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Abstract—This paper considers a massive connectivity setting
in which a base-station (BS) aims to communicate sources
(X1,---,Xk) to a randomly activated subset of & users, among a
large pool of n users, via a common downlink message. Although
the identities of the k active users are assumed to be known
at the BS, each active user only knows whether itself is active
and does not know the identities of the other active users.
A naive coding strategy is to transmit the sources alongside
the identities of the users for which the source information is
intended, which would require H(X1,---,Xy) + klog(n) bits,
because the cost of specifying the identity of a user is log(n) bits.
For large n, this overhead can be significant. This paper shows
that it is possible to develop coding techniques that eliminate
the dependency of the overhead on n, if the source distribution
follows certain symmetry. Specifically, if the source distribution is
independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) then the overhead
can be reduced to at most O(log(k)) bits, and in case of uniform
i.i.d. sources, the overhead can be further reduced to O(1) bits.
For sources that follow a more general exchangeable distribution,
the overhead is at most O(k) bits, and in case of finite-alphabet
exchangeable sources, the overhead can be further reduced to
O(log(k)) bits. The downlink massive random access problem is
closely connected to the study of finite exchangeable sequences.
The proposed coding strategy allows bounds on the relative
entropy distance between finite exchangeable distributions and
i.i.d. mixture distributions to be developed, and gives a new
relative entropy version of the finite de Finetti theorem which is
scaling optimal.

Index Terms—Massive random access, finite de Finetti theo-
rem, exchangeable distribution

I. INTRODUCTION
A. Problem Setting

This paper considers the problem of information transmis-
sion from a central base-station (BS) to a random subset of
k users in a downlink massive random access scenario with a
large pool of n users. The users are assumed to be sporadically
activated, so that at any given time, only £ < n users are
actively listening to the BS. The BS knows the identities of the
active users and wishes to communicate sources (X1, - , Xx)
to these active users via a common downlink message; but
each user only knows whether it is active itself and does not
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know which other users are active. We ask the question: What
is the minimum rate of downlink common message that allows
each active user ¢ to learn the source X; intended for it?

The aforementioned source coding problem, which we refer
to as the coded downlink massive random access problem,
arises naturally in the context of machine-type communi-
cations or Internet-of-Things (IoT), particularly in scenarios
where the users are randomly activated and the BS needs to
send information (such as the acknowledgement or control
messages) to the active users in the downlink [3], [4]. A
typical communications protocol in this context consists of two
phases. In the first phase, the active users transmit pilots to the
BS, which performs activity detection to learn the identities
of the active users. In the second phase of the protocol, the
BS transmits the information sources to each of the active
users via a common downlink broadcast message. This paper
is concerned with the fundamental limit of communications in
the second phase.

The information sources intended for the set of active users
are not necessarily independent (e.g., there may be a cap
on the maximum number of users that can be positively
acknowledged, or the message may convey the assignment
of non-colliding scheduling slots to the active users), but the
source distribution typically follows certain symmetry. In this
paper, we assume that the user activity patterns are random
and symmetric across the pool of all potential users, i.e., no
subset of users is preferred over any other subset. Moreover,
we assume that the distribution of the information sources
intended for the active users is independent of the user activity
pattern; further, the source distribution follows a symmetry
captured by the notion of exchangeability.

Formally, (X1,---, X)) is exchangeable if its distribution
p(x1,...,x) is invariant under permutations, i.e. for any
bijection o from {1,2,--- ,k} to itself, we have
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Classical examples of exchangeable distributions include inde-
pendently and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables,
1.1.d. mixture random variables, and the urn distributions (i.e.,
sampling with or without replacement from a population).

Throughout this paper, the total number of potential users
n is assumed to be known and fixed. We begin the exposition
by assuming that the number of active users k is also fixed,
then relax this assumption for i.i.d. sources and treat the case
of random k in a later section.

The downlink massive random access problem would have
been trivial if every active user knew the identities of the
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entire subset of active users. In this case, the n users can each
be pre-assigned an index. The BS can then list the source
information for the k active users according to the order in
which they appear in the index. Such a common message
requires only H(Xq,---, X)) bits, but relies on each user
knowing the identities of all active users.

The problem becomes much more interesting under the
practical scenario in which every active user only knows
whether it is active itself and does not know who else is active.
In this case, it would appear that the BS needs to send not
only H(Xy,---, X)) bits for the source, but also a header of
log(n) bits per active user to describe which user the source
is intended for, thus resulting in a & log(n) bit overhead. Such
an overhead can be significant if n is large (e.g., n = 10° with
k = 103 would require klog(n) ~ 20 kbs), especially when
the payload for each user is small in comparison. The main
insight of this paper is that if the source is exchangeable, it is
possible to do much better. In fact, it is possible to develop a
coded downlink massive random access strategy at common
message rates that do not depend on n.

The intuition that makes this possible is that the naive
scheme broadcasts too much redundant information. Specifi-
cally, each active user needs to recover only its own designated
source, and does not care which other users are active, or the
information intended for the other users. The naive scheme
broadcasts the source information intended for everyone to
everyone else. In contrast, the coding strategy developed in this
paper reduces the common message rate by taking advantage
of the fact that each of the k active users is only interested
in the source pertaining to itself, so that each codeword can
cover many different instances of the activity patterns and the
associated sources.

This paper proposes a coding strategy using a codebook
comprised of length-n codewords of different possible realiza-
tions of the sources. Each of the n users has a corresponding
unique location in the codewords, so that when the identities of
the k activity users and their associated sources are revealed,
the BS only needs to search over the codebook and broadcast
the index of the first codeword that matches the actual sources
intended for the k active users to allow them to recover their
respective source information.

The main result of this paper is that when the source is
distributed according to an exchangeable distribution, it is
possible to design such a codebook so that the entropy of the
matching index is close to H(Xq,- -, X}) with an overhead
independent of n.

This paper further points out that the problem of construct-
ing a good codebook for an exchangeable source is closely
related to the de Finetti theorem and the study of finite
exchangeable sequences. This connection arises due to the
fact that the codebook construction needs to be symmetric
across all subsets of users. Therefore, the distribution used
for codebook construction is restricted to be an i.i.d. mixture.
The source however can be any exchangeable distribution.
Therefore, the problem of constructing a good codebook for
an exchangeable source reduces to finding an i.i.d. mixture
distribution that is close to an exchangeable distribution in
terms of relative entropy. In this paper, we propose a codebook

construction method for exchangeable sources and utilize it to
prove a relative entropy version of the finite de Finetti theorem
that matches the optimal scaling of the classical result [3].

B. Prior Work

The study of coded downlink for specific sources has been
investigated in previous works [6] and [1]], where the problem
of scheduling active users into non-colliding transmission slots
and the problem of assigning active users into categories of
fixed sizes are considered respectively. The analyses of code
rates in [6], [1] are specific to their respective problems and do
not immediately generalize to other source distributions, and
in particular do not apply to i.i.d. distributions. In contrast,
this paper utilizes new coding techniques to provide results
for exchangeable sources in general. Note that both [6] and
[1]] are examples of exchangeable sources.

It is worth noting that the scheduling code from [6] in
conjunction with usual source coding already allow a coding
strategy for exchangeable sources at common message rates
independent of n. The idea is that we can first schedule the &
active users into k distinct slots using at most (k + 1) log(e)
bits using the strategy in [6]], then list the sources information
in the order of the slot assignments, so that each active
user can receive its correct information. Since the source is
exchangeable, the distribution is not affected by the reordering.
Therefore a rate of H(X4,---,Xx) + (k 4+ 1)log(e) bits is
achievable. This strategy achieves the same O(k) overhead
as the coding scheme proposed in this paper for general
exchangeable sources, but in many cases, the O(k) overhead
can be improved. For example, if the source is i.i.d. or i.i.d.
mixture, the coding strategy proposed in this paper achieves
an overhead of O(log(k)) bits.

