW be an AVC with state cost function
I(). FiX Rmin > 0, € > 0, input type P € P(X) with
min, P(z) > 0. Then there is am, sufficiently large such

RuinT . . fime that for alln > ng, there exists dc(n), exp(nRmin), K(n))
M.c M*e rateless code whose decoding time satisfies
*
Fig. 4. Decoding rate versus time in a rateless code. Ther@apmutual . Roin
information corresponding to the AVC with the true cost i@dine) varies, M= M. = A M : EV Z I P V -2, ,
and thed-consistent channel estimates (dashed line) can tracknite @he *

channel estimates cross the decoding threshold (dotted, lthe receiver . . .
terminates transmission and tries to decode. whereV,, is the average channel in_{23). The nosy maximal

error at this decoding time satisfies

n
; e, VM) <0 (7)
B. Rateless coding CA%Y VK log K
Theoremd 2 anf]3 provide achievable strategies for rate B .
less coding over channels with input-independent and +nplﬁ?(; K(?) N tO(eXp( ))’bStati sequences and e-consistent
dependent state, respectively. The proofs of these thearem Sl 'I('ahm t(;]rma lon glventhy{t:(tzh ) ist tel de which
given in Sectiol V-C and Sectign VI}C. To state our results in € theorem says ihat there exists a rateless code whic

a way that makes the tradeoff between error probability aﬁ%r; be c}ec;)?/(?d as soon r?st the ?mp'tr;fea;z muEJ?I ]:nfci;]ma'uon
blocklength clearer, we will assume ( ) Is enough to sustain min DILS TOr the

message assuming the side informatior-tonsistent. This
c(n) = nt/4 (31) threshold is sufficient to guarantee decoding error prditabi
M*(n) = n/c(n) = n3/* . (32) that de_cays likel /v/K log K for an AVC with nosy noise.
In this code, the decoder decodes each chunk dfannel
For maximum and minimum rate,, .. andRmin the number into a list of possible messages. As more chunks are received
of messages i&V(n) = exp(nRmin) and M, = fizp?/4, the list size shrinks and the decoding tifv is chosen to
Theorem 2:Let W be an AVC with state cost function guarantee that the list size is bounded by a constant. Ldthma 2
I(-). Fix € > 0, Rmin > 0, and input typeP € P(X) with shows that this code can be used as part of a randomized code
min, P(z) > 0. Then there is am, sufficiently large such in which the secret key disambiguates the list at the decoder
that for all n > ng there exists gc(n), exp(nRmin), K(n)) Example 3 (Bit-flipping (mod-two adder)Consider the
randomized rateless code wilti(n)/n — oo whose decoding mod-two additive AVC described in Examplé 1 on pdde 5
time satisfies where the partial side informatiol,, as an estimate\,,
nRmin 1 Me of the empirical Hamming weight of the state sequence
{W <I (P Wetd ( I(sy ))) s(me). The receiver tracks the empirical weight of the state
sequence to compute an estimadg, of the crossover
- g(e)} , (33) probability. Theoremd]2 anf] 3 both give rateless codes
that can decode as soon as the estimated empirical mutual
whereg(e) — 0 ase — 0. The maximal error of the code atinformation Mc(1 — hb(AM)) exceeds the size of the

M = min
M, <M<M*

this decoding time satisfies messagelfg N bits). As Rin can be as small as we like,
n these codes can work for empirical state sequences with
(s, VM) =0 (K(n)> Hamming weight arbitrarily close td/2. The realized rate

is within e of 1 — hb(AM), but the two codes differ greatly
for state sequenceasand e-cost-consistent CSPM. in the dependence of the error probability on the amount of
This theorem says that if the CSI estimates the state costnmon randomness. When the bit-flips cannot depend on
in each chunk to withire, then the decoder will terminatethe transmitted codeword, the error decays with!, and
transmission as soon as the mutual information of the cHanmdien they can it decays with/K log K)~*
exceeds the empirical raﬂé’% This is illustrated in Figure a) Remarks on the examplEor the bit-flipping example,
[4. The solid line represents the mutual information of theae rates guaranteed by both theorems are close waibecity
AVC corresponding to the true state cd$s}/¢), whichs is of the AVC with the corresponding cost constraint. However,
the worst-case over all state sequences whose cost is lesgeneral this may not be the case. Both coding schemes
that or equal to the true cost. The dashed line represents tise a fixed input type, which is is a common feature of
mutual information of corresponding to the estimated cbisé rateless coding strategies [9], [12], [35] but may resukome



