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State constraints and list decoding for the AVC
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Abstract

List decoding for arbitrarily varying channels (AVCs) umdsate constraints is investigated. It is
shown that rates withirm of the randomized coding capacity of AVCs with input-depemidstate can
be achieved under maximal error with list decoding usints Ief sizeO(1/¢). Under average error an
achievable rate region and converse bound are given ferdissize L. These bounds are based on two
different notions of symmetrizability and do not coincide general. An example is given that shows
that for list sizeL the capacity may be positive but strictly smaller than thedanized coding capacity.

This behavior is different than the situation without statamstraints.

. INTRODUCTION

The arbitrarily varying channel (AVC) is a model for commeation subject to time-varying inter-
ference P]. The time variation is captured by a channel state paransetd coding schemes for these
channels are required to give a guarantee on the probabiligyror for all channel state sequences. The
AVC is thought of as an adversarial model in which the charstatie is controlled by gammerwho
wishes to foil the communication between the encoder anddic

This short paper addresses the problem of list-decodingnil4C when the state sequence is
constrained. The constraint comes by imposing a per-letisti (-) on the state sequence and requiring the
cost of the state sequence chosen by the jammer thrannel uses to be less than a total budgetThe
randomized and deterministic coding capacity for this Av&iant was found by Csiszar and Narayan
[?], [?]. In particular, they showed that the deterministic codoapacity under average errar;(A)

may be positive but strictly smaller than the randomizedirmpaapacityC,.(A). This is a qualitatively
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different situation from AVCs without constraintg][ where C; is either0 or equal toC,. They also
showed thasymmetrizabilityas defined by Ericsor?] is sufficient for C;(A) to be positive [?].

In list-decoding, the decoder is allowed to output a list.omessages and an error is declared only if
the list does not contain the transmitted message. For AViB®ut constraints, list-decoding capacities
have been investigated under both maximal and average Eaiomaximal error, Ahlswede?], [?] found
a quantityCye, such a rate’ye, — € is achievable with lists of siz&(1/¢). We extend this result to the
situation with cost constraints and define a quantify,(A) such that a rat€q.,(A) — € is achievable
under list-decoding with list siz&(1/¢). This result on maximal error can be used to find the randainize
coding capacity of AVCs where the state can depend on therited codeword as well as rateless
code constructions?].

The average error list- capacity C;, without constraints was found independently by Blinovsky,
Narayan, and Pinskef], [?] and Hughes ?]. These authors defined the symmetrizabilityym of an
AVC and showed that there is a constant list sﬁg@m so that forL < ﬁsym the list-L, capacity isO and
for L > isym the list-L capacity is equal to the randomized coding capaCijtyWe show that under state
constraints the behavior is qualitatively different. THelity of the jammer to symmetrize the channel
depends on the input distributidd and the cost constraift. We define two kinds of symmetrizability for
list-decoding under state constraints. We show that forsize L the coding strategy of Hughes [?] can
be used with input distribution® such thatl is larger than theveak symmetrizabilit;isym(P, A). We
also prove a new converse for input distributidhsuch thatZ, is smaller than thetrong symmetrizability
Lsym(Pa A).

In general,Lgym(P, A) < f,sym(P, A), which gives a gap between our achievable region and coavers
Closing this gap seems non-trivial; we conjecture that threverse can be tightened. However, our results
do imply a significant difference between the constrained @mconstrained setting. Without constraints,
the list-L capacityCy, is either0 or equal to the randomized coding capacity. We show via a simple
example that under cost constraints (analogous to [?]) ititd. |capacityC(A) may be positive but

strictly smaller than the randomized coding capacifyA).

[I. DEFINITIONS AND MAIN RESULTS

We will use calligraphic type for sets and/] = {1,2,..., M} for integersiM. For setsY’ and)), the
setP(X) is the set of probability distributions oft, P,,(X') is the set of all distributions of composition
n, andP(Y|X) is the set of all conditional distributions @ conditioned onY'. For random variables

(X,Y) with joint distribution Pyy we will write Py and Py for the marginal distributions anfxy
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for the conditional distribution of( given Y. For a distributionP € P(X™) we will denote byP; the
i-th marginal of P. Let dy., (P,Q) be the maximum deviatior/{, distance) between two probability
distributions P and Q).