Finite de Finetti theorems have a long history [, [7],
[8]. Let (X3, ---,X)) be an exchangeable sequence with
distribution p(x) which takes values in X* and let Q be
the set of all i.i.d. mixture distributions on X’*. We say that
the source is d-extendable if it has the same distribution
as the first £ elements of a longer exchangeable sequence
(X1, -+, Xk, -+, X4). The classical result of [5] is that
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where TV (p, q) = 2sup v« [p(x) — ¢(x)| is the total variation
distance. Therefore for any fixed k, the total variation distance
tends to 0 as d — oo. In fact, the total variation can go to 0
even if k,d — oo, as long as % — 0 for finite ||, or % — 0.
It is shown in [5] that this scaling is essentially optimal.
Recently, there has been a renewed interest in finding similar
bounds as (@) but in terms of relative entropy. In particular,
[9]-[11] use information-theoretic tools to establish various
upper bounds, the strongest of which appears in [11] and
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However, this result holds only in the finite alphabet setting
and has a suboptimal scaling compared to (2). This paper aims
to close this gap by proving upper bounds in terms of the
relative entropy that match the optimal scaling in (2).
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C. Main Contributions

The main technical results of the paper are as follows:

1) Coding for Downlink Massive Random Access: For
transmitting an exchangeable source X = (Xq, -, Xj) ~
p(x) to a random subset of k active users in a downlink
massive random access scenario with n total users, we show
that a common message rate of

min H(X) + D(pllg) +1og(H(X) + D(pllg) + 1) +1 (4)

bits is achievable, where Q is the family of i.i.d. mixture
distributions on X* and D(-||-) is the Kullback-Leibler (KL)
divergence.

In the case that the source is i.i.d. or i.i.d. mixture, we can
set ¢ = p to eliminate the D(p||q) term. Specifically, for i.i.d.
sources, an achievable rate is kH (X1)+log(kH(X1)+1)+1,
thus the overhead is at most O(log(k)) bits. The overhead can
be reduced to O(1) if the source is uniform over its support.

For general exchangeable sources that are not i.i.d. or i.i.d.
mixture, we show that

it D(pllq) < min{klog(e). |X|log(k + 1)}.  (5)

thus achieving an overhead of at most O(k) bits in general
and O(log(k)) bits if the source has a finite alphabet. In all
cases, the achievable common message rate is close to H (X)
bits with an overhead that does not depend on n.

2) Extendable Sources and Finite de Finetti Theorem: The
upper bound (3) can be improved if X ~ p(x) is d-extendable.
In this case, we show that

min D(p]) < min {<|X| ~1)log <%) ,
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This result is a statement of the finite de Finetti theorem in
terms of relative entropy. In particular, for any fixed k, the
relative entropy between the distribution p(x) and the nearest
ii.d. mixture distribution goes to 0 as d — oo. In fact, the
scaling in (6) matches the optimal scaling of (@), because the
upper bound goes to 0 as k,d — oo, as long as % — 0, or
for the finite alphabet case, % — 0.

D. Paper Organization and Notation

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section
[ states the problem of coded downlink massive random
access and develops the achievability results. The improved
finite de Finetti theorem is stated and proved in Section
Conclusions are drawn in Section [Vl

Throughout this paper, we use lowercase letters to denote
scalars, lowercase boldface letters to denote vectors, capital
letters to denote random variables, boldface capital letters
to denote random vectors, and calligraphic letters, i.e. S, to
denote sets, |S| to denote their cardinality, and 1s as the indi-
cator function. We let log(-) denote the base 2 logarithm and
In(-) denote the natural logarithm. All information measures
are expressed in bits, including entropy H (-) and the relative
entropy or KL divergence D(:||-). We use the short-hands
notations [n] = {1,...,n} and a2 = a(a —1)---(a — b+ 1).

II. CODING FOR DOWNLINK MASSIVE RANDOM ACCESS
A. Problem Formulation

Consider a massive random access setting in which a
random subset of k users becomes active among a total number
of n users. The value of n is fixed and known. For now, k
is also assumed to be fixed and known. The identities of the
active users are known to the BS. However, each user only
knows whether itself is active, but it does not know which
other users are active. We are interested in the setting in
which the BS wishes to communicate a source to each of
the k active users simultaneously using a common broadcast
message. This common message is assumed to be received by
all users without error.

In this paper, we consider the class of source distributions
that are exchangeable. Let X = (X73,---, Xj) be a sequence
of exchangeable random variables taking values in a discrete
alphabet X. Let p(x) = p(z1,---,x%) be their joint distri-
bution. Each user i is interested in learning X; based on the
common message (but not interested in any of other X;’s).

The following are some common applications in which
exchangeable distributions may arise:

1) The BS wishes to communicate i.i.d. X; ~ p(x).

2) The k active users need to be assigned into b slots, where
b > k, in a non-colliding fashion, i.e., subject to the
constraint that no two users can be assigned to the same
slot. This is known as scheduling. Fixing a particular
schedule, the BS wishes to communicate to each user
which slot it is being assigned to.

3) The k active users need to be categorized into ¢ cate-
gories, but each category must have a fixed number of
ke users, V¢ € [c], > y_, ke = k. The BS wishes to
communicate the category labels X; € [¢] to each user.
For the case of two categories (c = 2), this is known as
the acknowledgement problem.

4) A fixed number of resources r need to be distributed
amongst the k active users, i.e., Zle X; = r, where
X; > 0 is an integer. The BS wishes to communicate
to each user how many units of resources it has been as-
signed. This is known as the resource allocation problem.

Let the random variable A € A(™*) denote the identities
of the k active users, where

AP = fa e )" | a; # a;,Vi # j}. @

Here, a; € [n] is the index of the ith active user. While the
source X describes the contents of the messages, the activity
pattern A indicates which users should receive which message,
i.e., we want each user a; to receive z; Vi € [k]. Together, they
form a message-activity tuple (X, A). Throughout this paper,
we assume that X and A are independent. Notationally, we
use (x,a) to represent a realization of (X, A).

The problem of communicating the sources X to the active
users in A can now be thought of as a one-shot source coding
problem consisting of a single encoder and multiple decoders.
In this paper, we pursue the following two-stage strategy for
encoding. In the first stage, the BS uses encoder f to map a
message-activity pair (x,a) to a natural number, i.e.,
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In the second stage, entropy coding is used to compress
f(x,a) into a variable-length codeword which is then broad-
cast to all active users.

On the decoding side, assuming error-free broadcasting
of the common message, each active user a; first recovers
f(x,a). It then uses its own decoder d,, : N — X’ to recover
the intended message. We require lossless recovery:

dao,(f(x,2)) = 25, Y(x,a) € X*x A™F) vielk], (9)

i.e. each user receives its intended source without error.

The rate of the encoding and decoding scheme is defined
as R = H(f(X,A)), where H(-) is the entropy function,
justified by the fact that entropy coding can be used to achieve
the rate R to within one bit.

The optimal encoding and decoding scheme is defined to be
the encoder and decoders that minimize H(f(X,A)), while
satisfying the condition (9). The optimal common message
rate is defined as

R* £ H(f*(X,A)),
where f*(X, A) is the optimal encoder.