loss in rate [37] with respect to an input distribution chosefor an AVC W with cost functioni(-) and cost constraini.
with knowledge of the empirical state distribution. It mag bThen for all x satisfying:

possible to adapt the channel input distribution, perhajirsgu
ideas from universal prediction [38] but we leave that fdufe

work. wherehy,(11) is the binary entropy function, with probability

This scheme can also be used with more general ,Settingsé%onentially small inn, the (n, N, K) randomized code
the parameters of the scheme, such as the chunk size. Fingllytormly distributed onk iid copies fromC will have with
we can also consider the case where the side information,is yimal probability of error less tham.
merely consistent. I_n this setting it is hard to quantify how 1pq proof follows directly from the arguments in [13] and is
close the rate at which we decode will be to the true channgyiited. In particular, if the there is a sequence of randehi
since there are no guarantees on the tightness of the chaR@gles whose errors decay exponentially:
estimates.

plog(n) ™t — hy(p)log2 > %(Rlog?—i—log IS]) ,

5(n) < exp(—an) ,

IV. TWO PARTIAL DERANDOMIZATION TECHNIQUES then a little algebra shows that we can choose the key size

. ) ) K (n) and the erroy: to satisfy
In this paper we are interested in the tradeoffs betweem erro

probability and the amount of common randomness available w< % ;

to the encoder and decoder. In this section we will show how to

exploit existing techniques partially derandomize thelests for some¢ > 0. In particular, the code of Hughes and Thomas

code constructions in Theordr 2 dnd 3. [25], [26] has exponentially decaying error probabilityy s
The “elimination technique” is due to Ahlswede [13] and-eémmall shows that the randomized coding capaCityA)

uses a key size of(n) bits to achieve exponential decay infS achievable with common randomnesin) polynomial in

the probability of error [24]. The amount of shared commof» Which corresponds t6)(log n) bits.

randomness is on the same order as the data to be transmitted,

reminiscent of Shannon’s “one-time pad” [39] for cryptograB. Derandomization for AVCs with nosy noise : message

phy. Lemmdll applies this technique to the randomized codrghentication

of Hughes and Thomas [25], [26] and quantifies an achievablen, [5] it is shown that for any > 0 and P € P(X) with

tradeoff between randomization and error decay. This may Rgix  P(z) > 0, for n sufficiently large there exists a list-

useful in engineering applications in which sharifign) bits  gecodable code with codewords of type rate
of key to sendD(n) bits of data is unreasonable. We will use

the result to bound the common randomness needed for the R = VeWIEIiH(PA)I(PaV) —€, (34)
rateless codes considered in Secfidn V. o o
A second derandomization procedure was suggested l@ size
Langberg [6] for what he called an “adversarial channel” (in I < {61053 |y|J 11 (35)
the terminology of this paper, a binary bit-flipping AVC with € ’
nosy noise). The construction starts with a list-decodabtée  5,,q error
and creates large overlapping subsets of codewords for each
key. These sub-codebooks should be large so that the number er < exp(—nE(e)) ,
of messages is close to the rate of the list-decodable cade, g cre E(es) > 0. The argument is based on those of

the overlap should be large so that the jammer does not 'eﬁ\rﬁ\swedeeilB] [4].

the key from seeing the codeword. The encoder chooses thgq aycs with nosy noise, the state can depend on the trans-
codeword corresponding to messagein the sub-codebook nitteq codeword. By combining these list-decodable codes
given by keyk._The decoder first uses thg_hst-decode_r to flpg,ith a message authentication scheme used by Langberg [6],
a list ofL_candldate codewords. By exploiting a_comblnaton:;{\,{,e can construct randomized codes for this channel with
construction due to Erdds, Frankl, and Furedi [40], thB-SUjimited common randomness. The relationship between the
codebook structure can be chosen so that with high protyibnkey size, list size, and error is given by the following Lemma
only one of the codewords in the list at the decoder is in the | o nma 2 (Message Authentication [6]Let WV be an AVC
sub-codebook corresponding to and suppose we are given &n, N, L) deterministic list-
decodable code and probability of errer For key size
K(n) where K(n) is a power of a prime there exists an
(n,N/y/K(n), K(n)) randomized code with nosy maximal
error£(s) such that

A. Derandomization for AVCs with maximal error : “elimina-
tion”

Lemma 1 (Elimination technique [13])Let J be a positive
integer and leC be an(n, N, J) randomized code wittv' = maxé(s) < e+
exp(nR) whose expected maximal error satisfies s

2L1og N(n)
VE(n)log K(n)
By choosing the appropriate input distribution we can abtai

max maxEcle(i,s)] < d(n) , our first new result : a formula for the randomized coding
sesSn(A) ¢ capacity for the AVC under nosy noise.