A. Channel model and codes

An AVC is a collection of W = {W(:|-,s) : s € S} of channels from an input alphabat to an

output alphabe)’ parameterized by a statec S, where all alphabets are finite.Xf= (z1,x2,...,z,),
y = (y1,92,...,yn) ands = (s, s9,...,s,) are lengthn vectors, the probability of givenx ands is
given by:

W(ylx,s) = [TW (il s:) - 1)

=1
We are interested in the case where there is a bounded cadiofun : S — R* on the jammer. The

cost of ann-tuple is

I(s)=> 1(sk) - )
k=1
The state obeys a state constrainif
I(s) <nA a.s. . 3)

An (n,N, L) deterministic list codeC' for the AVC is a pair of mapsi,¢) where the encoding
function is+ : {1,2,...,N} — &A™ and the decoding function is : J" — {1,2,..., N}X. Therate
of the code isR = log(N/L). The codebookis the set of vectorgx; : 1 < i < N}, wherex; = 1 (i).
The decoding region for messagés D; = {y : i € ¢(y)}. We will often specify a code by the pairs
{(xi,D;) :i=1,2,..., N}, with the encoder and decoder implicitly defined.

The maximaland averageerror probabilitiess;, andzy, are given by

€L :SEH‘;?&) mlax(l — W(D;| X" = x4,8)) 4)
1 N
€L :SEH‘;E}&)NZ(l_W(DAX“S)) . (5)

A rate R is called achievable under maximal (average) list-deapdiith list size L if for any e > 0 there
exists a sequence ¢f, N, L) list codes rate at leagt — e whose maximal (average) error converges.to
The list-L. capacity is the supremum of achievable rates. We denotasthe tapacities under maximal

and average error bg';,(A) andC(A), respectively.
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B. Symmetrizability and information quantities

We call a channeV (y|z1,zo, ..., z,) from X™ to Y symmetridf for any permutationr on [m],
Ve, 2o, 2m) = V(Ylra)y, Ta@)s - Trmy) - V(T1, 52,00, Ty ) - (6)
A channelU (s|z1,x2, ..., x,) Symmetrizesn AVC W if
V(yle,z1,...,2;m ZW ylx, $)U(s|z1, x2, ..., Tm) (7)
s€S

is a symmetric channel. We denote &dy;.,(m) the set of channels which symmetrizg:
Usym(m) = {U(s|z™) : V(y|z, z1, ..., 2,) IS Symmetrig . (8)

Note thatlfy.m is a convex subset of channéigs|z1, ..., z,,) defined by equality constraints frofl (6).
For a distribution? € P(X) we define thestrong symmetrizing cost,,(P) to be the smallest expected
cost of a channdl/(s|z™) that symmetrizes the AV@Y whose inputP(z™) may be correlated but has

marginals equal ta:

An(P) = min maXP PZZP x™)(s) . 9

UeUsym(m) PEP(X™)
We call an AVCstrongly m-symmetrizableinder the constraink if A,,(P) < A. We define thestrong
symmetrizabilityLs,, (P, A) of the channel under inpu? to be the largest integen such that\,,,(P) <
A. That is,

Leym(P,A) = max {m : A\, (P) < A} . (10)

We define theweak symmetrizing cost,,(P) to be the smallest expected cost of a chariigd|z™)

that symmetrizes the AV@V with independent inputs:

Am(P) = mln ZZPm ™U (s|z™)I(s) (11)

U €Ueym(m) <
where P™ is the product distribution® x P x --- x P. We call an AVC weakly m-symmetrizable
if S\m(P) < A. Similarly, the weak symmetrizabilityisym(P, A) is the largest integefn such that
Am(P) < A. That is,

Leym (P, A) = max {m ‘A (P) < A} . (12)

For a fixed input distributionP(x) on X and channeV (y|z), we will use the notatior! (P, V) to

denote the mutual information between the input and outptited channel:

(o) tog VD))
= 2 V@) s G B 13)
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We define the following two information sets:

Q(A) = {Q €P(S): Y U(s)Q(s) < A} (14)