(10)

B. Codebook Construction

We propose the following encoding and decoding scheme
inspired by previous work [6] [1] for coded downlink massive
random access. This encoding and decoding scheme utilizes a
shared codebook between the BS and all the users

m = (e, c®...)

(11

which consists of an infinite sequence of length-n vectors
c¥) € X™. We assign a unique entry location in the codewords
to each of the n users. For a particular message-activity tuple
(x,a), the BS encodes (x,a) by finding a codeword c(*)
such that every active user has the correct message in their
designated entry in ¢®), i.e.,

t) _
C((li) = Iy,

Vi € [k]. (12)

Since the codebook is of infinite size and X is a discrete
alphabet, such a codeword always exists. The idea is to encode
(x,a) as the index of the first such codeword in the codebook.
Mathematically, the proposed encoder can be written as

fm(x,a) = min ¢ (13)

s.t. c((fi) =ux;, Vielk].

The decoders for each user u € [n] are defined as:
dy(t) =P, (14)

One can easily verify that this encoding and decoding scheme
satisfies the condition ().

It remains to discuss how to generate the codewords in m.
Similar to [1], we use a random codebook construction in
which the codewords are generated independently according to
a mixture of i.i.d. distributions. Specifically, fix a distribution
r(d) and a conditional distribution ¢(x|6). Each length-n
codeword c() = [zy,--- ,x,]" is generated according to

q(z1,- ) = /07“(6‘) [H q(xi|9)1 de. (15)
i=1

Operationally, each codeword can be thought of as being
generated in a two-step process of first choosing a 6 according
to r(6), then generating the entries of the codeword in an
i.i.d. fashion according to ¢(x|6). Each subsequent codeword
is generated independently in the same way. Once the entire
codebook is generated, it is shared with the BS and all users.

With this random codebook construction, the distribution of
any k distinct entries of a single codeword is

k
gz, ap) = /07»(9) [H q(:ci|9)] de. (16)

This means that the distribution of any % distinct entries of
the codewords are identical, which is a desired property for
encoding exchangeable sources. Further, this distribution can
be specifically designed according to any i.i.d. mixture.

This paper focuses attention to the encoding and decoding
functions and random codebooks generated in this way. Our
main result is that for any exchangeable source distribution
p(x1,--- , k), we can choose an appropriate i.i.d. mixture
distribution ¢(x|0)r(6), such that among an ensemble of
codebooks randomly generated according to (I3), there ex-
ists a codebook m* that has an encoder output entropy
H(fm=(X,A)) upper bounded by H(Xy,---,X) plus a
small overhead term.

C. Achievable Rates

In this section, we provide upper bounds on the optimal rate
R* of the downlink message for massive random access by
analyzing the entropy of the output of the encoder when

e The source X = (X3, -+, X}) is distributed according
to an exchangeable source distribution p(x1,- - ,xk);
o The codebook is generated according to i.i.d. mixture
distribution ¢(x|8)r(6).
Theorem 1: Consider a massive random access scenario with
a total of n users and a random subset of k active users. Let
sources X = (X1,---, Xy) take values in a discrete set X'*
with exchangeable distribution p(x). The minimum common
message rate [R* is bounded above as

R* < min H(X) + D(pllg) +log(H (X) + D(pllg) +1) +1

(I7)
where Q is the family of all i.i.d. mixture distributions on X’ k,
defined as in (I3). Further, the minimum common message
rate R* is also bounded above as:

R* < min H(X) + D(pllg) + log (10g (qm“) + 1) +3,
q

min
(18)
where
= ; in = i . (19
max xeXr’?:g()i»OQ(x) {min xeXI’cr:l;lar(lx)>OQ(x) (19
Proof: See Appendix [Al [ |

The key insight of Theorem [l is the D(pl||¢q) term, which
corresponds to the cost of using a codebook constructed
according to ¢(x) to compress a source with distribution p(x).
This is the same D(p||q) cost as in classical source coding.
For i.i.d. mixture sources, the D(pl||q) cost can be eliminated.



Corollary 1: Under the setting of Theorem [ if the source
X is 1.i.d. or a mixture of i.i.d. then the minimum common
message rate is bounded above by

R* < H(X) +log(H(X) + 1) + 1. (20)

Further, for i.i.d. sources with distribution p(x), we have

R* < kH(p) + min { log(kH(p) +1) + 1,
pmax
log <klog ( ) + 1> + 3} , (21)
Pmin

p();

Proof: The corollary follows directly from Theorem [ by
using a codebook constructed according to ¢(x) = p(x). N
Setting ¢(x) = p(x) is a natural choice for i.i.d. or i.i.d.
mixture sources, because it maximizes the probability of
matching codewords with the source. This result shows that for
i.i.d. and i.i.d. mixture sources, the proposed code construction
and the proposed encoding and decoding scheme can achieve
the source entropy to within at most an O(log(k)) overhead.
The overhead can be further reduced if the distribution is close
to uniform. In particular, for an i.i.d. uniform distribution with
Pmax = Pmin, the entropy can be achieved to within O(1) bits.
An intuitive (but somewhat inaccurate) argument of why
for i.i.d. sources, a matching i.i.d. codebook can approach
the source entropy is the following. When the codebook
distribution and the source distribution p(x) match, for every
realization of the source x, a randomly generated codeword
would match x with a probability p(x). Thus, the index of the
first matching codeword follows a geometric distribution with
parameter p(x). The entropy of such a geometric distribution is
essentially — log(p(x)) plus a constant. Then, when averaged
over all realizations of x, we can achieve a common message
entropy of E[—log(p(X))], which is just the source entropy
H(X), plus a constant.

To make the above argument rigorous, we recognize that
the actual distribution of the first matching index for a fixed
codebook, across all source realizations, is a mixture of
geometric distributions, for which the computation of entropy
is quite nontrivial. Appendix [A] uses a bounding technique
over randomly generated codebooks to show the existence of
one codebook whose output has the desired entropy, up to an
additive logarithmic term.

where

(22)

min  p(z).

z€X:p(x)>0

max

Pmax =
z€X:p(x)>0

Pmin =

D. Coding for Exchangeable Sources

The proposed codebook construction uses an i.i.d. mixture
to generate the random codebook. This is because we do not
know in advance which of the k out of n users would become
active. Using a mixture of i.i.d. distributions to generate
codewords ensures that any k distinct entries of the codewords
all have the same joint distribution.

If the source is also an i.i.d. mixture, then matching the
codebook and the source distributions allows us to bound the
overhead to O(log(k)). However, for general exchangeable

source distributions that are not i.i.d. mixtures, one can no
longer simply set the codeword distribution to be the source
distribution. In this section, we develop a novel code con-
struction to allow a generalization of the result of Corollary
[ from i.i.d. sources to sources with arbitrary exchangeable
distribution p(x).

One may be tempted to use the marginal distribution p(z)
of the joint distribution of the source p(z1, - - - , zx) to generate
i.i.d. codewords in the codebook. But this is not necessarily
a good strategy. Consider an example where (Xi,---, X})
takes on only two values, either (0,---,0) or (1,---,1)
with probability 0.5 each. Using the marginal distribution
would have resulted a Ber(%) codebook for which finding a
matching index would have required searching over O(2%)
codewords, resulting in a common message rate of O(k),
whereas the optimal codebook should just have two code-
words, i.e., {(0,---,0),(1,---,1)} with a common message
rate of only one bit.

The preceding example motivates us to define the following
“urn” codebook for arbitrary exchangeable source distribu-
tions. Subsequently, we also defined “extended-urn” codebook
for extendable source distributions.