(36)



Proof: [Proof of Theorem[1l] To show the conversean AVC with cost constraink(sM¢). We use the construction
note that the jammer can choose a memoryless stratefyHughes and Thomas [25] as a basis for constructing a ran-
U(s|z) € U(P,A). Choosing the worsU yields a discrete domized rateless code using a maximum mutual information
memoryless channel whose capacity’ig,(A), and therefore (MMI) decoder with unbounded key size, and use Leniiha 1
the randomized coding capacity for this channel is given kg partially derandomize the construction.

Caep(N). In this section we will assume the CSI takes the form of
To show that rates beloWy.,(A) are achievable, we first (28)-(28) and that it ig-cost-consistent. Define
fix K(n) and let P be the input distribution maximizing

Caep(A). We can use the previous lemma with our result A i Z A 37)
on list-decodable codes to achieve the desired tradeoiifigUs M= — "
(35), for anye;(n) > 0 we can choose atwn, N(n), L) list- 1\;
decodable codebook with codewords of typesuch that Ay = 1 Ao (38)
L- |l =
e1(n) be the true and estimated cost for the state sequsffce
N(n) = Lexp(n(Cacp(A) — €1(n))) , The number of possible values far, is at most(c + 1)!5,

which is an upper bound on the number of typescmith
denominator. Without loss of generality we can assuthg
er < exp(—nE(e1(n))) . takes values in the same set. gs.

and error

We can use Lemma [J2 to construct an
n)/+/K(n),K(n)) randomized code with errorA. The coding strategy

probability Our scheme uses a fixed maximum blocklengtand we
. 2L1og N(n) will express other parameters as functionsnoffFor a fixed
g€ <exp(—nE(e1(n))) + \/—logK minimum rateR,.;,, input distributionP, and key sizeK (n)
120C4ep(A )log V| we will construct a randomized rateless code with chunk size
< exp(—nE(e1(n))) + L . c(n) = n'/* and decoding timeM*(n) = n3/* (see [(3L)
n)v/ & (n)log K(n) and [32)). We will also use a parametBr,;, which is the
The rate of this randomized code is minimum rate of the code, sty (n) = exp(nRmin)-
1 N(n) Algorithm | : Rateless coding for standard AVCs
k= n lo K(n) 1) The encoder and decoder choose akey[K (n)] using
1 0 common randomness_. The encode_r (_:hooses a message
= Cyep(A) —€1(n) — —log : i € [N(n)] to transmit and maps it into a codeword
" L x(i, k) € X™.
For anye > 0 and K (n) < exp(ne) we can choose;(n) 2) Form = 1,2,...,M, — 1 the encoder transmits
small enough so thak = Caep(A) — €. u x(m€) (4, k) in the m-th chunk and the decoder sets the
feedback bitr,,, (y{"™ V¢, X"~ k) = 0.
C. An open question: converses for common randomness 3) For m = My, ..., M* = n/c, if

. . . (m m—1 — i
Common randomness is an important resource for coding TTn;:l)(Yl AL k) = 0, the encoder transmits
strategies for the AVC. The two strategies mentioned in this X (i, k) in channel usegm — 1)c + 1, (m — 1)c +

section show that it is sufficient to have common randomness _ 2: - - -» ¢ )

of O(logn) bits to achieve the randomized coding capacity. 4) The decoder receives channel outpyt$'” and an
It is not clear that randomness i®cessaryto achieve rates estimate),,, of the state cost in the:-th chunk. Define
as high as the randomized coding capacity. Because the the decision functiom,, (y{"*, A{ AT, k) by

deterministic coding capacity question is notoriouslyidiit, 1ogN

it would be of interest to prove lower bounds on the common 1 < - (P Wata(A )) - 5> , (39)

randomness needed to achieve the randomized coding capacit

Where A,,, is given by [38). If7,,(-) = 1 then the
V. RATELESS CODING WITH COST INFORMATION UNDER decoder attempts to decode the received sequence, sets