U(P,A) = {U €P(S|X) : > U(s|a)P(x)l(s) < A} . (15)

S, T

These in turn can be used to define two information quarttities

Csta(A) = max  min I(P,ZW(y[w,s)Q(s)) (16)

PeP(X)QeQ(A)

Caep(A) = max  min I(P,ZW(y\x,s)U(s]w)) . 17)

PEP(X) UEU(P,A)

C. Main results

Our first result extends the strategy of Ahlswede to the caserstrained AVCs under maximal error.
Theorem 1 (List decoding for maximal errorlet W be an arbitrarily varying channel with state cost

functioni(s) and cost constraink. Then for anye > 0 the rate
R = Cyep(A) — € (18)

is achievable under maximal error using list decoding wigh dize

L—0 <l> . (19)

€

Furthermore, the capacity;(A) under maximal error using list decoding with list sizeis bounded:

Caep(A) — O(L™) < CL(A) < Cyep(A) . (20)

The proof is given in Appendikl |. This result can be used tbgetwith a message authentication
strategy P] to show thatCy.,(A) is the randomized coding capacity of AVCs with input-depamtdstate
[?1.

For average error we can show an achievable rate region aneérse bound which in general do not
coincide. Proofs of Theoreri$ 2 3 are given in Appendiblboth cases the results constrain the set
of input distributions inP(X’). The intuition for the converse is that for any codebook witidewords of
type P, the jammer can choose a symmetrizing charnel U, (L) such that the expected cost under
any joint distribution with marginals equal 8 is within the cost constraint. Operationally, the jammer
choosesl codewords from the codebook and uses them as inpuls to generate a state sequernce

which satisfies the cost constraints.
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Theorem 2 (Converse for average errob)et W be an arbitrarily varying channel with state cost
function(-) and cost constraink. Then we have the following upper bound 6f (A):
Cr(A) < in I|PY W : 21
L(A) < perio X payer oo, TP s (ylz, 5)Q(s) (21)
For achievability we extend the coding strategy of Hughgsn2a manner analogous to [?] to show
an achievable rate for input distributiods such thatl, > Lgym (P, A).
Theorem 3 (Achievability for average errorlet VW be an arbitrarily varying channel with state cost
function(-) and cost constraink. Then we have the following lower bound @y, (A):
Cr(A) > max min [ | P, W (ylz,s)Q(s) | - 22
r(h) = PEP(X): Loym(P,A)<L QEQ(A) ( ZS: (yle, 5)Q( )> 22)

If P*is the maximizing input distribution fo€y.q(A), then for list sizeL > Ly (P*, A) we have

CrL(A) = Cqa(A) . (23)

[1l. EXAMPLE AND DISCUSSION

We will now show via an example that the behavior of list-d#ing under average error with state
constraints is qualitatively different from that withoudrestraints. In particular when the jammer must
satisfy a constrainf\ < oo, positive rates may be achievable with list sizes that arallemthan the
unconstrained symmetrizability, and for a fixed list size tist-L capacity may be positive but strictly
smaller than the randomized coding capacity. Let the imput {0, 1}, stateS = {0,1,...,0} and the

channel be defined by:
Y=X+85. (24)

We will consider a quadratic cost functidfs) = s2.

Without constraints, Hughes [?] has found that the randedhizapacity is

Cr(o0) = —log cos 513" (25)
He also showed that for unconstrained AVCs the listapacity obeys a strict threshold :
—logcos-2- L >0
Crlor) =4 0 7H (26)

0 L<o
We are interested in the case when there is a cost constraimt the jammer. We must calculate the

minimum mutual information for different input distribotis:

1(P,A) min I(X AY) . (27)

T QeP(S)Eqli(s)]<A
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The randomized-coding capacity under the cost constraiistthe max ofl (P, A) over P.

Cr(A) = ngi(};)[ (P,A) . (28)

These calculations can be easily done numerically.

