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Abstract

Channel codes for relayless networks with the general message access structure is introduced. It is shown that the multi-letter
characterized capacity region of this network is achievable with this code. The capacity region is characterized in terms of entropy
functions and provides an alternative to the regions introduced by [Somekh-Baruch and Verdd, ISIT2006][Muramatsu and Miyake,
ISITA2018].
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I. INTRODUCTION

This paper investigates the problem of multi-terminal channel coding for relayless networks with the general message access
structure shown in Fig. [[l Multi-terminal channels include broadcast channels [6] [14] [20] [23] [26], multiple-access
channels [1] [2]] [12] [13] [16] [24] [38]], and interference channels [2] [4] [18] [21] [29].

The contribution of this paper is the introduction of codes for this type of network by using constrained-random-number
generators, which are the basic building blocks for the construction of the both encoders and decoders. Sparse matrices (with
logarithmic column degree) are available for code construction. The construction includes the case when all messages are
private [33] and the case when all encoders have access to all common messages [29]. It should be noted that there is an
unsupported case in which previous constructions [29] [33] cannot be applied directly.

It is shown that the multi-letter characterized capacity region of this network is achievable with this code. This capacity
region is specified in terms of entropy functions and provides an alternative to the region derived in [35] [39]. It should
be noted that, when random variables are assumed to be stationary and memoryless, our region provides the best known
single-letter characterized achievable regions for general stationary memoryless channels, where the rate-splitting technique is

unnecessary [26] [29].
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Fig. 1. Multi-terminal Channel Coding

Throughout this paper, we use the following definitions and notations. When U/ is a set and V,, is also a set for each u € U,
we use the notation Vi = X ¢ V.. We use the notation vy = {vy }uer € Vis to represent the sequence of elements (e.g.
sequences, random variables, functions) v,, with index u € . We use the notation |I/| to represent the cardinality of U. Let
24 be the power set of U.

Let Z be the index set of channel inputs, and 7 be the index set of channel outputs. Then, a general channel is characterized
by sequence {1y n|xp}y—; of conditional distributions, where n € N is the block length of the channel input, X7 = { X' }icz
is the set of random variables of multiple channel inputs, and Y7 = {Y]'};c7 is the set of random variables of multiple
channel outputs.
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For each i € Z and n € N, let X]* be the alphabet of random variable X" = (X 1, ..., X, ), Where we assume that X" is
the n-dimensional Cartesian product of finite set X; and X; , € A; forall k € {1,...,n}. Foreach j € 7 and n € N, let y;% be
the alphabet of random variable YJ” It should be noted that JJJT’ is allowed to be an infinite/continuous set and it is unnecessary
to assume that y;% is the n-dimensional Cartesian product of );. For example, we can assume that JJJT’ = Uf:o X, which is
the set of all finite length sequences with alphabet X, to describe insertion-deletion-substitution channels. We use notations
Y/" and YV} to consider the stationary memoryless case.

Let S be the index set of multiple messages. For each s € S and n € N, let MS(") be a random variable of Message s
corresponding to the uniform distribution on alphabet Mg"). We assume that {1, S(") } ses are mutually independent. We consider
the situation that each encoder has access to some of the messages in {M§")}S€$, where some messages are common to some
encoders. The definition of the general message access structure between messages and encoders is introduced in Section [

II. MESSAGE ACCESS STRUCTURE

This section introduces the message access structure.

(Message) access structure A is a subset of S x Z, where member (s, %) € A indicates that Encoder i has access to Message s.
It should be noted that (S,Z,.A) forms a directed bipartite graph, where (s,7) € A corresponds to the arc (directed edge)
s — i. For each s € S, let Z(s) be the set of all indices of encoders that have access to Message s, where Z(s) is defined as

I(s)={iel: (s,1)e A}
For each i € Z, let S(i) be the set of all indices of the messages to which Encoder ¢ has access, where S(7) is defined as
S(t)={seS:(s,i)e A}

We have the fact that ¢ € Z(s) is equivalent to s € S(i).
For a given 7’ € 2%, we refer to the set of encoders whose index belongs to Z’ as Encoders T'. Let S(Z') be the index set
of messages common to Encoders Z’, where S(Z') is defined as
S(T)={seS:1I(s) =T'}. )]
We define J as
J={T'e2t:S(T) + &}

Here, let us introduce a few examples.
Example 1 (Broadcast channel with a common message): The access structure of a broadcast channel with a common
message (Fig. 2) can be written as
S={1,2,12}
Z={1}
A={(1,1),(2,1),(12,1)},

where Encoder 1 has access to Messages 1, 2, and 12, Message 12 is reproduced by Decoders 1 and 2, and Message ¢ is
reproduced by Decoder i for each ¢ € {1,2}. We have
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Fig. 2. Access Structure of Example [I]



Example 2 (Two-input multiple access channel with a common message): The access structure of a two-input multiple-access
channel with a common message (Fig. B) can be written as
S={1,2,12}
I={1,2}
A={(1,1),(2,2),(12,1),(12,2)},
where Message 12 is a common message for Encoders 1 and 2, and Message ¢ is a private message for Encoder ¢ for each
1 € {1, 2}. In other words, Encoder i has access to Messages ¢ and 12 for each i € {1,2}. This access structure is the same as

that of the two-user interference channel with a common message [21]], where Decoder 4 reproduces Messages ¢ and 12 for
each i € {1,2}. We have

S(1) = {1,12}
S(2) = {2,12}
I(l) = {1}
Z(2) = {2}
7(12) = {1,2)
J={1,2},{1},{2}}
S({1,2}) = {12}
S({1}) = {1}
S({2}) = {2}
Encoders
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Fig. 3. Access Structure of Example 2]

Example 3: Here, we introduce an access structure of a multiple-access channel with three inputs (Fig. )); it is written as
S =1{1,3,12,23,123}
7=1{1,2,3}
(1,1),(3,3),
A=<(12,1),(12,2),(23,2),(23,3), ¢ ,
(123,1),(123,2),(123,3)
where Message i is a private message for Encoder ¢ for each i € {1,3}, Message ij is a common message to Encoders ¢ and
j for each two-digit indexes ij € {12,23}, and Message 123 is a common message to Encoders 1, 2, and 3. In other words,
Encoder 1 has access to Messages 1, 12, and 123, Encoder 2 has access to Messages 12, 23, and 123, and Encoder 3 has

access to Messages 3, 23, and 123. It should be noted that there are partially-common messages 12 and 23, that do not appear
in two-input multiple access channels. We have

S(1) = {1,12,123}
S(2) = {12,23,123}
S(3) = {3,23,123}
(1) = {1}
Z(3)=1{3}

7(12) = {1,2}

7(23) = {2, 3}

7(123) = {1,2,3}



J={{1,2,3},{1,2},{2,3}, {1}, {3}}

({1,2,3}) = {123}
S({1,2}) = {12}
S({2,3}) = {23}
S{1p) = {1}
S({3}) = {3}

It should be noted that this example is an unsupported case in which previous constructions [29] [33]] cannot be applied directly.
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Fig. 4. Access Structure of Example 3]

From the following two lemmas, we have the fact that {S(Z')}ze5 forms a partition of S.

Lemma 1:
| s@) =
T'ed
Proof: Since | 7.4 S(Z') < S is trivial, it is sufficient to show that S < | J,.5 S(Z’). Assume that s € S and 7' = Z(s).
Then we have s € S(Z(s)) = {s' : Z(s') = Z(s)}. This implies that S(Z(s)) # & and 7' = Z(s) € J. Then we have
$€Upey S(T') and S < (U715 S(T'). |
Lemma 2: For any 7' and Z” satisfying Z' # Z”, we have
ST ST =w.
Proof: We show the lemma by contradiction. Assume that Z’ # Z” and S(Z') n S(Z”) # . From S(Z') n S(Z") # O,
there is s € S(Z') n S(Z”) satisfying Z(s) = Z’ and Z(s) = Z”. Then we have 7' = Z”, which contradicts Z' # Z”. |
Let S (Z') and S (Z') be defined as

sT)= ) s@ ©)
I"€3:
I//_D_I/
s =) s@. 3)
1"€e3:
I//CI/
Then we have the following lemmas.
Lemma 3: For any 7’ € J, we have
ST S (T)=yd.
Proof: The lemma is shown immediately from Lemma 2 [ ]
Lemma 4: For any 7’ € J, we have

si) = |J s@)=s S (T') U S(T).
€L’ 1"e7:
I//DI/
Proof: The relation | Jz,eq.70o7 S(Z”) =S (Z') v S(T') is shown immediately from the definition of S (Z'). We show
below the relations ;.7 S(i) © Uzneg.zror S(T") and Uzrey.znoz SI) & Nieg: S(i); together they imply (.1, S(7) =
Uzres.zroz S@").



First, assume that s € ("),.;, S(¢) and Z” = Z(s). Then we have the fact that s € S(i) for all i € Z'. Since s € S(¢) implies
i € Z(s), we have the fact that Z < Z(s) = Z”. Since s € S(Z(s)) = {s' : Z(s') = Z(s)}, we have S(Z(s)) # & and
I" = I(s) € 3. Then we have s € | Jzucq.7vo7 S(Z”), which implies ();.7 S(7) € Uzneq.zvoz S(Z7).