1) Urn Codebook: The challenge lies in constructing
length-n codewords whose arbitrary subsequences of length
k all “look like” x. Recall from Theorem [I] that the achiev-
able rate for communicating a general exchangeable source
X = (X1, -, Xg) ~ p(x) is H(X) plus an overhead of
D(pl|lq), where ¢ is an ii.d. mixture distribution used for
codebook construction.

The question is then: For an arbitrary exchangeable source
distribution p(x), how should we design an ii.d. mixture
q(x) such that D(p||q) is small? We answer this question
by introducing and analyzing the following novel codebook
construction.

Definition 1 (Urn Codebook): Given an exchangeable
source X with distribution p(x), an urn codebook myrn =
(cM,e®,... ) is a codebook consisting of codewords
cl) € X™ generated in the following fashion:

1) Sample a realization of x = (x1,--- ,xy) using p(x).

2) Generate each entry of ¢U) in an i.i.d. fashion according

to px, where px is the empirical distribution of x:

k
Px(c) = % Z Loy i- (23)
i=1
It is easy to see that the urn codebook is constructed from a
mixture of i.i.d. distributions. In particular, the mixture weights
are given by the probability that the sampled realization is
of a particular type. Further, we argue that this i.i.d mixture
is close to the source distribution. To see this, note that this
codebook generation process can be alternatively viewed as
repeatedly sampling with replacement from an urn containing
the elements of x. On the other hand, if the k entries of a
codeword are sampled without replacement from the entries
of x, then the k entries would look as if they are distributed as
p(x). Thus, the difference between the source distribution and
the i.i.d. mixture is precisely the difference between sampling
with and without replacement. This intuition is captured in



the following theorem, which quantifies this difference by
bounding the KL divergence between the source distribution
and the i.i.d. mixture induced by the code construction.
Theorem 2: Let p(x) be an exchangeable distribution. Let
g(x) be the distribution generated by randomly choosing &
distinct entries from the codewords in the urn codebook, then

D(pllg) < min{klog(e), |X|log(k + 1)}. 24)

Proof: See Appendix [ |

The above theorem gives upper bounds on the cost of using
a codebook generated from an i.i.d. mixture distribution to rep-
resent an exchangeable source. The above bound immediately
leads to the following achievability result for coded downlink
massive random access.

Corollary 2: Consider a massive access scenario with a total
of n users and a random subset of k active users. Let sources
X = (Xi,---, Xy) take values in a discrete set X'* and be dis-
tributed according to an exchangeable distribution p(x). Then
the minimum common message rate R* for communicating
each X to its corresponding user ¢ is bounded above as

R* < H(X)+ klog(e) +log(H(X) + klog(e) +1)+1 (25)
and
R* < H(X) + |X|log(k + 1)
+log(H(X) + |X|log(k+ 1)+ 1) + 1.

Proof: The proof follows directly from Theorem [2] and
Theorem [
The implication is that for any exchangeable source, the
overhead beyond H(X) is at most O(k), or in case of finite
alphabet sources O(log(k)).

Remark 1: 1t is interesting to note that the O(k) scaling
in overhead can already be obtained using a scheduling code
of [6] to order the randomly activated k users using at most
(k+1)log(e) bits, followed by entropy coding of the sources
listed in that order, as mentioned earlier. This approach of
scheduling followed by source coding is different from the
strategy of using the urn codebook, but the two achieve about
the same kloge overhead for general exchangeable sources.
The urn codebook can be thought of as combining scheduling
and source coding steps together. The urn codebook also
achieves a smaller overhead in case of finite alphabet sources.

2) Extended Urn Codebook: Although i.i.d. and i.i.d. mix-
ture sources are also exchangeable, they do not incur the
O(k) overhead. The reason is that ii.d. and i.i.d. mixtures
are infinitely extendable. In this section, we investigate coding
for exchangeable sources that are finitely extendable, and
show that a better rate can already be achieved in this case.
Recall that a source (Xi,---,X}) is d-extendable if it has
the same distribution as the first k£ elements of a longer
exchangeable sequence (Xi,---, X, --,Xg4). The idea is
that for a d-extendable source, we can construct modified
version of the urn codebook by sampling from realizations
of (X1, -+, Xg,, Xq).

Definition 2 (Extended Urn Codebook): Given an exchange-
able source (X7, -, Xx) which is d-extendable, i.e., there is
an extended version (X7,--+, X, -, Xy) with distribution
p(x1,- -+, x4) that is exchangeable, an extended urn codebook

(26)

mexury = (¢, ¢®) -+ ) is a codebook consisting of
codewords c/) € X" generated in the following fashion:
1) Sample a realization of x = (z1,--- ,z4) using distri-
bution p(x1,- - ,xq).
2) Generate each entry of ¢U) in an i.i.d. fashion according
to px, where px is the empirical distribution of x:

k
D) = é Z L. (27)
i=1

This is essentially the same definition as Definition
but with sampling occurring on an extended sequence
(X1,---,X,) instead. Since we are sampling k entries from a
larger vector of size d, we expect this distribution to be closer
in KL divergence than the one induced by Definition

Finite de Finetti theorems are a class of results that provide
bounds on some measure of distance between an i.i.d. mixture
distribution (which is how the codewords in the extended
urn codebook are constructed) and an exchangeable and d-
extendable distribution. We discuss finite de Finetti results
in detail in Section [l The following is a finite de Finetti
theorem under KL divergence. It allows a characterization of
the minimum common message rate for exchangeable and d-
extendable sources.

Theorem 3: Let p(x), x € X* be an exchangeable distri-
bution that is also d-extendable with d > k. Let g(x) be the
distribution generated by choosing k distinct entries from the
codewords in the extended urn codebook, then

Diola) < min fiog ()01~ Dog (1) }.
(28)

Proof: See Appendix [ [ |
Corollary 3: Consider a massive access scenario with a total
of n users and a random subset of % active users. Let sources
X = (Xy,---,X}) take values in a discrete set X* and
be distributed according to an exchangeable and d-extendable
distribution p(x) with d > k. The minimum common message
rate * for communicating each X; to the respective user ¢ is
bounded above as

dE

dk
+ log <H(X) + log <ﬁ> + 1) +1

dk
R* < H(X) + log <—>
(29)

and

R* < H(X) + (1] - 1) log (%)
(30)

+ log (H(X) +(|X] —1)log (%) + 1) +1.

Proof: The proof follows directly from Theorem [3] and
Theorem [ |
Remark 2: Observe that the first bound in (28) essentially
reduces to the kloge bound in (24)) in the case of d = k. For
general exchangeable sources, this bound is tight. Theorem [6]
later in the paper shows an example that achieves this bound.
The second terms in and (28) are the respective upper
bounds in the case of finite alphabet sources. These bounds



are derived using different proof techniques; the latter does
not reduce to the former in the case of d = k.

E. Applications

1) LLD. Source: As already shown in Corollary [l when
the source has i.i.d. or i.i.d. mixture distribution, the minimum
downlink common message rate is the entropy of the source,
plus an overhead of at most O(log(k)). This overhead can be
reduced to O(1) if the source distribution is i.i.d. uniform.