To calculate the symmetrizability constraints, note the because the chann&l]24) is determinis-
tic, the symmetry constraints imply that any chanbele Uy, must also be symmetric. Therefore
U(s|z1,z2,...,21) is only a function of the type ofxy,xs,...,21). Let t denote this type. We now

view Uy, as containing channelg(sjt). Note that fory = 0 we have

> W(0]0,5)U(slt) = U(O]t) , (29)
and by the symmetry constraint W(: have
U|t) =0 t=1,2,...,L. (30)
Similarly, fory = o + 1 we have
Ullt)y=0 t=0,1,...,L—1. (31)
Finally, fory =1,2,...,0 we have
> W(ylo,s)U(slt) = Uylt) (32)
= Wi(yl1,s)U(s|t — 1) (33)
=U(y—1]t—-1) y=12,...,0, t=1,2,...,L (34)

The conditions[(30),[(31), and_(84) characterize the lirssanmetry constraints ittsym,.

Thus for each input distributio® we can find

f(P)= min 1(s)U (s|t) <f> PO)XtP(1)t . (35)

UUsym
This is a simple linear program. To calculate the strdngymmetrizing cost, note that the set of all joint
distributions P(z}) with marginals equal td is also a convex set defined by linear equality constraints.
If we let
T(P,t)= )  Plar), (36)
ek Te=t/L

be the probability of a type-sequence undeP, it is simple to numerically evaluate

g(P) = max Urenz/i{n 1(s)U(s|t)T(P,t) . (37)
st
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Randomized coding capacity and list-L capacity bounds for L = 2
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Fig. 1. Randomized coding capacif}.(A) and bounds on list: capacityCr,(A) versus the state constraintfor I = 2.

We calculated the achievable rates and converse bounds $08, and the results are shown for list
sizesL = 2 and L = 4 in Figures[1 and2. For state constraikt the randomized coding capacity
C,(A) in (28) is given by the dotted line. The achievable rate ofdreen[3 is shown by the solid line,
and the converse bound of Theorem 2 by the dashed line. Tiveseurves are given by restricting the
optimization overP in the right side of[(Z8).

When A = oo, the randomized coding capacity of this channel is given [B) (@and is0.0597
bits/channel use. Therefore, whén= oo, the result in [(26) shows that the the listcapacity is0O
for L < 8 and equal t®.0597 for L > 8. That is, when the jammer is unconstrained, no positive isate
achievable under average error using list decoding wittsie smaller thais. However, from Figures]1
and2 we can see that whén< co we can achieve positive rates for list sizesmaller than 8. However,
for a range ofA, the randomized coding capacity is achievable using lissize 2 or 4. Figuré]l also
illustrates another fundamental difference betweendisteding with state constraints and list-decoding
without constraints: for a range arourd= 3, the list2 capacityCy(A) is positive but strictly smaller
than the randomized coding capacity(A).

In general, we conjecture that the converse region of Tmel@ e not tight and that a stronger converse
could be shown. The strong symmetrizing cost{ih (9) allowsnaigation over all joint distributions with
the same marginals. The converse proof uses a jammingggtrateresponding to taking a random set

of L codewords from the codebook as inputs to a symmetrizingreddn(s|=”) to generate the state
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Randomlzed codlng capamty and Ilst—L capacny bounds for L=4
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Fig. 2. Randomized coding capacif}.(A) and bounds on list: capacityCr,(A) versus the state constraintfor I = 4.

sequence. The strong symmetrizing cost is a conservativadoon the cost of such a strategy. It may
be that techniques such a®] [could improve this bound; we leave this for future work. Qesults
here establish that the behavior of list-decoding for aams¢d AVCs is fundamentally different than the

unconstrained case, much like the situation for list dize

APPENDIX |

MAXIMAL ERROR

Using now-standard typicality arguments we can show thetemce of list-decodable codes for maximal
error with exponential list size. The codebook is the ensie¢ of typical sequencéekp and the list is
the union ofe-shells under the different state sequences. The decodigutela list that is the union of

shells. Let
Wdep(PaA):{ (ylz) - V(ylx) = ZW ylz, s)U(s|z), U(S!w)GU(P,A)}- (38)

Proof: [Proof of Theorem[fl] The converse argument follows by chugsi according to the
minimizing distribution U (s|x) in U(P,A). To show the achievable rate, without loss of generality,
suppose that the distributia® maximizingCqep, (A) is in P, (X) and consider the st of all sequences
of lengthn of type P (if not we can always approach the optinfalwith largen). For anyV (y|x) we

defineV'(z|y) from V (y|x)P(z) via the Bayes rule. Th€V”’, ¢)-shell of typicalx sequences around a
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y is:

T (y) = {x € Tp : dmax (Txy, V'Ty) <€} . (39)
Then

g [T (v)] < Hyg, (XIY) + Ofelog ™) (40)

where the subscript of indicates the the joint distribution under which to take thetual information.