Next, assume that s €  J7,.5.7vo7 S(Z”). Then there is Z” such that 7 > 7’ and s € S(Z”). Since s € S(Z"”) implies 7'
I" =1(s), we have i € Z(s) and s € S(¢) for all i € Z'. Then we have s € ("),.;, S(¢), which implies | Jznc5.7v07 S(Z”) <
miel" S(Z) |

Lemma 5: For any i € 7', we have

S(T') < S(4) “)

S (T') = S(9). (5)

The above relations imply that Encoder 7 has access to the set of messages Mé()z,) = {M§")}5€S(I,) and M((J(L) : =
ST

") g

SES I’

Proof: Tile lemma is shown immediately from Lemma @l [ |
Lemma 6: For any ¢ € Z, we have
U s@) =s@)

T'e7:
i€’

Proof: First, we show |Jzcq..crr S(Z') < S(i). Let s € (Upeq.ierr S(Z'). Then there is 7' € J such that i € 7’ and

s € S(I'). From s € S(Z'), we have Z(s) = Z'. Since ¢ € 7’ implies i € Z(s), we have s € S(i). Next, we show

S(1) € Uzpreniierr S(T'). Let s € S(i) and Z' = Z(s). Then we have i € Z(s) = I'. Since s € S(I(s)) = {s' : Z(s') = Z(s)},

we have S(Z(s)) # & and I’ = Z(s) € J. Then we have s € | J/c5.;,c7» S(Z'). From the above two facts, we have the lemma.

|

In subsequent sections, we assume that all elements in J = {Z;, 75, . .. 7I|3\} are sorted in a linear extension of the reversed

partial ordering, which yields the following property: Z;, < Zy implies k' < k for all k, k" € {1,2,...,|7|}. In Examples [[H3]

all elements of J are sorted in this order. An algorithm for computing the linear extension is described in Appendix [Al From
@), we have

s@= | s@). (6)
kK'e{l,.. k—1}:
Ik/QIk

Lemma 7: If k' < k, then

Proof: Let us assume that S(Z)n S (Zi) = S(Zy) ~ (Uzrerizrer, S(@")] # &. Since Lemma 2] imply that only one
of §(Zjy) = S(Z”) and S(Zj) nS(Z”) = I holds, we have the fact that 7, < Z,. Then we have k' > k from the assumption

on {Zy,...,Z5}. Hence we have the fact that &' < k implies S(Zy )N S (Ir) = & and S(Zy) s (Zy)". [ |

III. CAPACITY REGION

This section introduces the definition of a multi-letter characterized capacity region for a general multiple-input-multiple-
output channel coding [35]]. Let P(-) denote the probability of an event.

For each 7 € Z, Encoder ¢ generates channel input X" from the set of messages M é()) {MS(")}Seg(Z—). Decoder j

receives channel output Y;" and reproduces the set of messages M M) { )}SE'D(]), where D(j) is the index set of

messages reproduced by Decoder j, and M J(,S)

{M(" }je7,sep(j)- Then the joint distribution of (M(") XYy Mé(?j)) is given as

is the reproduction by Decoder J corresponding to Message s. Let M\gl(})

MMén)X;Y;ﬁg&)(ms, T, Y7, mD(J))
1
H MM(n) |Yn(mz>(])|y])] MY"\X”('!JJ|1UI [H ,an|M<n) (iBz|m$(z )] ln T ), ] :
jeT €T seS |Ms |

We expect that, with probability close to 1, M(n) M( ™ for all j € J and s € D(j) if n is sufficiently large. We call
rate vector {R;}ses achievable if there is a (poss1b1y stochastic) code {({@En)}iez, {‘I’;n)}je 7)1, consisting of encoders

(I)Z(.") : M‘(ST?) — X and decoders \If(" (VP — D()J) such that
(n)
fminf 282M LS B o se s %)
n—o0 n



lim P (1\7;};) # M™ for some j € J and s D(j)) —0, (8)
where X' = CID(")(M gz))) and Mé"()) = \Il(")(Y") Capacity region Rop is defined as the closure of the set of all achievable
rate vectors.

In the following, we use the information spectrum method introduced in [17], and we do not assume conditions such as
consistency, stationarity, and ergodicity. For sequence {yv, v, }o-_; of joint probability distributions corresponding to (U, V') =
{(Un, Vi)}>_,, H{U|V) denotes the spectral conditional inf-entropy rate and H (U |V') denotes the spectral conditional sup-
entropy rate. Formal definitions are given in Appendix [Bl

Let Z2 = {Z"} s be the random variables subject to the distribution defined as

pzn zs) H pZS(I,)|Z - ZS(I/)|ZS(I,)) )
I'ed
where
_ e o (T
pZ§<I/>\Z§(I,)(zS @2y 1) =2y, (2s@) i S(T) =D

The alphabet of Z' is denoted by Z!' for each s € S. It should be noted that it is unnecessary to assume that Z' is the
n-dimensional Cartesian product of Z;. We use notations Z;' and Z}' to consider the stationary memoryless case.

Let Ryr be defined as the set of all {R,}cs satisfying the condition that there are a set of general sources Zs = {Z}ses
and a set of numbers {rs}scs such that

R, >0 (10)

DR + 7] < E(ZS/|Z§(I/)) an
seS’

Y\ re = H(Zp|Y}, Zpyp) (12)

seD’
for all (Z',8', j,D') satisfying Z' € 3, & # &' = S(T'), j € T, & # D' < D(j), where the joint distribution of (2§, X7,Y7)
is given as

pzyxpyvy(zs, ®1,97) = pynixs (Ysle) || [ rxe rzz, (@ilzs@) | pzz(zs) (13)
i€l

by using jizn defined by @). It should be noted that we can eliminate auxiliary variables {rs}scs by applying the Fourier-
Motzkin method [13] Appendix D].

We have the following theorem. The proof of Rop < Ry is given in Section [Vl For the proof of Rop D Ry, we construct
a code in Section [V

Theorem 1:

Rop = Rit.

Remark 1: When channels and auxiliary sources are stationary and memoryless, we can replace H(Z s/ |Z & )by H(Zs/|Z O(I/)

and H(Zp/|Y j, Zpj)p) by H(Zp:|Y}, Zp(j)p) to obtain a single-letter characterized achievable region. By considering an
extension of the problem (super problem [29]) with zero rate auxiliary messages, which is analogous to introducing auxiliary
random variables, we can obtain a potential extension of the single-letter characterized achievable region, where the specific
cases are given in [26] [29] [33]. In [33]], we find a multi-letter characterized capacity region by using the reduction technique
introduced in [0, Problems 14.22-14.24] [13]]. It should be noted here that the characterization presented in this paper provides
a potentially larger achievable region when channels and auxiliary sources are restricted to being stationary and memoryless.

)

IV. JOINT DISTRIBUTION CONSISTENT WITH ACCESS STRUCTURE

Before proving Theorem [, we investigate the possible joint distribution of random variables consistent with access struc-
ture A.
Let Z/ be a subset of Z. We refer to Zﬁ S(i) s common sources for Encoders T', to Zg(z/) as private sources for
ieZ!

n n -
Encoders T', to ZUI”e’? s S [Niew SO]AS@): as public sources for

Encoders I', and to Z" . . as irrelevant sources to Encoders T'.
[ﬂiEI/ S(Z)] ”[UI//EJ:I"cI/ S(I//)]
Here, let us consider the following problem. Encoder 7 has access to the set of random variables Zg(i) = {Z7}ses(i)» Where

Z7 corresponds to message Mﬁn) but random variables {Z'} cs are allowed to be correlated on condition that private sources

for Encoders Z’ are allowed to be correlated with other sources only through their public sources for all Z’ € J; that is, they
satisfy the following Markov relation

Z[ﬂiezl S(i)]cm[uz”ej;z”cz/S(IH)]C - Z[ﬂiez’ S(i)]mS(I’)C - ZS(I,) (14)

7r) A8 private sources relevant to Encoders T', to Z



for all 7/ € J. It should be noted that common sources for Encoders Z’ are allowed to be correlated. Other encoders may have
access to the public sources for Encoders Z’ but do not have access to the private sources relevant to Encoders Z’. In this
situation, we specify the joint distribution of {Z”}.cs. The following lemma solves this problem.

Lemma 8: The following two statements are equivalent.

« Joint source Z2 satisfies (I4) for all 7’ € 7.

« The joint distribution uz» of Zg is given by (.

Proof: Let § (Z") and S (Z') be defined by @) and (@), respectively. Let {Ik}lk‘ll be defined at the end of Section [l
First, we show that the first statement implies the second statement. We have

lﬂ S(i 1 AS(T) = [S(I’)u S (z/)] A ST

€L’

[S(T)) A S(T)] U [fé (T~ S(I')C]

(Z') n ST
§ () N S(I’)C] U [§ (Z') n S(I/)]
—S(T) A [S(T) uST)]
:§ (Il)v (15)

50

where the first equality comes from Lemma [l and the fourth equality comes from Lemma Bl From Lemma H we have the

fact that
C C r C
[ﬂ S(Z')] m[ U 3(1”)1 = [ﬂ S(i)} u[ U S(I”)H

C
— |s@)u s @) ul U S(I”)H

o o C
S @S @)

=S (T S (7). (16)
Then the condition (I4) is equivalent to
AS . — 77 — J& . 17
S(Z/)CF\S(I/)C S(Z/) ’S(I) ( )
Then we have
|3
,UZ" Z.S HMZS(I y1zn k N s, )(ZS(Ik)|zU::1 S(Ik’))
\jl

= 1_[ LN (ZS(Ik)|z°(I )
Zy)
= 1_[ MZS(I’)lz (ZS(I,)|ZO(I’)) (18)
T'ed 0
where the first equality comes from Lemmas [I] and 2] the second equality comes from (@), (I7), and Lemma [7}