2) Scheduling: Suppose that we wish to assign the k active
users into b slots, where no two users can be assigned to the
same slot. This is known as the scheduling problem. Let X; €
{1,---,b} be the slot assignment for the ith user. If all (Z)
schedules are equally likely, then X = (Xy,---,Xy), ie.,
the assignment of active users to the slots, is an exchangeable
random sequence. We have H(X) = log ((Z)k')

Consider the problem of communicating a particular sched-
ule to the k active users where each user is only interested in
learning its own slot assignment. For the case of b = k, the
urn codebook would generate codewords according to uniform
distribution on [k]. Therefore, we can use (I8) in Theorem
to show that the following rate is achievable

R* < H(X) + D(pllg) +3
< log(k!) + klog(e) + 3
~ klog(k),
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where D(pl|q) is bounded as in Theorem 2

When b > k, this is an example of an exchangeable source
distribution p(x) that is b-extendable, because we can think
of the process of scheduling k users into b slots as the first
k steps in the scheduling of b users into b slots (which is an
extended exchangeable distribution).

Using the extended urn codebook, Corollary [3| allows us to
bound the minimum common message rate as

R* < H(X)+ D(pllg) +3

b bk
<log ((k)k') + log (b_k> +3
~ klog(b)

The achievable rates in and have an intuitive explana-
tion, as scheduling a user into one of the b slots requires log(b)
bits; so the minimum common message rate for scheduling
k users should scale as klog(b). It is remarkable that this
common message rate is achieved using a code that does not
specify exactly which user is scheduled into each slot.

A converse for these rates, which is tight to within a constant
at large n, for the general case of b > k, can be obtained as
follows:

(32)

k
R* > klog(b) — log ("—k> , (33)
n=
where n is the total number of users. The proof uses a volume
bound technique and is presented in Appendix [Dl For any fixed
k, the second term vanishes as n — oo. Therefore, for large
n, the achievable rate (31) and are optimal to within a
constant.

In the context of scheduling for massive random access,
a different problem is studied in [6], where the BS can
choose any schedule for the active users, as long as the slot
assignments are non-colliding. In this case, assuming b = k,
the common message rate can be further reduced by a log(k!)
factor, because any of the k! non-colliding schedules are
equally allowable. This results in a common message rate of
at most (k+1) log e bits as established in [6] and in agreement
with the scaling in (3I), where R* — log(k!) = kloge.

3) Categorization: Consider the task of categorizing the k
active users into c categories, where each category must have
a fixed number of k; users, ¢ € [c], and Zzzl ko = k. The
BS wants to transmit label £ € [c] to the k; users in category
£. Each user is only interested in its own category.

Assuming that all category assignments satisfying the
constraint » ,_, k;, = k are equally likely, the source
(X1,---,Xk), which represents the category labels for the
k active users, is an exchangeable random sequence. This
exchangeable random sequence can also be thought of as
drawing k balls from an urn without replacement, where the
urn contains k balls in total; the balls are labeled with ¢ € [c];
and there are k, balls with label /.

To communicate the category labels to the active users, we
can use an urn codebook, where the entries of the codewords
can be thought of as drawing k balls from the same urn, but
with replacement. Notice that the urn contains k, balls for
each label ¢ with ky fixed, so the codebook distribution ¢(x) =

IT,—, (%)ke is a constant over the support of p(x). So, we
can apply (I8) in Theorem [I] to show that a rate of

R* < H(X)+ D(pllq) +3 (34)

is achievable. By Theorem [2] the overhead D(pl|q) is at most
min{klog(e), clog(k + 1)}.

The above achievable common message rate can be com-
puted more directly by expanding out the entropy terms:

HX)+ Dpllg) = 3 pl(x)log (i)

x€[c]k q(x)

—log (%)
Il (5)"

(ke ke
=k> <Z) log <Z) = kH(p),
=1
where p = (%, ,k—kc) is the empirical distribution of
the labels. Thus interestingly, a characterizaton of achievable
common message rate is simply the entropy of the category
sizes, i.e.,

(35)

R* < kH(p) + 3. (36)

For this specific example, it is also possible to prove a converse
that shows

nk
R* > kH(p) — log <—) , 37

nk
where n is the total number of users. The proof is in Appendix
[El Again, for any fixed k, the second term vanishes as n — oo.
Therefore, for large n, the achievable rate (36) is optimal to
within a constant.



4) Resource Allocation: Suppose that X = (X1, -+, Xi)
must satisfy Zle X; = r, where 0 < X; < r takes on
integer values. This can be thought of as a resource allocation
problem where 7 units of resources are allocated to k randomly
activated users (among a total of n potential users). Consider
the joint distribution induced by the process of allocating each
unit of resource to the k£ users uniformly at random one at a
time. The resulting (X1,---, X)) is exchangeable, but X;’s
are not independent due to the constraint Zle X;=r.

The source distribution in this setting is the multinomial
distribution:

. (38)
0, otherwise.

T .

Pr(X =x) = {ﬁ (1) i S wi=r
The multinomial distribution is exchangeable. By Corollary 2]
using the urn codebook achieves a rate of H(X) bits with an
overhead of klog(e) plus a logarithmic term.

In the previous three examples, the respective urn codebooks
all happen to reduce to a construction where the codewords
are i.i.d. generated according to the marginal of the joint
distribution. But this is not true here. We use this example to
demonstrate that using the marginal distribution to construct
the codebook can be inferior to using the urn codebook.

If we use the marginal distribution to construct the code-
book, the codeword distribution would have been ¢(x) =
Hle p(x;), where p(x;) is the marginal of the multinomial
distribution. Then by Theorem[I] an achievable rate (up to an
additional logarithmic term) is:

Rmarginal ~ H(X) + D(qu)

-5 o

T1, Tk

1

1
= kZp(:vl)log (m)
= kHEXl).

The marginal distribution of the multinomial is a binomial
distribution p(z1) = (le) (%)m1 (1- %)Tﬁzl. The entropy of
the marginal can be computed as

H(X,) = %log (27Te (%) (1 - %) ) +0 (%) . (40)

On the other hand, if we use an urn codebook, by Corollary
the following rate is achievable (to within an additional
logarithmic term):

Q

Rurn H(X) + kloge

k-1

(41)

log(2mer) — glog(/{) +0 (%) + Ekloge.

where the entropy of the multinomial distribution is computed
according to the approximation in [12].

Comparing Rmarginal With 2y, We see that their difference
is as follows:

Rmarginal - Rurn

1 k 1 1
~ 5 log(2mer) + B log (1 — E) —kloge+ O (;)
log(c) —kloge+ O <l>

2 r

= %log(%’r) —kloge+ O <%) .

Therefore at fixed k, for large values of r, it is advantageous
to use the urn codebook.

The value of r for which the urn codebook outperforms
a codebook constructed from the marginal distribution does
not need to be as large as what (@2) suggests. Consider the
scenario where = k£ = 2. In this case, the entropy of the
marginal can be computed directly as

(42)

Y

1
B log(2mwer) —

2
H(X1)=-) pilogpi =15
i=0

where p; = (3) (%)2 Therefore kH (X;) = 3.

On the other hand, the entropy of H(X1, X2) = H(X1) =
1.5, since the value of X, is determined by the value of
X1. This gap is therefore 1.5 bits. Now, the extra klog(e)
cost comes from approximating the divergence between the
multinomial distribution and the corresponding urn codebook.

(43)

For finite k, the extra cost is bounded above by log (’Z—T) =
1 < 1.5 for k = 2. Therefore, the urn codebook is already
better than the codebook constructed from the marginal for
r=k=2.

The urn codebook in this case contains only two types of
codewords: the (1, - - , 1) codeword and codewords with 0 and
2 in 50% proportion each, whereas the codebook constructed
from marginal distribution has codewords with mixed 0, 1,
and 2 entries, which is not as effective.

F. Random Number of Active Users

So far in this paper, we have assumed that the number of
active users k is fixed and known in advance. This is not
always a valid assumption, since user activities are typically
random in a massive access scenario. In this section, we point
out that if the number of active users is random, the previous
results can be modified so they continue to hold in expectation.