Now, for a fixedx € Tp ands with [(s) < nA, we define an empirical forward channel

Vas(ylz) = ZW ylx, s) w(s;i)s) . (41)

Note thatVys € Wec,p(P, A). For a fixed received codewosd define the set of channels consistent with

y as:
Vi(y) = {V € Waep(P, A) N Pp(V|X) & dimax (ZV y|lz)P ) < 5} . (42)
Consider the set
Av) = U ). (43)
VeVi(y)

Standard typicality arguments show thaiifgenerated, via somes satisfying the cost constraint, then

with probability 1 — exp(—nE(5)), we havex € A(y). Furthermore:

log\A( )| < VeWmlI%PA)HV(y‘x @) (X]Y) +O(0logd™ h. (44)

Note that we can view an encoding into all 6/ and decoding inte4(y) as a list-decodable code
with 27#(P) codewords and list siz&€ (#4). To arrive at the desired codeamesample a st = {x(i)}
of 27(Caer(M)=€) codewords from this» uniformly at random and say the decoder outpdts’) N B.
We must show this set has at mdst= O(1/¢) codewords with high probability.

Let R = Cy4cp(A) — €. For eachy, the probability that any codeword @&f is in A(y) is upper bounded
by |A(y)|/|Tpr|, so from [44) we see

P (x(i) € A(y)) < exp (—n (Caep(A) — O(6log 571))) . (45)

Since codewords are selected independently, we can boendntimce that a fractioh - 2-" of the

2"E codewords end up id(y) using Sanov’s theoren?] Theorem 12.4.1]

P (lA(y) N B| > L) < exp (—Q"RD (Lz—"R H 9=n(Caer (4)=0(8 10%5’”) + hlog(2"F + 1)) (46)
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Now we can bound the ter@D (- || -):

1— L2 "k

—Llog — 9—n(R+e—O(3logs 1))

—2"B(1 — L27"F)log - (47)

on(e—=0O(dlogd—1))

<-nL(e—O0(0logé™")) —LlogL+2L .  (48)

We can pickd such thatO(§1logé~!) < ¢/2 by choosingn sufficiently large. Then substituting(48) in

(46), upper boundind? < log |)|, and taking a union bound over all we have:
P3y : |[A(y)nB| > L) <exp(—n(Le/2+2log|Y|) — Llog L+ 2L) . (49)

For sufficiently largen choosingL > (‘“%'y‘l makes the exponent negative, showing that with high
probability the random selection will produce &n, 2"%, L) list-decodable code under maximal error

whose error is bounded by — exp(—nE(d)). [ |

APPENDIX Il

AVERAGE ERROR
A. Facts about symmetrizability

The following theorem shows that if(P) is positive, thenLgy., (P, A) is finite. In particular, since
I(P*,A) is finite, the theorem implies that @q(A) > 0, then Ly, (P*, A) < co. The proof follows
straightforwardly from the results of [?].

Lemma 1 (Finite symmetrizability)-et ¥V be an arbitrarily varying channel with state cost function
1(-). If Csq(A) =0 then Lgy, (P, A) = oo for all P. If Cyq(A) > 0 then

. log(min(|Y], |S1))
Lom(P.A) € =570

(50)

for all P such that/ (P, A) > 0.

B. Achievability under average error

Given aP that is not weaklyL.-symmetrizable, we can use the coding scheme of Hughes [@iffisb
in the natural way suggested by Csiszar and Narayan [?]ibisize 1. The codebook consists df
constant-composition codewords drawn uniformly from tleelevords of typeP. In order to describe

the decoding rule we will use, we define the set

Gy(A) ={Pxsy € P(X xS x)Y):D(Pxsy || Px x Ps xW) <n, Ell(s)] <A}, (51)
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where
(Px x Ps x W)(z,5,y) = Px(2)Ps(s)W (ylz, s) . (52)

The setg, (A) contains joint distributions which are close to those gategr from the AVCW via
independent inputs with distributioRy and Pg.