Next, we show that the second statement implies the first statement. Assume that S(Z') N [Uzmes.zmoge S(T”)| # &.
Since Lemmas [I] and 2 imply that only one of Z' = 7" and S(I’) NS(IT") = @ holds, we have the fact that 7/ 2 Z” and

ST n S (7' = @ Furthermore, Z' 2 I” implies S(Z") =3 (Z') and S(Z")n S (Z')* = #. Hence, we have the fact that
ST s (v S (Z")° implies S(Z')n S (") = S(T') A [Uzmesizmogr ST")] = &. Since
SIS T)u[S TS T =ST) s T)uls @) nST)
— [SEIT)U S (T)u S (T A [SETHU S (T)u § (T)]
— S(T)u 8 (T)u § (7)) (19)
o o ° c o ° C
ST S @) uIs @) § @] = [s@)vs @) S @]



— ST A S (T) S (T), (20)
we have (I4) from

Mzn (Z ’ (T (7 3 ’ C)
S(THhou&EhHol&Thu&EHe \ STNuST)u[S(T)us(T)]

= 2 11 Hagonl2y (ZS(I”)|ZS(I,,))

z o o ezm ° . 1"ed
S(INCASENCASET) ST AS(THCAST!)

n n z m|Z
n MZS(I”)‘ZB(I//) ( S(I )| §(I”))

T7e3:.8(T")cS(T) v (T uS(T')E

- o 3 3 s o / 2 ) 21
IU/Z“S’(I/)Ug(I/)C (ZS(I/)uS(I/)c) MZ5(1'>|Z§(I,) (ZS(Z )|ZS(I’)) ( )
where the last equality comes from the fact that S(Z") s VALV, S (Z')¢ implies S(Z')n S 1" = @. ]

V. PROOF OF THE CONVERSE
In the following, we prove Rop < Rit.
Assume that {R;}ses € Rop and let s = 0 for each s € S. Then there is a code {({@g")}iez, {‘I’gn)}jej) ®_, that satisfies
(@ and ®) for all i € Z and j € J.
For j € J and D' < D(j), let \IIS"Y;,(Y”) be the projection of \I/(.") (Y]*) on Mg;,). Then we have
lim P(UY,(Y}") # M) =0

from (8). From Lemmas [[1] and [[2] in Appendix [Bl we have
H(Mp|Y j, Mpgyp) < HMp|Y ;)
—0

(22)
From @2) and H(Mp/|Y j, Mp(jpp) = 0, we have
Then it is clear that
Y re=HMp|Y;, Mpgyp) (23)
seD’
for all (j,D’) satisfying jeJ and & # D' < D(j).
Assume that 7/ € J and S’ < S(Z'). Since the distribution p 270 is uniform on ./\/lgf), we have the fact that
S/
1 1 1 .
—logy ———— = —log, |ME§/)|
no e (ms)
hm mf - 1og2 |M3,)| -9 (24)
for all mg € Mgf), 0 > 0, and all sufficiently large n. This implies that
. 1 o1 (n)
lim P | —log, a7 < lim inf — log, [Mg,’| —0 | = 0. (25)
o n ,U/]\/I&(;/L) (MS/ ) o n
Let Ms ={M (7)},‘?:1 be a general source. Then we have
o1 (n)
hnnigoIolf - logy [Mg/'| =0 < H(M /)
= H(Ms|M; ). (26)

where the inequality comes from (23) and the definition of H(M /) in Appendix [Bl and the equality comes from the fact
that Lemma [3] implies that M g,l) and M C(,?) : are independent. We have
ST

Y[R+ = D) R,

seS’ seS’



< liminf
n—o0 n
S HMs | M. )+, 27

where the equality comes from the fact that r, = 0 for all s € S, the first inequality comes from (7)), and the second inequality
comes from 26). By letting § — 0, we have

O [Re+r ] <HMg Mg
seS’

for all (Z/,8') satisfying 7' € J and @ # &' © S(T'). Let Z, = M, for each s € S and X; = {®\") (M (T(lz))) , for each
i € Z. From Lemma [8 and the fact that Z2 satisfies (I4) for all Z’ € 7, the joint distribution of (Z%, X7, Y?7%) is allowed to

be given by @) and (I3). Then, from @3) and (28), we have {R}ses € Rir, which implies Rop < Ryt. ]

) (28)

VI. CONSTRUCTION OF CHANNEL CODE

This section introduces a channel code based on the idea drawn from [27]] [30] [31]] [33] [36]; a similar idea is found in [9]
Theorem 14.3] [40Q].

For each s € S, let us introduce a set an) and two functions fs : 2} — an) and g5 : 2 — Mg"), where the dependence of
fs and g5 on n is omitted. We can use sparse matrices as functions fs and gs by assuming that Z7', Cg"), and Mﬁ”) are linear
spaces on the same finite field. For a given 8’ < § and fs: = {fs}ses/> 95 = {gs}sesrs st = {Cs}sesr, Mg = {Ms}ses, let

Cr. (cs) ={zs : fs(zs) = ¢ forall se S’}
Cit)e (Csr,ms) = {zs : fo(2s) = €5, 95(2s) = my for all s € S},

where zg = {zs}ses’ and (f, g)s (z) = {(fs(2), 9s(2))}ses’. We define x(S) as

(S) = 1 if statement S is true
XS/ = 0 if statement S is false.

We fix two sets of functions fs and gs, and a set of vectors cs such that they are available for constructing encoders and
decoders. For each i € Z, Encoder i uses fs(s 95(i)» and cgs;). For each j € J, Decoder j uses fp(;), gp(;), and cD(j). We

fix the probability distribution 172 = {}1zn }ses given by (@) and conditional probability distributions {“X”|Zs< .

We define a constrained-random-number generator for encoder use. For given Z' € 7, z§(1/)’ cs(1)s and m S(T') let Zg(z/)

be a random variable corresponding to the distribution

oy (zs@nlzg, .. sy, MsT))

Ns(z/)‘ &z S@ s Sy’
12302 /)(zS(Z’)|z§(I,))X(z$(Z’) € €190 s, (Cs(T), MS(T)))
= , (29)
Hz s’(z')‘Z:%l(z/)(Q:(f’g)sa’)(CS(I/)’mS(I/ )|z§(I’))

where {§ (Z')} 1re7 is obtained before encoding by employing Algorithm [[l We assume that the constrained-random number
generator outputs the same zg(z/ to all encoders that have access to message mg(z/) for a given Z' € J. Then Encoder i
generates zs(;) by using Algorithm [2 based on Lemma [6] and @), where (@) implies that Encoder 7 has obtained z . at

S(Zw)
Line 2 of Algorithm 2l We define encoding function CIDE. " M‘(S"()) — X as

(I)En)(mS(i)) = Win(zg(i))a

where the encoder claims an error when HZ2 022 (€, Nsen (eszy, M) )|zo(I/)) = 0 and W/ is the channel corre-

sponding to the conditional probability distribution zix»| 220" The flow of vectors is illustrated in Fig.

Remark 2: By using the interval algorithm introduced in [27], encoders can share the same output of a given constrained-
random-number generator by sharing a fixed real number belonging to [0, 1].

We define a constrained-random-number generator used by Decoder j. For each j € J, Decoder j generates ED(j) =
{Zs}sep(;) by using a constrained-random-number generator whose distribution is given as

(30)

pzy vy Zop)y)x(fog) (Zog)) = ep;)
:u C(n) Y"(ZD(])|CD(J);yJ) =

255 |Cp ) Kz 1Y (Q:fp(,)(CD )|yj)



Algorithm 1 Construction of {§ (I} rren

Input: List J = {Ik}ljz‘l, which is sorted so that 7y, & Z;» implies k' < k for all k, k" € {1,2,...,|3]}.
List {S(Z)}.,.
Output: List {S (Z) ‘,511

1: for ke {1,...,|J]} do

2 S (Iy) — &

3 for K e {1,...,k—1} do

4: if Z;, 2 7y then S (Ik) —S (Ik) v S(Ik/).
5 end for

6: end for

Algorithm 2 Generation of zs;

Input: Lists {S(Z,)},, {S (Z)}2,, cs(iy = {Cs}ses(i)» and mg() = {M}es)-
Output: Vectors zs(;) = {2s}ses(i)-
1: for k€ {1,...,|J]} do

2: if i € 7, then generate zs(z,) subject to the distribution 45, o e

, Zo CS(T1)» TS (T,))-
S(Ik)lzg(zk) s Ms(z,) S(Ik), (Zh)» (Zx)

3: end for

for given vector cp ;) and side information y; € Y}, where fp(;)(Zp(j)) = {fs(2s)}sep(j)- We define the decoding function

v Y- MD(j) as

U (y) = {95(Z5.5) b een (-

The flow of vectors is illustrated in Fig. [6l It should be noted here that 2% ., is analogous to the decoder reproducing the
output 2p(;) = {zs}sep(j) of correlated sources, where ¢, = f,(z,) corresponds to the codeword by using encoding function
s
It should be noted that, for sources that are memoryless, the tractable approximation algorithms for a constrained-random-
number generator summarized in [34] can be used; the maximum a posteriori probability decoder is optimal but may be
intractable.