Consider the scenario in which we wish to transmit i.i.d.
sources to a set of randomly activated users. Let K be a
random variable that denotes the number of active users.
The BS learns the activity pattern, thus the realization of K
in each transmission slot, then aim to transmit the sources
X1,--+, Xk to each of the K active users, respectively. One
way to do this is to first broadcast the realization of K to all the
active users using H (K) bits, then use the results developed
in earlier sections of this paper. However, we show here that
this is not necessary, in case of i.i.d. sources. The following
result is a counterpart of Corollary [l| for random number of
active users, which shows that the minimum common message
rate is essentially the expected entropy of the source.



Theorem 4: Fix the total number of users n. Let the
number of randomly activated users K € [n] be a random
variable. Let a; be the index of the ith active user, i € [K].
Let (X1, -+ ,Xk) be i.i.d. ~ p(z). The minimum common
message rate R* for communicating each X to its respective
intended user a;, ¢ = 1,--- , K, is bounded above as

R* <E[K]H(p) + log(E[K]H (p) + 1) + 1.

Proof: The proposed coding strategy of using a codebook
consisting of codewords of size n, then looking for a matching
codeword for the active users, works equally well for random
K as for fixed k. To bound the entropy of matching index, it
is possible to first condition on k, then average over K. The
details are in Appendix [H [ |

(44)

III. FINITE DE FINETTI THEOREM

In this section, we discuss the implications of Theorem
and Theorem [3] towards the study of the de Finetti theorem
and finite exchangeable sequences. The original de Finetti
theorem states that every infinitely extendable sequence of
exchangeable random variables has a distribution that is equiv-
alent to an i.i.d. mixture. This result is later generalized to
finite exchangeable sequences in [3] where it is shown that if
(X1, -, Xk, ,Xq) is an exchangeable sequence of ran-
dom variables, then the distribution of (X1, -, Xj) ~ p(x)
is close to being an i.i.d. mixture in the sense that

[ Xl k(k—1)
gxéln TV(p,q) < min { 57 } , (45)
where TV (p, q) = supxy [p(x) — ¢(x)| and Q is the family
of i.i.d. mixture distributions on X*.

The interesting part of this result is that the total variation
distance can go to 0 even if k,d — oco. In the case where the
alphabet size | X| is finite, the total variation distance goes to 0
as long as g — 0. For general alphabets, % — 0 is sufficient.
Examples are presented in [S] to show that the scaling of
cannot be improved in general.

Although the total variation distance cannot be used to upper
bound the relative entropy, they are related through Pinsker’s
inequality [[13] which states that

V(.0) < /22 D). 6)

Since the scaling in is the best possible for general
sequences, we have a natural converse for upper bounds on
the relative entropy between i.i.d. mixtures and exchangeable
and extendable sequences, i.e. the bounds cannot scale better
than (@3).

Recently, there has been an interest in establishing similar
results as (43), but in terms of relative entropy. Given that p(x)
is the distribution of a d-extendable exchangeable sequence
(X1, -+, Xk), we wish to upper bound

in D . 47
min (plla) (47)
It is shown in [11] through the use of information theoretic
tools that

Rk —1)
zan(qu) < mlogl?fl (48)

indicating that if the cardinality of the alphabet is finite, then
% — 0 is sufficient to ensure vanishing relative entropy
between a d-extendable exchangeable distribution and the
closest i.i.d. mixture distribution. As noted by the authors,
this scaling is weaker than that of #3).

Given an exchangeable source X = (Xy,---, X)) with
distribution p(x), we show in Theorem [I] that the achievable

rate is close to the entropy H(X) plus a divergence term

in D 49
min (llg), (49)

where Q is the family of i.i.d. mixture distributions on
Xk, Through the extended urn codebook construction, we
show through Theorem [3 that for every exchangeable and
d-extendable distribution p(x), there exists an i.i.d. mixture
distribution ¢(x) such that

Diola) < min fiog ()01~ s (51 ) .
(50

Thus, the extended urn codebook construction implies a rela-
tive entropy version of the de Finetti theorem.

Theorem 5 (Finite de Finetti with KL Divergence): Let
(X1, -+, Xk, -+, X4q) be a sequence of exchangeable random
variables taking values in X?. Let p(x1,--- ,x;) denote the
distribution of (X7, -, Xx). Then,

iy D(plo) < min { (el-Dog (5= ).

- 252))

where Q is the family of i.i.d. mixture distributions on X’ k,
Proof: The proof follows directly from Theorem [ and
the following useful inequality from [14]:

o (14 < g (1- 421,
|

Clearly, the scaling of d and k required to drive D(p||q) to
zero in Theorem [3] matches that of (@3), and is therefore the
best possible for general exchangeable sequences due to (46)
and the aforementioned reasoning.

In fact, not only the scaling cannot be improved, the first
term in the bound (30) itself, i.e.,

dk
in D <log [ =
min D(pllq) < log (dk)

is also the best possible upper bound for general exchangeable
and d-extendable sequences. We establish this fact by showing
that for a particular exchangeable and d-extendable distribution
h, the above upper bound is achieved.

Theorem 6: Let d > k and h(x1,- - - , xy) be the distribution
of k draws without replacement from an urn containing
elements {1,2,---d}, i.e.,, |X| = d. Then, for every i.i.d.
mixture distribution g(x1,- - , xy), we have that

Dla) = g (7).

Proof: The proof takes the idea from [5] and is deferred
to Appendix [Gl [ |

(51

(52)

(53)

(54)



Thus, for this particular h(xq,---,x), the minimum
D(h||lq) over g € Q is precisely the right-hand side of (53)
and (34). For d = k, this lower bound is log (’Z—T) ~ kloge.

Note that in this case, we have |X| = d for which the
second term in the minimum in (30) is always larger than
the first term. For general exchangeable and d-extendable
p(x1,--+,2k), €.g., with smaller |X|, the minimum D(p||q)
may be smaller than the right-hand side of (33).

IV. CONCLUSIONS

This paper connects the finite de Finetti theorem and the
problem of communicating sources with certain symmetry to
a randomly activated subset of users in downlink massive
random access. We develop a relative entropy version of the
finite de Finetti theorem and provide a bound on the extra cost
of using a codebook generated from i.i.d. mixture distributions
to send exchangeable sources to a random subset of k users
out of a large pool of n users. The extra cost is independent
of n, and is at most O(k) for general exchangeable sources,
O(log k) for finite alphabet exchangeable sources, and O(1)
for uniform 1i.i.d. sources.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM[I]

Instead of analyzing the encoder output entropy of a partic-
ular codebook, we bound the output entropy over an ensemble
of codebooks, then show the existence of one codebook
satisfying the derived entropy bound.

First, in a massive random access scenario where a random
subset of k users are activated among a large pool of n
users, when the source distribution is exchangeable, it does
not matter which subset of k users are activated. So we only
need to consider p(x) with x taking values on X'*.

Let p(x) be an exchangeable source distribution on X'*.
Let g(x) be an ii.d. mixture distribution on X*. Let M
be a random codebook generated according to g(x). Define
T = fm(X, A) to be the encoder output from the following
process. We generate a source x according to p(x). We also
generate a random codebook M according to g(x), then find
the index of the first codeword in M that matches the source
x according to (I3). We first find an upper bound on H(T).