MAXIMAL ERROR i = U, (y, k), and feeds back a to terminate

We now prove Theoreff 2 on rateless coding for AVCs under ~ transmission. Otherwise, the decoder feeds batlaad
maximal error. We develop a coding strategy that chooses a We return to stepl3) to send chunk+ 1.
decoding time based on information about the cost of theOur code relies on the existence of a set of codewords
actual state sequenseWe assume the state sequesicefixed {x(i, k)} which, when truncated to blocklengthc, form a
and estimated(s}/¢) are revealed to the decoder aftefc good randomized code for an AVC satisfying a given cost
channel uses. The decoder picks the decoding twvheuch constraint. The key to our construction is that the conditio
that the empirical rate is close to the mutual information athecked by the decision functidn {39) is sufficient to gutaan



that the decoding error will be small. In order to facilitdtee randomness to select a rateless code and use randomized
analysis of the coding strategy, define the rBig at timeM: training positions to estimate the channel quality. Thelesis

1 code uses the channel estimates to pick a decoding time.
Ry = 3 logN . One drawback of the scheme in [12] is that the amount of
common randomness needed to choose the rateless code is
B. Randomized codebook construction very large. By using the rateless code constructed in Tieore

the amount of common randomness can be reduced and can

Our codebook will consist of codewords drawn unn‘orml%e accommodated in the zero-rate feedback link.

from the set

nje _ .
(7e(P)) = Te(P) x Te(P) x 7e(P) . (40) VI. RATELESS CODING FOR CHANNELS WITH
n/c times INPUT-DEPENDENT STATE
That is, the codewords are formed by concatenating conrstantwe now prove Theorefd 3 on rateless coding for AVCs under
composition chunks of length nosy maximal error. The idea is to build rateless codes which

Lemma 3 (Fully randomized rateless codebodkgt W arelist-decodablewith constant list size at the decoding time
be an AVC with cost functiord(-). For anyd > 0, Ruin >0 M. Lemmal2 can be used to with these list decodable codes
and input distributionP € P(X) with min, P(x) > 0, for to construct a randomized code with small key size.
sufficiently large blocklengthn there exists a randomized
rateless code withV(n) = exp(nRmin) Messages whose .
decoding timeM satisfies [39) and whose rate & — A7 A The coding strategy

satisfies We explicitly use information about the output sequence
loe N | M y at the decoder together with the side informatidp. For
R <P, Witd (— Zl(sﬁ)) — f(8), (41) ¢ > 0 and distributionP € P(X), given them-th chunk of
Mec i=1 channel outputy(mc) and the side information s&4,,, define
for all s and J-cost-consistent partial state information se- Vin(y™, €)
quenceVM, wheref(5) — 0 asd — 0. The error at decoding ™ Yoo
time satisfies - {V € Vin ¢ i (Ty<m>,ZP(x)V(y|x)> < e} ,
e(M,s, V") = O(exp(—E3(6)Mc)) , (42) @
where E3(6) > 0. where d.x (-, -) is the total variational distance. Although

Vi (y(™¢), €) depends onP, in our constructionP is fixed
so we do not make this dependence explicit.
Algorithm 1l : Rateless coding for “nosy noise”

1) The encoder and decoder choose a key [K] using
common randomness. The encoder chooses a message
i € [N] to transmit and maps it into a codeword
x(i, k) € X™.

2) If 7,,—1(-) = 0, the encoder transmits™<) in channel
uses(m —l)c+1,(m —1)e+2,...,mc.

3) The decoder receives channel outpgt§® and the
channel state information s&t,, and calculates the set
of possible channel¥,,(y(™, §). Define the decision
function 7,,, (y7*¢, V", k) as

< %il (P, vm(y<m0>,5)) - e> . (43)
=1

C. Proof of Theorerhl2

We are now ready to prove the TheorEm 2.

Proof: Fix € > 0, Rin > 0 and P € P(X). Choosen
sufficiently large so that the codebook-valued random fézia
C+ that is the randomized code from Lemik 3 satisfies
(42) with ¢ = § under the conditions on the state and side
information in [26) and[{33). For eacll, let Cj; be the the
codebook truncated to blocklengiiic.