Let
_ log |C§n)|
s = -
n
Encoder ®;
c —
SFk) Zg(Ik ) st(zkl)
ms(zy,) !
CS(Zr,) — ™ on
° 25(1,,) Z5(Iry) " x;
ms(z,,) 1%
c > ~
* P ZS(Taei) STy
msakm(i)‘) 1K ()]
Fig. 5. Construction of Encoder 4: It is assumed that K(i) = {k : i € I} = {k1, ka2, ..., kjjc(y)|} satisfies k1 < k2 < -+ < kjic(4)|- Arrows from ZS(1,)

to Zguk) are ignored when Zj, & 7,/ is not satisfied.
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Cor - 2 | 9 s,
Cas — 2 — 9 1 00
A'n/
Zp(j)
Co ... > ) =
1D — Zj.sipiy— I5100) M s,
Yj
Fig. 6. Construction of Decoder j: It is assumed that D(j) = {s1,52,...,5p(5)|}-
(n)
_ log |IM"|
R, = B0
n

where R represents the rate of Message s. Let ]/\4\7(;8) = \IIS")(Y]”) and Error(fs, gs, cs) be the error probability defined as
]\/4\;2) # M™ for some j € 7, s € D(j),

Error(fs,gs,cs) =P 31

(n) n _ /
or uZ?(I/)‘Zg(I,) (C(f)g)S(I/) (Cs(z/)7 MS(I’))|Z§(Z,)) =0 forsomeZ €3

The following theorem, implies the achievability part, Rt < Rop, of Theorem [Il The proof is given in Section [VIIl

Theorem 2: For a given access structure (S,Z, A), let us define J, S(Z'), and S (Z') as described in Section [} Let us
assume that {(rs, Rs)}ses satisfies

Ry >0 (32)
MR + 14 < H(Zs|Zy,,) (33)
seS’

Y\ re>H(Zp|Y;, Zpyp) (34)

seD’
for all (Z/,8',j, D) satisfying 7/ € 3, & # &' < S(Z'), j € J, and & # D' < D(j), where the joint distribution of
(Z%,X7,Y%) is given by @©) and (@3). Then for all § > 0 and all sufficiently large n there are functions (sparse matrices)
fs, gs, and a set of vectors ¢s such that Error(fs, gs, cs) < 6.
Remark 3: It should be noted that for specific pzzxpyr and {Rs}ses we can find {rs}scs satisfying (33) and (34) by
employing linear programming whenever they exist.

VII. PROOF OF THEOREM 2]

In the following, we omit the dependence of C, M, X, Y, and Z on n.
Let us assume that ensembles (Fs, pr,) and (Gs, pi., ), where their dependence on n is omitted, have the hash property ((32)
described in Appendix [0) for every s € S. For each s € S, let

Cs = ImF;
= Jif(z) i ze 27
feF
M = ImgG,

= Jtg(=) : ze 27,

=Y



where we omit the dependence of C; and M on n. We use the fact without notice that

{Q:(f,g)sl (C'S'v mS')}CS/ECS/,mS/EMsl

forms a partition of Z%, for a given &’ ¢ S. For a given k € {1,2,...,|J|}, let us define
Sk = S(Ik)
Sk =8 (Zi)

k
Sk = U S(Ik/),
k=1

where we {Ik} n_; is defined at the end of Section [l We use the fact without notice that {Sk}‘k:;ll forms a partition of S,

where it is shown by Lemmas [I] and 21 We use the fact without notice that Sy and Sj are disjoint, where it is shown by
Lemma 3l Since (@) implies

k—1
Sk (e U S(Ik/)
k=1
=Sk (35)
we have
HZs, | Zgi1 = ,UZSk|ng (36)

from (@) and Lemmas [7] and [§]
Let

((fv Sk?csk = {msk : :LLZSk‘Zo (Q:(f,g)sk (cSkvak)|z§k) = 0 for some z‘gk € ng}

E((f,9)s,¢cs) ={ms : mgkeg((f7 9)s., cs,.) for some k€ {1,...,|3]}}
E(gs,ms) = {Zp(7) : 95(Z),s) # m for some j € J,s€ D(j)},

where Zp (1) = {25} jes,sen(j)- It follows that error probability Error(fs, gs, cs) is evaluated as

Error(fs,gs,cs) < 2 n

mseE((f.9)s,cs) SES

+ > [H I D(j)|cD(j)ayj)1 v 1x: (Y7 l2T)
ms¢E((f.9)s.¢s5),25€¢ 5 o) (cs,ms).xzeX, LieT
Y€V Zp(7)€E(9s,ms)

7]
HMX¢|Z5(i)(mi|z3(1 ] H“Zsk\zo Cs, Ms, (sz|zo 1 €Sy, S,,) [n M, |] (37)

i€l k=1 seS

IMI

where the first term on the right hand side corresponds to the encoding error probability and the second term on the right hand
side corresponds to the decoding error probability.
By using the union bound, the first term on the right hand side of the equality in (37) is evaluated as

9]

1
[the first term of (B7)] < Z Z _

k=1ms, c€((f,9)s;.cs,) (M|
The second term on the right hand side of the equality in (37) is evaluated as
[the second term of (37)]

H2p)|CsYs Eowles, y)uzsy;(2s:Y7)

|31
ms¢E((f,9)s,¢5),25€€ (f,9) 5 (€s,m5), Hk:l MZsk |Z gk—1 (Q(f,g)sk (CSk ; mSk)"sz*l ) |M$k |
Yy7€Y7.2p(7)EE(9s,ms)

s Z Fzp o Csvs ZD(@) €8 Y 725 Y £ (25, 7)
ms¢E((f.9)s.cs),25€€ (1. g)5 (cs.Mm3),y 7€V5 . 2p(7)€E(9s,mS)

-|Cs] l

1
3 —11+1
k=1 /LZsk | Zgr—1 (Q:(f,g)sk (cSk ) mSk)|sz*1)|C$k ||M8k|



9] 1

< [Cs] > pzs(zs) | | ~1
msEE((1.9)s,5) 2S¢ 1,55 (e5.ms) ot M5, 1211 (EGs, (G5 s )|2sn1) Csi [ M s,
+ >, [Csl > Hzpo|Csvs ZD@)|C8: Y )25y 7 (25U 7)), (38)
jeT mseMs,zs€Cy, s (es,ms), yjeyj zD(j)EZD(J)

Zp(j) #2D ()

where the equality comes from (29), (36), and the relations
MéD(J)lc‘SYJ (ED(J)|CS’ yj) = 1_[ Mép(jﬂcv(j)yj' (ED(])|CD(])’ yJ)
JjeJ

|91

pzsy ;(25,Y7) = Z 1y, |x. (YgleT) HMX |Zs(”(m1|zS (i) Hﬂzsk\zo (z8k|z° )
xrEXT ieT k=1 i

The first inequality comes from the triangular inequality, and the second inequality comes from the relation
> B2y sy, Bo@)lCs: Yg)zsy 7 (25, U7) < pzs(zs)
Y€V 2p(7)€€(gs,ms)

and the union bound with the fact that ED( 7)€ E(gs, ms) implies ED(]-) # zp(;) for some j € J. The first term on the right
hand side of (38) is evaluated as

[the first term of (38)]

191 1
<|[Cs] pzs(2s)
2. ° ,;1 1zs,1Zgr1 (€(1.9)s, (€Ses s, )|Z56-1)[Cs, || Ms, |

msEMs,ZSEC(f,y)S (CS,’ITLS):
ms, ¢£((f.9)s,,,cs,,) forall ke{l,...,|3]}

7] 1

—1

k'=k+1 MZSk/ |Z5k’—1 (Q:(f,g)sk, (Csk, ’ msk/)"zsk/*l)lcskl | |MSK./ |

|7
~ e » oy ()
k=1 Mgk—1EMgi—1,25k-1€€(s,9) 4 (cgh—1,gr—1):
msklgég((f,g)sk/,csk,) for all k'e{l,....k—1}

1

Z BZs, |2y (28, |286-1)
mete(Fspes) o 1z, | Zgr (€(£.0)s, (€siyms, )| 258-1)[Cs, [ Ms, |
25, 81,005, (C5 M8, ),

-1

:LLZS,C+1 |Z sk (z$k+1 |z5k)

RZs, 1125k (Q:(f,g)s,Hl (CSk+1 ) m$k+1)|z8’€)|csk+1 ||M8k+1|

ms, #E((f,9)s, 1€ 1)
zsk+1€¢(fv9)sk+l (€sp11:™MSk 1)

'LLZ‘S\:'\lzs\:'\fl (zsm |z$\3\71)

281512 1311 (Qt(f,g)sm (Csm’mSm)|z$‘:“*1)|C3m ||MS\3\|

ms(ap¢E((£.9)s 5:¢55))
zS\J\EC(fyg)sm (€s)5)ms)5))

13
2 |Cs] 2 HZgr— (zsk-1)
k=1 Zsk-16C . (esh-1)
: IR
—_— —’U, _ C CS ams Zgk—1
Z ‘|C$k||MS;€| Zs, | Z gk 1( (f,g)sk( k k)| S ) 1_k[+1 |CSk/|

ms, ¢E((f.9)s,.cs;,)

i lﬂ s, | ] > Page (zse) ),

k'=1 zsk,1€¢f5k71 (cskfl) mskEMsk

1
ICs, || M, |

T HZs, | Zgr (Q:(f,g)sk (cspsms,)|zs0-1)

9 [ k=1
SlMesw] B meesn 3 mo o

k=1 Zsk-1€C5 ,  (egh-1) ms, €E((f,9)s,.cs),



where the first inequality comes from Lemmal[I9]in Appendix[Hand the fact that ms ¢ E((f, 9)s, cs) iff ms, ¢ E((f,9)s,,Cs,)

for all ke {1,...,|J]}; the second inequality comes from the fact that ms,_, ¢ £((f,9)s,,,cs,,) implies
Z HZs 2 g (sz/ |z$k/,1) = Hzs,,|Z g (Qt(f,g)sk_, (CSk/ ) mgk,)|z$k/,1)
25, €€1.0)s,, (€5 ms,,)
>0 (40)
for all ¥ € {|J],]3] —1,...,k} and
1,12 gy (280 [Zsw-1) B 3 1