Once an upper bound on H(T) is obtained, we then argue
that there must exist at least one good codebook, whose output
entropy across all input x ~ p(x) is upper bounded by the
same bound. This is because mixing increases entropy, so

H(fm(XvA)) < H(fM(XaA)) = H(T)u (55)

where H(fm(X)) is the encoder output entropy for a par-
ticular codebook m, and the overline denotes the averaging
operation over m. Since there must exist at least one codebook
m* such that

(as otherwise the average cannot be achieved), it follows that
R* < H(fm-(X,A)) < H(T). (57)

Thus in the rest of the proof, we only need to bound H (7).
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Next, we analyze the distribution of 7". Since the codewords
of a random codebook are generated in an i.i.d. fashion accord-
ing to the distribution ¢(x), it follows that when conditioned
on a source realization x, the probability that the first match
occurs at T' = t is a geometric distribution with parameter
g(x). Then, it follows that the overall distribution of 7", across
all the sources x, must be a mixture of geometric distributions:

Pr(T =t)= Y px)(1-qx) 'qx). (58
xeXk

We now bound the entropy of this geometric mixture.

A. Proof of (IZ)

A direct calculation of the entropy of a mixture of geometric
distributions is nontrivial. To circumvent this, we upper bound
H(T) using the fact that

H(T) < E[log(T)] + log(E[log(T)] + 1) + 1.

A proof of (39) can be found in [13], where a maximum
entropy argument is used. The problem is now reduced to
bounding E[log(7T')]. To this end, we use the fact that

(59)

t 1 t—1 1
log(t) -—— < —, forallt>1
<z_ 14 2) In(2 Zl l
(60)
to compute the following bound for E[log(T)]:
Eflog(T)] =Y | Y p(x)(1 - q(x))" "q(x) | log(t)
t=1 \xeXxk
= > px)a() Y (1 -g(x))" " log()
x€XF p(x)>0 t=2
1 oo t—1 1
< PG gy 2 D (1= ax) '
x€XF p(x)>0 t=2 (=1

(61)

The next step is to compute the inner double summations.
Notice that for 0 < o < 1 we have that

co t—1 00

1 ot
t—11
220 Z > o= Z va
=2 (=1 =1 t 041 =1
_ 1 /O‘ 1 Qs — 1n(2)10g(1—a),
l—aj, 1—=2 l1-—a
(62)
where the third equality follows from the fact that
daz Za ,for0<a<1.  (63)
Substituting (62) with o = 1 — ¢(x) into (61)) yields
—log(g(x
D S
x€XE p(x)>0 q
= H(X)+D(plg) (64)

Combining with (39) and (37), we have
R < H(X)+ D(pllg) +log(H(X) +D(pllg) +1) +1. (65)



B. Proof of (I8)

We bound the entropy of 7' by defining a new random
variable L and using the fact that

H(T)<H(T,L)=H(L)+ H(T|L). (66)
The idea here is to choose an L such that the right-hand

expression is easy to analyze. To this end, we define L based
on the following partition Dy, Ds ... C X* where

1 1
3 <09 < g 09 >0 @)

The sets D, can be thought of as a binning of all possible
source realizations based on their probability of occurrence
with respect to the distribution used to generate the codebook.
Since D;,D;y ... form a partition, each realization of x is
contained in exactly one of these sets. We can define L(x)
as the index of the set containing x.

L(x) = ¢, (68)
It follows that for any x € X* with p(x§ > 0, the index of

the set that x belongs to is £ = {1og ﬁ

L takes on at most [1og (qmﬂ — |log (q%)—‘ values, and
therefore has an entropy bounded above as

iy < o ([ ()] - [ (5]
<to 1o (=) +1).

It remains to bound H(T|L) in (@6). Given L = ¢, we know

that the sources must be in D, and therefore we can compute
the conditional probability mass function

Dgz{xeXk

s.t. x € Dy.

]. This means that

(69)

_ N p(x) . t—1
Pr(T=tL=0)= ) Bz =g L ~409) ). (70)
x€Dy
We can see that L acts as a way to quantize the original
mixture distribution. Letting r¢(¢) = Pr(T = t|L = ¥), we
can upper bound H(T|L = ¢) as
H(T|L =€) = =) ro(t)log (re(t))
t=1
Z t)log (9(t;279), (71

where g¢(t;0) is a geometric distribution with parame-
ter 6 and the second line follows from the fact that
— > re(t)log (re(t)) < =, re(t)log (r'(t)) for any distri-
bution 7’ (t). We can now bound H (T |L) using

H(T|L) = Z Pr(L = ()H(T|L = ¢)
< —Z Z iw t)log (g(t; 24))
=1 x€Dy t=1
==Y p(x) " gtq(x))log (9(t: q(x)))
X t=1
+>D] g(t:q(x))g(t:27), (72)
l=1x€Dy
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where the third line follows from direct computation. Note
that right-hand expression of is the sum of two terms.
The first is a weighted sum of the entropy terms of geometric
random variables, whereas the second is a weighted sum of
relative entropy between geometric distributions. Both terms
can be bounded above by exploiting properties of geometric
distributions. In particular, for the first term, we use the fact
that the entropy of a random variable with distribution g(¢; 6)
is upper bounded by log(1/6)+1log(e) bits. Thus, the first term
is upper bounded by log(1/¢(x))+log(e). For the second term,
it can be readily shown that D(g(t; q(x))|lg(t;27%)) < 1, for
27 < g(x) < 27%*1. Hence, it follows that

> Y i g2 <1 (33)
(=1 x€Dy
Putting it all together, we have
H(T|L) < Zp ) (log (q(x)) + log(e)) + 1
< H(X) + D(pllg) + 3. (74)

Finally, combining (37), (&6, (69), and yields

R* < H(X) + D(p||q) + log (log (‘Z]‘“) + 1) +3. (75)

min

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM[2|

From the urn codebook construction, any k distinct en-
tries in a codeword can be represented by a tuple Y =
(Xw,, -, Xw,), where W = (Wy,--- W) is i.i.d. over
[k]. Now, if the sampling pattern were collision-free, it would
have generated sequences that are distributed according to
the original p(x). Define the set of all collision-free w as:
F ={w € [k]* | w; # w; for all i # j}. We have

q(x) = Z Pr(W = w)Pr(Y = x|W = w)
we k]
> Z Pr(W =w)Pr(Y =x|W =w)
weF
1 k!
= 32 ) = ook (76)

Where in the third line we used the fact that Pr(W = w) =
kk since all sampling patterns are equally likely. Noting that
k! > k¥e=*, we have 1og( ) < klog(e). This implies that

D(pllg) = ¥ p(x) log X} < klog(e).

Next, we show that D(pl||q) < |X|log(k + 1). This bound
is a consequence of the method of types and its relation
to exchangeability. For vector x € X k. et 7;(k) = {s €
X* | ps = px} denote its type class, where the notation ps
is taken from (23). Due to the exchangeability of p(x), if
x, x® e T then p(x(V) = p(x()). The idea is to lower



bound ¢(x) by restricting attention to the sequences within
T = {s € X | po =

k
qw—ZmﬂHmﬂ
seXk =
- Z p(s)2~ FUH @) +D(PxlIps)) > Z x)2 7~ FH (Px)
sex” seT?
1
— |7(k) kH(Px) -

where the second line follows from Theorem 11.1.2 in [16] and
the last line follows from the fact that | 7| > mﬂm (Px)
[16]. This implies that D(p||q) < |X|log(k + 1).

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 3]

To simplify notation, let p(x1,- - ,xq) denote the distribu-
tion of the extended sequence (X1, -+, X4). For s € X4, we
let hs(x1,- - ,xy) denote the distribution of k draws without
replacement from an urn containing the elements of s and
let mgs(x1,--- ,x) denote the distribution of k draws with
replacement from the same urn. Note that mg(z1,- -, zk) is
equivalent to the empirical distribution of s.