We can now drawk (n) codebooks sampled uniformly from
Cys+. SinceCy;« truncated to blocklengtiiZc is Cjy, this
sampling induces a sampling dd,, for each M. Each of
these truncated codebooks has error probability expcaignti
small in M¢, so by Lemmd1l we can choosesufficiently ) <10gN

large and chunk size(n) so that with probability going td,

the error probability is at mosb(n/K (n)) for each of the me

truncated codes. Therefore a code satisfying the conditbn If 7,,(-) = 1 then the decoder attempts to decode the

the Theorem exists. u received sequence, séts- ¥, (y*“, k), and feeds back
a1l to terminate transmission. Otherwise, it feeds back

D. An application to individual sequence channels a 0 and we return to stelpl 2) for chunk + 1.

One case in which the we can obtaktost-consistent state  The rateless code developed in this section has codewords
information is in the scheme proposed by Eswaran et al. [1i2] (7.(P)), i.e. they have type” in each chunk. Once the
for coding over a channel with individual state sequence Thlecision thresholdM is reached, the decoder list decodes the
codes from this section can be used as a component in treteived codeword and produces a list of candidate message-
coding scheme, which is an iterated rateless coding syratégy pairs. From Lemmial 2, with high probability there will be
using zero-rate feedback and unlimited common randomnessly one message-key pair in the list consistent with the key
In each iteration, the encoder and decoder use commased to encode the message.
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B. List-decodable codes each truncatiod/, output sequencg} ¢, and side information

The codebook we use is again sampled frgfa(P))™/c Sequenc&Vi,...,Va) a “decoding bin”
givenin [40). In LemmE]4 we show that a codeb_ook consisting B(M,yMe, yMy ¢ xMe
of all sequences i7.(P) can be used as a list-decodable o . .
code with a list size that depends on a channel estimate at Wfich is the list given by the code in Lemrh& 5. The size of
decoder. This list size is exponentialinThereforg(7.(P))™  each bin can be upper bounded by](45):
can also be list-decoded using the channel estimates sith IiB(M Me VM)|
size exponential im/c. The decoding conditior (#3) can be Y1 y
used to bound the list size at decoding. The final step is to
sample codewords frorf7.(P))"/*. The subsampling ensures = &P (C <Z1 verBro 5 H(Xm|Yim) + M§>> .
constant bound on the list size for all decoding times. " o ;
Lemma 4:Let W be an AVC. For anys > 0 and¢ > 0, Lemma 6 (Constant list size}:et W be an AVC with cost
P € P(X) with min, P(z) > 0 there is ac sufficiently large functioni(-). For anye > 0, P € P(X) with min, P(z) >
and a functionE; (¢) such that for any € V(c) the set7,(P) 0, for sufficiently large blocklengtm 'Fhere gX|sts a set of
is a list-decodable code of blocklengtivith N messages and V() = exp(nRmin) codewords{x(j) : j € [N]} C

list size L(V) for the AVC W under nosy maximal error with (7<(P))"/¢ such that for any CSI sequenge, Vs, ..., Vir-)
and channel outpyt with decoding timeéM given by [43), the

N =|Te(P)| = exp (c(H(X) = £)) truncated codebookx?/¢(j) : j € [N]} is an list decodable
. code with list sizel. satisfying
L(yi,V)<exp|c| max HX[Y)+{])) , (44)
Vev(ys,o) 121log|Y|
L>— |
and error €

and maximal probability of decoding error

er < exp(—c- E1(9)) | P Y ?

whereH (X) is calculated with respect to the distributi®jz)

and forV € V(y¢, §) the conditional entropyf (X |Y') is with  where E(e) > 0.

respect to the distributiod®(z)V (y|z), and E1(§) > 0 for

£>0. C. Proof of Th 3
With the previous lemma as a basic building block, we can’ oot o eorerl

create nested list-decodable codes wheris chosen to be Proof: We will use the codebook from Lemraa 6. Since
large enough to satisfy the conditions of Lemima 4. the set of messages of fixed sixe we use the construction of

Lemma 5 (Concatenated exponential list codasjt yy Leémmal2. This makes the code, when decoded at after
be an AVC. For anyd > 0 and ¢ > 0, P € P(X) M chuqks, ar(Mc_, _exp(anin)/\/K(n),K(n)) randomized
with min, P(z) > 0, there is ac sufficiently large such €0de with probability of error
that the set(7.(P))M is an list-decodable code with
blocklengthM e, Ny, messages and list sizg(y ¢, VM) for
VM = Vi, Va,..., Vi) € V(e)™, where

Ny > exp (Mc(H(X) - £))

er, (M) < Mexp(—cE(e)) ,

2InRyin
VEKlogK
Then we can use choode= 12(log |)|)/e to get
24n Ryin log |V|

E(M,s) < Mexp(—cE(e)) +

é(M,s) < M exp(—cE(e)) +

and eVKlog K
L(y$, VM) Finally, we must show that loss in rate is small, assunaing
M consistent state information. But this follows becauseZg),(
<e a H(Xp|Ym) + M ,  forallm
< exp (c (Z_l peymax o (Xon|Ym) 3
and maximal probability of error Therefore the average of mutual informationginl (43) is astmo
e smaller than the averages with the true channels and hence
er < Mexp(—cEx(§)) , (46) we get the bound on the decoding time. [ ]
whereH (X) is calculated with respect to the distributi®jz)
and for a channeV € V,,(y("™,4) the conditional entropy VII. DiscussioN
H(X|Y) is with respect to the distributio®(z)V (y|z), and In this paper we constructed rateless codes for two difteren
Ey (&) > 0. channel models with time varying state based on arbitrarily