'U’ZS,C/|Z51€/71 (Q(fv!])sk/ (csk/’msy)"zsk/*l)'MSk/' a |M3k/|

msk,¢g((f7g)$k,,65k,) msk,¢5((f,g)sk, 7C5k/)

zgk,ee(f,g)sk/ (es,, ms,,)

<1 (4D)
for all ¥ € {|J],|3| —1,...,k + 1}. The last equality comes from the fact that ms, € E((f, g)s,,cs,) implies

Kzs, | Z gk (Q(ﬁg)sk (csk ) msk)|z3k*1) =0.
Let Cs = {Cs}ses be the set of random variables corresponding to the uniform distribution on Cs. We have

Epayscs [Error(Fs, Gs, Cs)]

9] k
< Ero)scs Z [H Cs,| 1 2 1z gy (Zse-1)

k=1 Zsk-1€CF  (Csk-1)
1
Z |C ||M | _lu’Zsk\Zskfl (C(F,G)sk (Csk’msk”'zsk*l)
mske./\/lsk Sk Sk
+ E(rayscs | 2, [Csl > Hzpmicsys Zo)|Cs: Y7 )zsy 7 (25, Y7)
jeg mseMs,zs€€(r g) 4 (Cs,ms),
yjey},?.p(g)ezgu):
| ZD(j) #ZD(j)
13 1
= Z E(RG)Sk Z HZgr— (szfl) 2 |C ||M | T HZs, | Z k-1 (Q:(F,G)Sk (C'Skamsk”zs’“*l)
k=1 _zsk,leZ;lFl cSkec‘Sk7m5k6M5k Sk Sk
+ 2 Erpg, >, H 2o ¥,Cogsy ZDGY52 €DG) M2y v (2D(i) U5)
Jeg ep(;)€Cp(5):2D(5) €€ Fp(;y (€D () ) Y, €V] Z2D(HEZD(j:
L Zp() 72D ()
13 1
=2, Erays, > nzy e ) | GTae] ~ a7y, (Cros, (esomsy)lzg )
k=1 zg EZO ,CskGCSk,mskeMsk k Sk k
L k Sk

+ 2, Brog, [sz(j)zp(j) ({(zp(): 2p(3)  2p(5) # sz})]

JET
13 13|
Z \/ (F.G)s, — 1+ Dsics,.: 8/ £5 UFG)s, s [Bra)g + 1127 kS 4o Z “Zokusk (IEC)
n =
+2 Z Z QFpy [BFD@\D’ + 1] 2P0 42 Z B, +2 Z 1250, (T ), (42)
JET D'<D(5): D'+ jeT jeg
where
A
vk S)=H(Zs|Zy ) - ilrs + Rs] -
seS’
V6. D) = Y v = H(Zo|Y j, Zpgyor) —

seD’



1 1
—log >H(Zs|Z, )—¢
Sk

2
T, = (stzgk) Y MZQ‘/\ng (zs |z§k)

for all S’ = Sy, satisfying J # S’ = Sy,

1 1 _
_ — log s H(qule,ZD(-)\D/) +e€
Tj = (ZD(j),y) : n 'LLZD'|ZD(J')\D’YJ'(zD/|zD(j)\D,’yj) '

for all D’ satisfying (5 # D' < D(j)
The first inequality comes from (3Z)-(39) and the fact that

k—1
Ecsk—l ll_[ |C3k/|1 Z HZ gy (szfl) = Z HZ gy o (szfl)

k=1 zsk,leefskil(csk,l) cSkflec‘Sk*17sz*1€¢f‘Sk—l(C‘Skfl)
-1 (43)
implies
13 k-1 1
Breocs | M| [11Csul| 3 pmanles) 3 e
k=1 Lk'=1 zskfleefskf1(csk‘*1) ms, €€((F,G)s,, ,Cs,) k
El )
= Z EFSkG‘SkC‘Sk Z |M$ | ’
k=1 ms, €€((F,G)s,,.Cs,,) .

the second equality comes from (36), and the last inequality comes from Lemmas [I3] [I6l [[8] in Appendixes [CHEl and the
relations rs = log,(|Cs|) = logy([ImF|)/n, Rs = logy(|M|)/n = log, (|ImGs|)/n.

Finally, let us assume that {(rs, Rs)}ses satisfies B2)-@4) for all (k,S’) satisfying k € {1,...,|J|}, & # & < Sk,
and (j,D') satisfying j € J, & # D’ < D(j). We have v(k,S8’) > 0 and v(j,D’) > 0 for all (k,S’,j,D’) satisfying
kef{l,....]3}, & # S < S, je T, & # D < D(j). Then, by letting ap, — 1, fr. — 0, ag. — 1, Bg. — 0,
Bz, (T%) — o0, KZp ) Y; (_j) — 0, ¢ — 0, and using the random coding argument, we have the fact that for all § > 0

and kSilfﬁCiently large n there are fs = {fs}ses, 9s = {gs}ses, and cs = {¢s}ses such that Error(fs, gs,cs) < 0. ]

APPENDIX
A. Algorithm for Linear Extension of Reversed Partial Ordering of Subsets

This section introduces an algorithm for computing the linear extension of the reversed partial ordering of J = {Z;,...,Z;5}
27 which yields the following property: Z;, & T, implies k' < k for all k, k" € {1,2,...,|7|}.

When a partial ordering is represented by a directed acyclic graph, the standard topological sort [3, Section 22.4] can be
employed with time complexity of O(|J| + a), where a is the number of arcs. However, when no directed acyclic graph is
available, the construction has time complexity of O(|Z||J|?), where factor O(|Z]) corresponds to the computation of partial
ordering of two subsets and O(|J|?) corresponds to the combination of two vertexes. We may also use a variation of the quick
sort [T1]] which could be employed with expected time complexity of O(w|Z||J|log, |T]), where w is the width of the directed
acyclic graph and factor O(|Z|) corresponds to the computation of partial ordering of two subsets.

Here, let us introduce Algorithm 3] similar to the bucket sort [3, Section 8.4], based on the cardinality of a subset. When the
time complexity of computing the cardinality of a subset is O(1), this algorithm has time complexity of O(|J| + |Z|). When
the time complexity of computing the cardinality of a subset is O(|Z|), this algorithm has time complexity of O(|Z||J]). It is
assumed that each J and £(v), v € {0,1,...,|Z|} is represented as a list of subsets. Line 1 corresponds to the initialization of
ve{0,1,...,|Z|}. At Line 2, J < {Z)} U £(|Z)|) means that {Z};} is appended to £(|Zy|). At Line 4, J < £(v) u J means
that £(v) is appended to the beginning of J. We can implement J and £(w), w € {0,1,...,|Z|} by using a linked list [5]
Section 10.2] to reduce the time complexity of the union operation. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 9: After employing Algorithm Bl J = {Z,,...,Z5} satisfies the property that 7, & 7 implies & < k for all
k ke {1,2,...,]|3]}.

Proof: After employing Algorithm Bl J = {7,,...,Z;5} satisfies the property that k < k' implies |Zy/| < |Z| for all
k. k" e {1,2,...,|3]}. This is equivalent to the fact that |Z;| < |Zy/| implies k' < k for all k, k" € {1,2,...,|3|}. The above
yields the fact that 7, & 7y, implies |Z| < |Zj/| and &' < k for all k, k' € {1,2,...,|7|}. ]

Remark 4: We can also use standard sorting algorithms (e.g. quick sort, merge sort, heap sort) based on subset cardinality;
the time complexity is O(|J|log |J|) when the time complexity for computing the cardinality of subset Z' € J is O(1). That
is, the standard sorting algorithms could be better than the proposed algorithm if |Z| = §2(|J]| log|J|) (including the case when
|Z| is unknown/infinite).




Algorithm 3 Linear extension of J < 2%
Input: List J = {Zy,...,Zj5}.
Output: Linear extension of J, where Zj, & 7 implies &' < k for all k, k' € {1,2,...,|7|}.
: for v e {0,...,|Z|} do £(v) « .
s for ke {1,...,|3]} do £(|Zx|) — {Zi} v £(|Zk]).
J—.
s forve{0,...,]Z]} do J — £(v) U TJ.

B. Information-Spectrum Methods

First, we review the definition of the limit superior/inferior in probability introduced in [17]. For sequence {U,}*_; of

random variables, the limit superior in probability p-limsup,,_, ., U,, and the limit inferior in probability p-liminf,_, U, are
defined as

p-limsup U, = mf{a . lim P (U, > 0) = 0}

n— 00 n—0

p-liminf U, = sup {9  lim P (U, < 0) = 0} .

n—0o0

Moreover, we have the following relations Section 1.3]:

p-liminf [U,, + V},] < p-limsup U,, + p-liminf V;, (44)
n—00 n—00 n—00
p-limsup [—U,,] = p-liminf U,,. (45)
n—00 n—00

For sequence {uy, }°_, of probability distributions corresponding to U, we define the spectral inf-entropy rate, H(U), as
1
nu,, (Un) .