Using the extended distribution p, the source distribution is
equivalent to the following weighted sum of urn distributions:

S i(s)ha(x).

seXxd

(78)

This follows from exchangeability, since the distribution of any
k distinct elements of (X1, --- , X4) has the same distribution
as (X1, -, Xk).

If instead we sample with replacement, then we would have
the distribution

S Bs)ma(x).

sexd

q(x) = (79)

This corresponds to the distribution of the extended urn
codebook. The goal is to show that D(pl|q) is small.

Using the log-sum inequality, the relative entropy can be
upper bounded as

Dl = X stog (22

xEXF q(x)
= > | D pe)hs(x)| log < ZseXd?(S)hs(x))
xeXk |sexd Zsexdp(S)ms(x) (80)
- hs(x) )
= ha(x)1
> SEZXdp(S) XEZXk (X) og (ms(x)
= 3 5(s)D(hsl|ms),
sexd
From Theorem 4.5 of [8], we know that for all s € X%,
d—1
Pltulima) = (121 Do (d k) (81)

Therefore D(pl||q) is bounded above by the same quantity.
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Next, we apply a similar line of reasoning as the proof of
TheoremP]by considering collision-free sampling patterns. Let
W = (Wy,---,Wy) be ii.d. uniformly over [d] and let Y =
(Xw,, -, Xw,). By definition, Y is distributed according to
g(x). Next, define the set of all collision-free sample patterns
as F = {w € [d]* | w; # w; for all i # j}. It follows that:

q(x) = Z Pr(W =w)Pr(Y =x|W =w)

weld]F

> Z Pr(W = w)Pr(Y = x|W = w)
wEeF

k

= 3 epl) = Gpl) 52

wEeF
Therefore, we have that
dk
D(pllg) < log (d_k) : (83)

APPENDIX D
CONVERSE FOR SCHEDULING

We prove (33) using a volume bound argument on the
total number of possible scheduling patterns in relation to the
maximum number of scheduling patterns can correspond to
a single codeword. This allows us to show that the optimal
common message rate is bounded from below as (33), i.e.,

nk
R* > klog(b) — log (—k> .
ne

We begin by considering the total number of scheduling
patterns. This amounts to the number of ways to select k users
out of n users, then assigning them each a distinct value from
[b]. By a simple counting argument, there are a total of

(1) (0)

possible scheduling patterns.

Next, we characterize d,x defined as the maximum number
of scheduling patterns that a single codeword can correspond
to. Let v = [vg, ... ,Ub]T, where v, is the number of times £
occurs in the entries of the codeword. We have 2221 v =
n. The total number of different scheduling patterns that can
correspond to this codeword is

> v

ue (1) teu

(84)

(85)

(86)

where ([Z]) is the set of all size-k subsets of [b], and the product
corresponds to the number of ways to pick one user from each
set of vy entries where ¢ occurs in the codeword. To find dyax,
we optimize over v

v* —argmax Z va—argmax Z k!

ue () teu ue () ceu "
87)

The objective on the right-hand side can be interpreted as
the probability that £ i.i.d. samples from the distribution
(”—1 cee %’) have distinct values. In [3], it is shown that this

n ?



probability is maximized by the uniform distribution over [b].
This shows that the optimal v, = % for all £ € [b] and

ns = () (3)"

Let T denote the output of an encoder f designed to
communicate a particular schedule without error to the k active
users out of a total of n users. Since there are (Z) (Z)k! ways
to schedule k users into b slots and that a single codeword can
only cover dy,y different schedules, we have that

(88)

k
Pr(T =t) < ﬁ = bZLW (89)
Therefore
== 2 PHT = ) log(Pr(T =1)
k
> — ZPr t)log (#) (90)

nk
= klog(b) — 1 — .
og(b) — log (nﬁ )
APPENDIX E
CONVERSE FOR CATEGORIZATION

We use a volume bound argument to show (37), i.e. for the
problem of categorization, the optimal common message rate
is bounded from below as

nk
R* > kH(p) — log (—k) ; on
ne
where p = (& ... ko),

We begin by characterizing the number of ways k out of
n users can be categorized. This amounts to choosing k users
amongst n, then splitting and assigning them into ¢ categories,
where the sizes of the categories are fixed to be k, for all
¢ € [c]. By simple counting, there are a total of

() )

categorization patterns.

Next, we upper bound d,x, which is defined to be the max-
imum number categorization patterns that a single codeword
can correspond to. Let v = [vq,... ,vb]T, where v, is the
number of times ¢ occurs in the entries of the codeword.
We have 2221 vy = mn. Then, the number of different
categorization patterns covered by this codeword is

92)

H < ) H (93)
=1
To upper bound dy,,x, we optimize over v. Notice that
c véf’f . “ ke vy
arg‘rlnaxé:r[lk—gl :argjnm—gzlog (Z) . (94)

The objective of the right hand side is equivalent to minimizing

the KL divergence between (%, cee %) and (”—nl, e %)
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”,’j@ which yields the upper

G o

max — EUl ké' .

Let T denote the output of an encoder f designed to
communicate a particular categorization without error to the
k active users out of a total of n users. Since there are
(Z) (kl-]-g-kc) ways to categorize k users and that a single

codeword can only cover dy.x different categorizations, we
have that

Therefore, we should set v; =
bound

95)

A
Pr(T = t) S n*. (96)
(o) Gy )
Therefore,
H(T) = — Z Pr(T = t)log(Pr(T = t))

Y

- Z Pr(T"=t)log ((,C)C(l:i’“k)> 97)

= log ((Z) (k1 k k;C) i)
> kH(p) —log (Z_D '

APPENDIX F
PROOF OF THEOREM [4]

The proof is similar to that of Theorem[Il We use the same
codebook as in Section [l and also the same decoders. For
the encoder, we modify it slightly to accommodate a varying
number of users.

For a codebook m = (c(M),c(?...), define
fm(z1, - zK,a1, - -ag) = min t (98)
s.t. CE;? =ux;, Vi€ [K].
Let T = fm(X1, -, XKk, A1, -+, Ak) be the index of the

first matching codeword for a random source and a random
activity pattern, along with a randomly generated codebook
M, where the entries of the codewords in M are generated in
an i.i.d. fashion according to p(z). By the same logic as the
proof of Theorem [1l we know that

Ellog(T)|K = k] < kH (p). 99)
Therefore,
Ellog(T)] < E[K]H (p). (100)
Combining this with (39), we have that
H(T) <E[K]H(p) + log(E[K]|H(p) + 1)+ 1.  (101)

APPENDIX G
PROOF OF THEOREM [6]

In order to lower bound the relative entropy D(h|q), we
first lower bound the cross-entropy using Jensen’s inequality,

5 wome () -2l

(102)
> 5 (g571).



It remains to establish an upper bound on E[g(x)]. To do so,
we take inspiration from [3]]. Let

B={xeld" (103)

By definition of h, we know that h(x) = 0 for all x € 5.
Therefore

sla0] = 3 100 = ((1)1) 3 a0 c10w

xeBe xeBe

x; = x; for some i # j}.

From [5], we know that the i.i.d. mixture distribution that
maximizes )z ¢(x) is the distribution that is uniform over
[d]*. Therefore

Elq(x)] < <(Z)k'> - > d—lk = <(Z)k'> - Z—i. (105)

xeBe

Combining the above bounds, we have that

D(hllo) = & [1og ()| - 1X)

> log (<Z> k!> + log <j—z> — H(X) (106)
dk
= log (ﬁ) .
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