Our codebook is constructed by sampling codewords frowarying channels. In the first model, the state cannot depend
the codebook 7.(P))™¢ = (T.(P))™". Truncating this set on the transmitted codeword, and in the second model it can.
to blocklengthMc gives (T.(P))™. We want to show that By adapting previously proposed derandomization stragegi
for each M the sampled codewords can be used in a lisgte showed that a sublinear amount of common randomness
decodable code with constant list siZe We can define for is sufficient. The first approach [13] subsamples a randainize
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code and the second [6] is based on list decoding. The lattedebookC,, of blocklengthM ¢ with rate

strategy may interesting from a practical standpoint given

recent attention to list decoding with soft informationJ4The Ry =

common randomness needed for our codes can be established. ]

via a zero-rate feedback link, which means that a securgt Aa be defined by

control channel of small rate is all that is required to emabl . X

reliable communication in these situations. In particulae Bu =1 (P’ WStd(AM)) —0. (47)

can partially derandomize the construction proposed ihfl2 The distribution of the codebook;; will be the same as

communicating over channels with individual state seqasncthe distribution of the codebook ;- of blocklength M *c
We also found the capacitg,.(A) for AVCs with “nosy truncated to blocklength.

noise.” For these channels the jammer has knowledge ofStandard randomized codebookFix M and letA;; be a

the transmitted codeword and we showed the randomizeshdomized codebook oA codewords drawn uniformly from

coding capacityC'.(A) is equal toCycp(A). Although in some the constant-composition s&f.(P) with maximum mutual

examples(:’,‘(A) may equal the capacity under maximal erroinformation (MMI) decoding. Choosé such that

C-(A), in general it is smaller. It is interesting to note that _

the jammer’s worst strategy for nosy noise is to make a —logA<I (P, Wstd(AM)) —4/2.

Mc
“memoryless attack” on the input by choosing the state .
according the the minimizing conditional distributiof(s|z;) From Hughes and Thomas [25, Theorem 1] the following

in (). In constrast, if the jammer is given strictly Causaefxponenual error bound holds for all messageand state

Mc \pji Ao
knowledge of the input sequence, Blackwell et al. [14] shpwe SAUEnces € ST with I(s) < (M)A

that the capacity is given b@:.q, which is also the capacity §,,(A;,1,s)
when the jammer has no knowledge of the input sequence. 1 .
Thus from the jammer’s perspective, causal informatioruabo < exp (-MC (Er (E logA+6/2,P, AM) - 5/2))
x is as good as no knowledge, and full knowledge is as good (48)
as knowledge of the current input. A

One interesting model for these point-to-point channeds th = ¢ -
we did not address is the case where the jammer has noj

Of¥e exponent, (-) is positive as long as the first argument is

access to the trans_rmtted C(_)deword. Th|s_ can happe_zn, g(r)rqaller than/ ( P, Wstd(fXM)). Therefore we have the same
example, when the jammer is eavesdropping on a wireléss

multihop channel. Our derandomization strategies arergl P0Und on the average error:

anin
Mc

to the extreme ends of our channel model, where the jammer 1A
has no knowledge or full knowledge. A unified coding scheme 1 Z S (Anr, i) <G -
that achieves capacity for a range of assumptions on the jam- i=1

mer’s knowledge may help unify the two approaches. Finally, Thinning. Let B;; be a random codebook formed selecting
although the results in this paper are for finite alphabet8, codewords fromA,; N (7.(P))™. That is, we keepB
extensions to continuous alphabets and the Gaussian A¥édewords which are piecewise constant-composition with
setting [20], [23], [42] should be possible using approferiacomposition P. We declare an encoding error A, N
approximation techniques. An interesting rateless codegus (7.(P))"| < B. We use a combinatorial bound from [12]:
lattice constructions has been proposed by Erez et al. i) [43 To(P)M

and it would be interesting to see if that approach can work —2— > exp(—M log(Mec)n(P))

for more robust channel models. |Tare(P)]