For general sequence {41, v, },,—; of joint probability distributions corresponding to (U, V') = {(Un, V) };_;, we define the
spectral conditional sup-entropy rate H(U|V'), and the spectral conditional inf-entropy rate H(U|V') as

— 1 1
H(U|V) = p-limsup — logg —————
S TR CALA

1
H(U|V) = p-liminf = logy ——— |
(UIV) = pliminf Zlog, 01V

1
H(U) = p-liminf — log,
n

n—o0

In the following, we introduce some inequalities that we use in the proof of the converse part. Trivially, we have
HU|V) = H(U|V) > 0.
We show the following lemmas.
Lemma 10 ( Lemma 3.2.1, Definition 4.1.3]): For general sources U = {U,}*_; and V = {V,,}°_,, we have
ool Hu (Un)
-liminf — log, ——=
P, (O)
Proof: For completeness, we show the lemma as the proof of [17, Lemma 3.2.1, Definition 4.1.3]. For a given v > 0, let

U], be defined as
1
U = {u : = log, U (w) _ 7}. (46)
n pv,, ()

= 0.

Then we have uy, (u) < py, (u)2=" for all w € U),. We have

1 v, (Un) _
; (510& AGAR ‘”) = 2 mw)

<27, 47)

which implies




from the definition of the limit inferior in probability. The lemma is proven by letting v — 0. o [ |
Lemma 11: For a triplet of general sources (U, V , W) = {(Uy,, V,,, W,,)}:_;, we have H({U|V') = H{U|V,W).
Proof: We have

_ — 1 1
HU|V)-HU|V,W) =p- hmsup logg ——————— —p- hmsup log
WIV) =TIV, W) = p e ot TV P o o o OV W)
1
= p-limsu 10 —_— 1+ 11m1nf lo Un| Vi, Wy
= p-limsup = log, v (OaVe) p-liminf ~log, 1o, (vaw, (Un| )
= p- 11m1nf log 0 Vi W (Un Vi, W)
n—owo T ? KU, |V, (Un|Vn)
,LLUnVan (Un; an Wn)
=p- 11m1nf 1og
n—ow 2 KU, |V, (Un|Vn)MVan (Vm Wh)
=0, (48)

where the second equality comes from (43), the first inequality comes from (@4}, and the second inequality comes from
Lemma [ ]
The following lemma is analogous to the Fano inequality.
Lemma 12 ( [22) Lemma 4] [27) Lemma 7]): Let (U, V') = {(U,, V,,)}:_; be a sequence of two random variables. If there
is a sequence {U,,}°_; of (possibly stochastic) functions independent of (U, V') that satisfy the condition

lim P(U, (V) # Uy) =0, (49)

then o
HU|V) =0.

Proof: When {¥,,}°_, is a sequence of deterministic functions, the lemma is the same as [27, Lemma 7]. For completeness,
we show this lemma following to the proof of [17, Lemma 1.3.2].

Let {1, }2°_; be a sequence of deterministic functions satisfying
Jim P, (Vi) # Up) = (50)
For v > 0, let
1 1
W =< (u,v): —log 727}
(w0) 3 loge 1, v, (wlv)
€= {(u,v): Yn(v) # u}

Then we have

1 1
P —log —>7) < pu,v, (W
<n 2 v (O lVi) ave (W)

= pw, v, W 0 E) + pu, v, W n EY)
= v, W&+ Y. v, (u,v)

(u, v)eWmEC
= pu, v, W E)+ D () D v, (ufv)
vey, UEU,:
P (v)=u
(u,v)eW
< pu,v, W E) Z pv, (v Z 27
VEV, ueun:wn(v):u
P(pn(Vn) # Un) +2777, (5D

where the second inequality comes from the definition of V' and the last inequality comes from the fact that for all v there
is a unique wu satisfying 1, (v) = w. From this inequality and (@9), we have

1 1
lim P | —logy ———— >7) =0.
n—0o0 (TL 2 ,UUn|Vn(Un|Vn)
Then we have

0< HU|V) <vy
from the definition of H(U|V'). We have H(U|V') = 0 by letting v — 0.



When {U,}* | is a sequence of stochastic functions, we can obtain sequence {1, };~_; of deterministic functions such that

P (¢ (V, ZP P (W0 (Va) # Up)

= P(\I/n(vn) G Un)

for all n € N from the random coding argument and the fact that ¥,, is independent of (Un, Vy,). Then we have the fact that
@9 implies (30) and H(U|V') = 0. ]

C. («, B)-hash property
In this section, we review the hash property introduced in [27] [31] and show two basic lemmas. For set F of functions,

let InF = J;{f(z): z€ 2"}
Definition 1 ( [27, Definition 3]): Let F,, be a set of functions on ™. For probability distribution pr, on F,,, we call pair

(Fn,pr, ) an ensemble. Then, (F,,pr,) has an (ap, , Bk, )-hash property if there is pair (ap,, Sr,) depending on pp, such
that

> pr, ({f: f(2) = f(Z)}) < Bk, (52)
Z'eZ™\{z}:
P ({15 (2)=F(Z)1)> 1oy

for any z € Z". Consider the following conditions for two sequences ar = {ap, }>_; and Bp = {fF, } ¥

n=1
lim ap, =1 (53)
n—o0
lim Bp, = 0. (54)
n—0o0

Then, we can say that (F,pg) has an (ap, Bf)-hash property if ar and B satisfy (532)—(34). Throughout this paper, we
omit the dependence of F and F on n.

It should be noted that when F is a two-universal class of hash functions [10] and pz is the uniform distribution on F, then
(F,pp) has a (1,0)-hash property, where 1 = (1,1,...) and 0 = (0,0,...). Random binning [7] and the set of all linear
functions [[§]] are two-universal classes of hash functions. It is proved in [31} Section ITI-B] that an ensemble of sparse matrices
has a hash property.

First, we introduce the lemma for a joint ensemble.

Lemma 13 ( Lemma 4 of the extended version] Lemma 3] ): Let (F,pr) and (G, pe) be ensembles of functions on
the same set Z™. Assume that (F, pr) (resp. (G, pg)) has an (ap, Sr)-hash (resp. (aq, Sc)-hash) property. Let (f, g) € F x G
be a function defined as

(f,9)(z) = (f(2),9(z)) foreach z € Z".

Let p(r ) be a joint distribution on F x G defined as

pre)(f,9) =pr(f)pc(g) for each (f,g) € F x G.

Then the ensemble (F x G, p(r,g)) has an (a(r ), B(r,q))-hash property, where a(r ) and B(r ) are defined as

Q(F,G) = QAFQG
Br.a) = Br + Ba-

Proof: We show this lemma for completeness. Let

PRz =pr({f: f(2) = f(2)})
pezz =pca({g: g() 9(z")})
P(F.G) 2z = PEe){(f.9) 1 (f,9)(2) = (f, 9)(Z)}).
Then we have

Z p(F,G)({(fvg) : (fag)z: (fvg)z/})
2'eZ™\{z}:
P(r.0).u u'>ﬁ
< Z PF,z,2' PG ,z,2’
z'eZ™\{z}:
pF,z,z/pG,z,z/>%



= Z PF,2,2'PG,z,z’ + 2 PF,z2,2'PG,z,2'
2'eZ™\{z}: 2'eZ™\{z}:
o [e3 (3 o
pF‘,z,z’pG,z,z’>ﬁng\ pF‘,z,z’pG,z,z'>%
> QF < OF
PF,z,2' = TimF] PF.z,2/ STTmF]
< Z PF,z2,2'PG,z,2’ + Z PF,z,2'PG,z,2’
z'eZ™\{z}: 2'eZ™\{z}:
Pr,z,2' > TmZF| PG,z,2' > TmG|
< Z PF,z,2 + Z PGz,
z'eZ™\{z}: Z'eZ™\{z}:
ap ag
PF,z,2' > TTmZ] PG,z,z' > TTmg|
= Br + Ba
= Br,q); (55)

where the first inequality comes from the fact that /' and G are mutually independent and ImF x G < ImF x ImgG, and
the last inequality comes from the fact that pp, »» < 1 and pg 2 .- < 1. Then we have the fact that (F x G, D ch)) has an
(a(r,ays Br,cy)-hash property. [ |

Next, we introduce lemmas that are multiple extensions of the balanced-coloring property and the collision-resistant property.
We use the following notations. For each s € S, let F; be a set of functions on Z' and ¢, € ImF,. Let Z¢ = X ;s ZI' and

AFpg, = n aF,
seS’
Brg, = || [Br + 1] -1,

seS’

where [ [, 05 = 1. It should be noted that

lim ap, =1
n—0o0

lim BFS’ =0

n—o0

for every 8’ = S when (ar,, Br,) satisfies (33) and (54) for all s € S. For T < 2§ and zs € 2%, let Ts and Tsr|s/(2s7)
be defined as

Ts ={zs : (zs/,zsc) € T for some zgc € Zgr}
%/qs/(z,s/) = {ZS/C : (ZS/,ZS/C) € T}

The following lemma is related to the balanced-coloring property, which is an extension of Lemma 4], the leftover
hash lemma [19] and the balanced-coloring lemma [3, Lemma 3.1] [0 Lemma 17.3]. This lemma implies that there is an
assignment that divides a set equally.