= ™ (49)

wheren(P) < oo is a positive constant. Sinc&, is formed

We thank the anonymous reviewers for their extensive coty iid draws from7,..(P), the event that codeword from
ments and suggestions which greatly clarified and simplified,; is also in(7.(P))™ is distributed according to a Bernoulli
the manuscript. We would also like to thank the Associatandom variable with parameter at leagt;. The size of
Editor, I. Kontoyiannis, for his many efforts and constivet |A ;N (7.(P))|is therefore the sum of iid Bernoulli random
comments. Finally, we also benefited from fruitful discossi variables and the chance of encoding error can be bounded
with K. Eswaran and A. Sahai. using Sanov’s Theorem [44]:

P (|JAyv N (To(P)M| < B)
<(A+1)’exp(—A-D(B/A | u)) -
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APPENDIX
Technical proofs have been deferred to this appendix.
ChooseB = ~+3,. A. Then we can make the probability that
|Ax N (T2(P))M| < B as small as we like and much smaller
A. Proof of Lemmal3 than the decoding error bound. Furthermore, this boundshold
Proof: Fix § > 0, Ryin > 0 and P. We will prove that for all M € M. Therefore a sub-codebook @& piecewise
for eachM € M = {M,, ..., M*} there exists a randomizedconstant-composition codewords exists with high proligbil
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The encoder usin@,, now operates as follows : it drawsthat [41) holds, the error can be bounded:
a realization of a codebook and declares an error if the .
realization contains fewer tha® codewords. If there is no €(M.s, {A\n})

encoding error it transmits thieth codeword in the codebook < M
for messagei < [B]. The average error on the fraction Vi
B/A = ~3,. of preserved codewords can be at mdstB < _ _ )
times the original average error: =P ( Me (ET (RM 0/2, P’AM) 5/2))
exp (21(P) M log(M*c))
B

1 ) , = O(exp(—F3(d)Mc)) .

—Z5M(BM,Z)§ CQM (exp(—E3(8)Mc))

B~ Vs

Rate loss.The last step is to comparE(P, Wstd(]\M)
Permutation. We now form our random codebook,; tO the empirical mutual information induced by the trueestat

by taking the codebook induced by encoder usBig and Sequence. By assumption, the partial CSf-isost-consistent,

permuting the message index. The encoder uging takes SO by (21,

a message, randomly chosen permutation on [B], and a

codebookB from Bj, and outputs the codeword(i) from

B. The maximal error for a messagen this codebook the Tperefore

same as average error Bfy;:

Ay <Ay <Ap+6.

I(P,Waa (Aag)) — T (P, Wia (AM)) —O(5logd 1) .

By the triangle inequality and_(89),

B
1 log N _
=3 > n (B, i) I(P,Wsa (Ay)) — —>— = O(8logd R
i=1

Car This proves[(41). [

5 -
e

dm(Curyi) = % Z5M(BMa (i)

<

For eachM we can construct a randomized codebd@dk as B. Proof of Lemmal4

described above. Proof: Fix £ > 0 andé > 0. For an input distribution
Nesting. Now consider the codeboo® ;- of blocklength () and channel/(y|z), let P'(y) be the marginal distribu-

n = M*c and set the size of the codebook B to equal tionon) andV’(z[y) be the channel such th&(z)V (y|x) =

N(n) = exp(nRumi). We must guarantee that the errors will”’ (¥)V'(z|y). Our decoder will output the set

still be small. SinceB = ~3,. A, the rate of the codebook

c X
Ay is Ly = U ).
Vev(y§,d)
P = 1* 1og2i ) The size of this set is, by a union bound, upper bounded by
Mre = vy (@4). The list coding results in [5] show that the probapilit

. that either the transmitted codewax ¢ or
If we truncateC ;- to blocklengthM ¢, the resulting random- df L(y1,V)

ized code is identically distributed t€,,. The rate for the ye ¢ U T (x)
correspondingA »; can be bounded using_(49), {31) andl(32): ! v

VEV(y§,0)
1 N is upper bounded b
M*
M* log(M*c) erL(V) < exp(—c- EL(§))
< Ry +29(P)— ——— . .
é\/f 10 for some positive functior&, (§).
< Ry + 2n(P)—max O?/Z _ For ¢ sufficiently large, the size of this list can be bounded
Rin - 1 by (44), and the error probability is still bounded by
Therefore we can choose sufficiently large so that the gap er(V) < exp(—c- EL(€)) .

betweerp,, and Ry, can be made smaller than2, sopy <

Ry +6/2. Therefore using the definition of,, in (47) and  Thus, with probability exponential ia this set will contain the

the fact thatA ), > Ay, we have transmittedx € T'5. Taking a union bound over th& (c)| =
¢’ possible values of the side informatidhshows that

0 <I(P,Wsa(Ar)) —6/2,
o<1 (P WaaBan)) o/ 1 < exp(—c- By (€) - vloge) |

and the exponent i {#8) is positive. Now, fer, {\,,}) such which gives the exponert; (). [ ]
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C. Proof of Lemm&l5 on the term(1 — L /N)log(1 — L/N) and discard the small

Proof: Choosec large enough to satisfy the conditionsposmve term—(1 — L/N)log(1 - G):
of Lemmal4. Our decoder will operate by list-decoding eac L/N
chunk separately. Ldt,,, be the list size guaranteed by Lemmalf}VD (L/N || G) = Llog G ) N2(L/N)
for the m-th chunk. Then the corresponding upper bound /N
= Llog < ) —2L

in Hff:le is the desired the upper bound dn(VM). I

The probability of the list in each chunk not containing the Y
corresponding transmitted chunk can be upper bounded: -y <_anin T Z I (P, Vm(y(mc)75)) _ 2Mc§>

m=1
e < Mexp(—cEi(§)) . + Llog L — 2L . (50)

As long asc grows faster thaog M the decoding error will Erom the rule in[(@B), we know thdt\/, y ¢, VM) satisfies:
still decay exponentially with the chunk size ]

M
nRuin < ¢y 1 (P, Vim (y<m0>,5)) ~ Mee.  (51)
D. Proof of Lemm&l6 m=1

Proof: Fix ¢ > 0. We begin with the codebookSUbStItUtlng this into[(30) we see that

(Te(P))M". The truncation of this codebook to blocklength N D (L/N || G) > L (Mce — 2Mc¢) + Llog L — 2L .
Mc for M € M is the codebook defined in Lemrha 5. Let )
{Z;, : j € [N]} be N = exp(nRm) random variables For large enough. we have the boundN + 1) < 2np + L.
distributed uniformly on the set7.(P))™". The decoder FOr large enoughl, LlogL > 3L, so we can ignore those
will operate in two steps: first it will decode the received®'ms as well. This gives the following bound:
sequence into the exponential size BtM, y¢, VM) given N
by the decoder of Lemmal 5, and then it will output only p izl(zj € B(M,yMe yMy) > L/N)
those codewords in the list which match one of the sampled N
codewordgZ,}. Note that the decoder for Lemmh 5 has error
satisfying [(46).

For anyd > 0 and¢ > 0 we can choose(n) sufficienty ~ The number of decoding bin&(M,y{¢, VM) can be
large so that for any fixed/, y?¢, and VM € V(c)™ bounded by
that satisfy the conditions of the decoding rule [inl(43) the fe sk , fe fe
probability thatZ; lands in the listB(M,y}¢, VM) output {BOLy Vi) s Vi e V(e yi'e e Mol
by the decoder of Lemnid 5 is upper bounded: < |yMecty

j=1

<exp(—LMc(e —28) 4+ 2nRmim) - (52)

P(Z; € B(M,yMe, VM) g_hert_afore we can take a union bound over all the decoding
Me M ins in [52) to get an upper bound of
|B(]\/[7 Y1 ’Vl )l

~ exp(Mc(H(X) —€)) exp (—LMc (e — 28) + Mclog|Y| + Mvlogc + 2nRuyin) -
M .
Since Mmin < Jog|))| for all M > M., we can choose
_ (me) Mc =08 = M
< oxp ( ¢ X_:II (P’ Vinly ’5)) + 2Mc§> and ¢ sufficiently large such that the upper bound becomes
£G. exp (—LMc (e —28) +4Mclogl|Y)) .
The random variablé(Z; € B(M, y}<,VM)) is Bernoulli T ¢ > 2¢ then we can choose
with parameter smaller tha&', so we can bound the prob- 4log ||
ability that L of the N codewords{Z;} land in the set L (e — 20)

B(M,yMe YM) using Sanov's Theorem [44]:
(M, 17, V7) g [44] to guarantee that subsampling will yield a good list-detdela

N code for all M € {M.,,...,M*}. Choosing{ = ¢/3 and
P (% Zl(zﬂ' € B(M,yMe, vMy)) > L/N) E(e) = F2(e/3), where Ex(-) is from (48), yields the result.
j=1 [
< (N+1)exp(-ND(L/N | Q)) .
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