Lemma 14 ( [33 Lemma 4 in the extended version]): For each s € S, let F; be a set of functions on Z” and pp, be
the probability distribution on Fs, where (Fs,pr,) satisfies (52). We assume that random variables {Fj}scs are mutually
independent. Then

Er, lZ

Ccs

QT nCrs(cs)) 1
Q(T) [Tics T 7|

Qsr
] < o —1+ 2 QFg. [Brs + 1] [n |Im.7'-5|1 . W‘?T)

S'cS:S'~F seS’

for any function @) : Zs — [0,00) and T < ZZ%, where

ma?@(zs) ifSt =8

_ zZs€E

Q@st =1 max Y Qlzshzse) fF#STCS (56)
zS/ETS/

Zgrt ETS/C |s’ (zs7)

Proof: Let p., .. = pr, ({fs: fs(zs) = fs(2,)}) and let Cs be the random variable corresponding to the uniform
distribution on X scs ImF5. In the following, we use the relation

2 pzs,zfQ = 2 pzsyz/s +pz/s,zfQ

zSEZ;l: zsezg\{z;}:
apg apg
Pzg,z! > TmFs] Pzg,z! > TmFs]
< fBr, +1 (57)

for all 2, € Z7', which comes from (32) and the fact that p., ., =1,



First, we have

Z Q(ZS) szs,z; =

20

> [H Pz..z, > Qzs, zsn) | | peae
seS’

|

zs€T: seS zg51€Tgr: zs/CETs/C\s/(zs’): seS’t
XFg ’ xR
st,z/5>—urr1‘f5‘ for all seSC sz'ﬁm P nr g%
Fs /! i s s
pzs’zgg o] for all seS for all seS for all seS’
N mrl 2 |les] X Qeszer)
1C m Ter: €S/
seS zg€Tgr: se 250 €T 51 (Zsr)
ap
Pzg,2l, > [TmFs]
for all s€S’
< QS/C 1_[ |I ]__ | 1_[ 2 pzs,z’s
seS’C m seS’ z,€Z:
OLFS
Pzg,z!,” TmFs]
< Qsre H I }- H [BF. +1]
seS’t | m | seS’
aFS/c [ﬂFS/ + 1] QS’C (58)
Hses/c |Im.7:5|

for all (2%, S’) satisfying zis € 7 and J # &' &

S, where the second inequality comes from (3G) and the third inequality

comes from (&7). It should be noted that (B8) is valid for the cases of S’ = ¥ and S’ = S by letting @ = Q(T) because
aps Q(T
I N (e
ZSeT seS seS s
Py, 2 <‘ _7_§ I for all seS
[ ics [TmFs|
and
S Q) [[res < [n;g;;mzs)] O §
zseT seS ZSET seS
Pz = m for all seS Pz, z ‘Im]__ I for all seS
< ’
< [22)7{@('23)] 1_[ 2 pzs,zs
seS z,€Z:
Pes 2> sl
<
[g;g;;cz<zs>] [T 15 +1]
seS
« +1]Q
Yy [ﬂFs ]QS (60)
Hse@ |Im]:5|
Then we have
> Qzs) [ [ ez < D) D Q(zs) [ [ p=..=,
zs€eT seS S'cS zs€eT: seS
p23y2{9>\1(:nL}§5\ for all seS’
pzs,z’sg\:n% for all s€S’°
QFg. [ﬂFs/ + 1] @S’C
S'cS HSES/C |IH1.7 |
_ Oqs:S 2 Fgre BFS/ + 1] Qsl (61)
Hses |Im]: | 1_.[563’5 [Tm F|
S #@

for all 2’s € T, where the equality comes from the fact that @z = Q(T) and Br, = 0.
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Next, let C's be the random variable subject to the uniform distribution on X s ImF,. From (&), we have
2

Ersos || Y, Qzs)x(Fs(zs) =Cs)| | = D) Q(z5) Y, Q(zs)Ers [x(Fs(zs) = Fs(2s))Ecs [x(Fs(zs) = Cs)]]
zseT ZZSET zs€T
1 /
apsQ(T)? Q(T) ar. [Bre +1] Qse .
" es AP Thes MF] & Teese A
S'#J

Then we have

Q(T 0 €y (Cs)) [Naes MF| 77
Brscs H QT) 1] ]

-
B Q(2)x(Fs(zs) = Cs) [ [, ImF| B Q(2)x(Fs(zs) = Cs) [ [, ImFy|
= Ergcs leZ(E]T Q(T) ] 2EFscs leZE]T Q(T) +1
- 2:
Q2)x(Fs(zs) = Cs) [ [oes ImFs| Q(2)Erscs [X(Fs(zs) = Cs) [ [ses TmF|
- FE -2 1
rec lZT Q(T) ] 2 Q(T) ’
, J
[n [Im.F, |1 9
= B Fres || D) Qzs)x(Fs(zs) = Cs)| | -1
QTY et
Saps — 1+ ). apg [Brg, + 1] | [ ] ImF| Qse. (63)
S'cS e seS’ ( )
S'*p
where the inequality comes from (62).
Finally, the lemma is confirmed by
QT n Cry(es)) 1 H Q (T 0 Crs(Cs)) [ s ImFs| H
E — =F -1
o [Z QT) I, 1 e QT
e \/[Q (T 0 € (C5)) [T I F| 1]2
o Q(T)
Cry (C ImF, °
< | Brc H@ (T n € (Q?%Hses [ 1] 1
Qs
< -1+ g [Brs +1] [ |Im}‘5|1 = (64)
S'CSZ}? £330 SlE_S[’ Q(T)
where the first inequality comes from the Jensen inequality. |

The following lemma is a multiple extension of the collision-resistant property. This lemma implies that there is an assignment
such that every bin contains at most one item.

Lemma 15 ( [31 Lemma 7 in the extended version]): For each s € S, let F; be a set of functions on Z” and pp, be
the probability distribution on F, where (Fs,pr,) satisfies (32). We assume that random variables {F;}s are mutually
independent. Then

ar, [Bry: +1] Os: .
F.
HSES’ |IH1]:5| °

prs ({fs : [T\{zs}] 0 €5 (fs(zs) # DY) < ),

S'cS:
S'#
for all 7 < Z¢ and zs € Zg, where
_ |7 itS' =S8,
OS/ = max ’7:9/|S/C (ZS/C)‘ y lf @ #* Sl Q S

Z gt ETS/C
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Proof: Let pz_ > = pr, ({fs : fs(2s) = fs(2,)}). By interchanging " and S*, and letting Og = 1 and O(zs) = 1 for
each zs € Zg, we have the fact that

1] Os
Z H D, 2 < QFg, [ﬂFs/C + ] S (65)

s
zg1€T: seS’ HSES' |Imf5|
CF, . ’
st,z’sgum—}i\ for all seS

*Fs . 1C
Pag,2!, > mra] for all seS

for all 2%y, € Z%, and &’ < S from (38). Then we have

prs ({fs i [T\{zs}] n Crs(Fszs) # DY) < Y, prs ({Fs: fs(zs) = fs(25)})

zseT\(#s}

= Z prs ({fs 1 fs(zs) = fs(2)) for all s € S})
zseT\(2s}

= Z szs,z; - sz's,z;
zs€T seS seS

- Z Z szs,z’s -1
S'cS zs€T: seS

Fg p 7
pz57z2§m for all seS
for all seS’°

st,z;>u(:£-§s\
ary, [ﬂFS/c + 1] Os
S'cs [Tses TmFs]
2 arg, [ﬁFs/c + 1] Og N
[Tecs 7| "

N

(66)
S'cS:
S'#Z
for all T < Z% and 2%, € Z%,, where the third equality comes from the fact that Pz,,z = 1, the second inequality comes
from (63), and the last equality comes from the fact that oy, = 1, Br . = Brs: [lseq ImFs[ =1, and Og = 1. [ |

D. Proof of Lemma

Let us assume that ensembles (Fs, pr,) and (Gs, pe,) have the hash property ((32) in Appendix [C) for every s € S, where
their dependence on n is omitted. In the following, we omit the dependence of Z on n, when it appears in the subscript of .
Moreover, we omit the dependence of o and 8 on n,

From Lemma [[3]in Appendix [ we have the fact that the joint ensemble (Fs x G, p(r,;),) also satisfies the hash property.
In the proof of Theorem 2 we apply the following lemma to the joint ensemble (Fs x Gs,p(r,a).)-

Lemma 16 ( [29 Eq. (50)]): For given disjoint sets S and S let {Z" 1 be general correlated sources, where Z" =

{Z "} I Let 7 be defined as uS
. log, H(Zs|Z.) -
T=1(zg2s): " MZS"Zg(ZOS/|Z§) s
forall ' < Su S
Then we have
1

Eps Z Kz, (Zg)

z 3 eZTO" ,cselmFs

nzsiz, (Crs(es)lzg) = i

Zo|Zo)—
— 14+ Z OFg s BFS’ +1] [H [Tm.F |1 —n|H(Zsr|Z g)e] +2uz. (IC)
SIS S AP seS/ ovs

Proof: Let T ( z ) be defined as
I(zg) = {zs : (zg,zg) € I} .
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Then we have

1
Ers Z Kz, (z5) MZs\Zg(Q:FS (es)lzg) — s 7|

zo€ZJ,cs€lmFs
5

HZS\ZE(I(Z§)|Z§)

< Ers Y nz(2g) |zsiz (T(zg) 0 Crsles)lzg)
z4€Z] eselmFs s S [ [ses TmFs|
+ Ers > pzs|z, (T(zg ) N Crs(es)lzg)nz, (=g)
2,20 cselmFs s
S
5 MZS\ZE(IZS\ZO( o) 25 )1z, (2
+EF5
zgezg,cselmfs HSGS [T |
S
S (e lxa)iz. (22)E 5 MZS|Z (Z(zg) N Crs(es)lzg) 1
Ktz Zo _Zo Zo )z (=0 F. —
zoezn Sl S S S s cselmFs /’LZS‘ZO (I(Z )|Z§) HSES |III1.7:5|
S
2 o o o
+ Z;HMZS\ZO(I(ZS) 128)uz, (2 )

] o H(ZsZg)—]

HZs\Zg(I(z§)|z§)

< Z MZS|Z§(I(Z§)|Z§)MZ§(Z§) aps — 1+ Z arg o [Brs +1] [H [Tm |

zZo€ZT S'cS:S'#g seS’
S

SusS
nlH(Zs/|Zg)~<] c
< Z ,UZE (Zg) aFs — 1+ Z OFg\sr [ﬁFs/ +1] ll_[ [Tm.F |] ° + 2MZ§US ()
Z,€2M S'cS:S'#£ P seS
s s
n[H(Zg|Zo
= apg — 1+ Z OFg g ﬂFS, + 1 ln |Im]-‘ |1 H(Z s ) el + 2. S(IC), 67)
S§'cS:5'#P €S S
where the second inequality comes from Lemma [[4] in Appendix [ by letting
T = I(zg)
Q = a1z, (12g)
and using the relations
1 1
Tor c{zs s —logy ————— > H(Zs|Z,) <
no gz, (2sr]2g) s
3 S
Qs = Jnax > nzsiz, (2sl2g)

Zgrt ETS/C\S/ (ZS/)

< max /,[/ X ar4 o
x VA A
A T 5/‘ o ( |

< g H(Zg|Zg)—<] 69)

E. Proof of Lemma [[8

Assume that (F, pr, ) has the hash property ((32) in Appendix[C) for every s € D;, where their dependence on n is omitted.
In the following, we also omit the dependence of C, Y, Z, and Z on n, when it appears in the subscript of p. We omit the
dependence of « and 3 on n. In the following, we fix j € J and omit subscript j.

Let us assume that (Zs,Cs, Y, Zp) satisfies the Markov relation

78 o (C,Y™) o 22 (69)
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and
fo(z) =ct (70)

for all s € S and n € N. For given € > 0, let T be defined as

1 1 _
_ —1Og2 <H(ZD/|Y,ZD\D/) +é
T={(2p,9): 1 12 Y Z o (2D Y 2D\ D) . (71)

for all D’ satisfying J # D' < D

First, we show the following lemma. o
Lemma 17 ( Eq. (58)]): Let us assume that Zp(cply) outputs one of the elements in 7 N €4, (cp) and declares an
error when 7 n €4, (cp) = . Then we have

Erp [pzpy ({(2D,9) : 20(Fp(2p)|y) # 2p})]
on[H(Z /Y Zp\pr)+e]

< D) ap, [ﬂF ,+ 1] + Brn + pzov(T).
D'cD:D'#P i o [ e MmFs|

Proof: Let T(y) = {zp : (zp,y) € T} and assume that (zp,y) € T and 2p(fp(zp)|y) # zp. Since zp €
€ty (fp(2p)), we have [T (y)\{zp}] N sy (fo(2D)) # . We have

Epy, [X(20(Fp(2p)|y) # 20)] < pr, ({fp 1 [T 20 ()\{2D}] N Csr (fo(2D)) # T})
ar,, [BFD\D’ + 1] 6@/

< + Brp
D'CD:D'£G [aep: [Tm 7|
Qn[ﬁ(zv/\Y,ZD\D/)-ﬁ-E]
< , , 1] ; 72
Z ap, [ﬁFD\D + Ty [ 7] + BFp (72)

D'cD: D'~

where the second inequality comes from Lemma [[3]in Appendix [C] by letting 7 = 7 and the third inequality comes from the

fact that -
Op < on[H(Zp/ Y, Zp\pr)+e]

We have
Erp [1zoy ({(2D,y) : 2p(Fp(2p)ly) # 2p})]

= Er, 2 tzpy (2D, Y)X (2 (Fp(zD)|Y) # 2D)

ZpEZR,YEY™

= Y 2oy (20,9)Er, [X(2p(Pp(20)ly) # 20)] + Y, 120y (20,9)Ery [X(20(Pp(20)|y) # 20)]

(20,7 zp (20.9)eT 2,
on[H(Zp/ Y, Zp\pr)+e] .
< ar,, [5}«“ ,+ 1] + Brp + 1z Y(TE) (73)
D/cDZﬂ:J/#QJ i o [sep MmF| ” ”

|
Next, we show the following lemma.
Lemma 18 ( [29) Lemma 2 in the extended version]): The expectation of the decoding error probability is evaluated as
follows

Erp 17,2, ((20,2D) : 2 # 20})]
<2 Y ap, B + 1) 2 e T E Y Zoo0=e] Lagp oy (T, (74)
DIcD:D'#Z
where C; = ImF; and the decoding error probability Bzp2p ({(2zp,2p) : Z2p # zp}) depends on fp through the relation
@.
Proof: For given fp, the joint distribution of (Z3, C(Dn), Y™) is given as
tzpopy (2D, €D, Y) = Hzpy (20, Y)x(fD(2D) = €p).
Then we have
Lzrcoy (2D, €D, Y)
zpeZ] KzpCpY (2D, €D, Y)

MZD\CDY(ZchDay) = s
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1zoy (20, Y)x(fp(2D) = cp)
2zpezy Mzoy (20, Y)x(fp(2D) = €p)
tzoly (20ly)x(fp(2p) = cp)
Z;Dezg tzoly (zo|y)x(fo(2p) = €p)
= ”ZD|CDy(ZD|CD,y)7 (75)

that is, the constrained-random-number generator defined by (30) is a stochastic decision with 1 Zp|CpY - BY letting

Hzpicpy (2pleD,y) = X(2p(cply) = 2p),

we have the fact that

Z HzpCpY Zp (ZD’CD’y’zD)

zp€eZF,,cpeCp,
yeY" zpeZH:
Zp#zD
- Z 1zpcpy (2D, €D, Y)Hzp|cry (2D]CD, Y)
zp€Zp,epeCp,
yEy"',EDezg:
Zp#zp
S 2 Z 'U'ZDCDY(ZD;chy)/’LZD‘CDy(EDkZD,y)
zpeZY,epelp,
YeEV™ ZpeZ]:
Zp#2zD
=2 Z 'uZDY(zDay)X(fD(ZD) = CD)X(ED(CDHJ) = 27))
zpeZp,cpelp,
YeEV™ ZpeZ]:
ZD#ZD
=2 > mv(Eny)
zp€Zp,yey™:
zp(fp(zp)|y)#2zp

=2uzyy ({(2p,9) : 2p(fp(2D)|Y) # 2D}), (76)

where the second equality comes from (69), the first inequality comes from Lemma 20] in Appendix [E| and the third equality
comes from (ZQ). Then we have the fact that

iy 7. ({(zp,2D) : Zp # 2p})

Bre | Mgy 2, ({(0,20) : 2 # 20})
< 2Bp, 120y ((20,)  20(Fp(2p)ly) # p})]

<23 any |Brg 1|2 R o HE Y Zo00 e agn, 42y (T), an
DIcD:D' £
where we use the relation r5 = log,(|Cs|)/n = logy(|ImF;|)/n in the last inequality. [ |

F. Proof of Lemmas

Lemma 19: For any sequence {Hk}szl of positive numbers, we have

K
[Tox—1< Zlek—ll H O, (78)
k=1

=k+1

K
where [ [,/ q 0 = 1.
Proof: When K = 1, (Z8) is trivial. Assume that (Z8) is satisfied, then we have

K+1 K+1
H@k—l Hek—HK_H +|9K+1_1|
k 1

Or+1+ |0k+1 — 1

H9r1
k=1

K

lZ 10, — 1 H 9;«1 Ok 41+ 01 — 1]

=k+1
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K+1 K+1
=D 10—1 [] 6w, (79)
k=1 K =k+1
where the first inequality comes from the triangle inequality, the second inequality comes from the assumption, and the last
equality comes from the fact that |01 — 1| Hgi}ﬁtlﬂ O = |0k +1 — 1|. Then the lemma is shown by induction. [ |

Lemma 20 ( [36] Lemma 4] Corollary 2]): Let (U, V) be a pair consisting of state U € U and observation V' € V,
where pgry is the joint distribution of (U, V). We make a stochastic decision with 77y that guesses state U by U € U, that
is, the joint distribution of (U, V,U) is given as

toryp (w,v,1) = poy (u, v) poy (Ufv).
Then the decision error probability of this rule is at most twice the decision error probability of any (possibly stochastic)

decision, that is,

Z pov (u, v)pypy (@lv) < 2 Z puv (w, v)pgy (@v)
wueEU , eV UEU: ueU eV, UeU:
U#u e

for any arbitrary probability distribution fiy, .
Proof: Here, we show the lemma directly for the completeness of this paper. We have

2 pov (u, v)[1 — pyv (ulv)]

Z MUV(U,U)MU|V(17|U)

ueU ,veV , UeU: uel ,vey
a#u
= D lrow () = poy (o)l (v)
uel ,veV
< D lro () = poy W) uv )+ Y7 [po (@lo) = pgpy (ulo)] v (v)
uel ,veV ueld ,veV
+ > o () = pgp @lo)Puv )+ Y s @lo)[1 = gy (o) py (v)
uel ,veV ueld ,veV
= D0 2uuv ()]l — sy (ulv)]py (0)
ueld ,veV
=2 > pov(,)[1 = gy (u)]
uel ,veV
=2 Z puv (u, v)pgy (@), (80)
uel/l,ge#]i,delx{:

where the inequality comes from the fact that 33, o, puv (ulv) = X, v (ulv) = 1, and gy (ulv) € [0, 1] for all w e U
and v e V. [ |
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