Definition 1 (Decoding rule):Let x1,x2,...,xy be a given codebook and suppgsevas received.
Let ¢/(y) denote the list decoded from. Then puti € ¢(y) if and only if there exists aB € S™(A)
such that

1) Tx,sy € Gy(A), and

2) for every set ofL other distinct codewordéx; : j € J, J C [N]\ {i}, |J| = L} such that there

exists a sef{s; : s; € S"(A), j € J} with T ., € G, (A) for all j € J we have
I(YX A XS)<n, (53)

where Py x x g is the joint type of(y, x;, {x; : j € J},s).

An interpretation of this rule is that the decoder outputsidf codewordsx;} each having a “good
explanation”{s;}. A “good explanation” is a state sequence that plausiblyictave generated the
observed outpuy (condition 1) and makes all othdi-tuples of codewords seem independent of the
codeword and output (condition 2). The only thing to provehiat this decoding rule is unambiguous.
The key is to show that no tuple of random variabl®s X~ +! S+1) can satisfy the conditions of the
decoding rule. This in turn shows that for sufficiently largeno set of L + 1 codewordscan satisfy
the conditions of the decoding rule. Therefore, for suffiielarge blocklengths, the decoding rule will
only outputM or fewer codewords.

Lemma 2:Let 5 > 0, W be an AVC with state cost functiok{-) and constraint\, P € P(X’) with
I(P,A) > 0 andmin, P(z) > 8, and M = Lgym(P,A) + 1. For anya > 0 and every collection of
distributions{U; € P(AM x S) :i=1,2,..., M} such that

Y P)Ui(a"yy,9)l(s) < Au(P) — (54)

TM+1 g

foralli=1,2,...,M + 1, there exists & > 0 such that

max D D Wiylws, s)Ui(@MH ) Plas) = Y W (ylay, s)Uj (@5 s)Play)| > ¢ (55)
y,xM 1 S S
Proof: Note that the outer sum i (b5) is over alt!*!. Define the functiod, : XM+ x S - R
by:

Vk('mM—‘rlv 3) = Uk(le/[{—’];; 8) . (56)
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Let IT;/41 be the set of all permutations @#/ + 1] and form € IIy,44 let m; be the image of under

7. Then
max W (ylxs, s)Vi( M+18 W(yl|x;, s M+18P3:-
e & ZS: (yl Z (ylz; )P ()
= max W(y|x;, s vawwMH ,S)P(x;
pgx 3 |2 W (e, )P
_ZW(y|$j7S)ij(ﬂ-(mM—i_l)vs)P(‘rj) . (57)
We can lower bound this by averaging overalE 11/ :
M+1 ,
w3 T 2 [ O P
y,xM+1 m€llpyy1 | s
= Wylzs, )V, (w(@F1), 5) Play) (58)

Define the average

M—l— 1 M1 Z Z Ul(ﬂ'(xM—H)—{m}?S)

=1 7T€HM+1 T =l
M+1

M+1'Z ZUI M+1 )

=1 o€lly
Note thatV is a symmetric function for al.

Now we use the convexity df- | to pull the averaging inside the absolute value to get a éurkbwer

bound on[(5B) by substituting i¥r.

F(V,P) = I?;Z‘ZX ZW ’wla ]\J{+}17 )P(.Z')

y’x1W+l s

—ZW!% (@M 8)P(z;)| . (89)

The functionF(V, P) is continuous function on the compact set of symmetric ithistions {V'} and the
set of distributionsP with min, P(x) > 3, so it has a minimung = F(V*, P*) for some(V*, P*). We
will prove that¢ > 0 by contradiction.

SupposeF (V*, P*) = 0. Then

5 W)V 3 P () = W o)V A )
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So
o> Wilylai,s)V* (@Ml 8) P (i) ZZW yluj, s)V* (M 5)P* (x))
Yy s

V(M) P () = V(@M P ()

which implies (see [?, Lemma A3]) that for gl

V ( M+1)P*( ) P*(M+1)($M+1) )

{5}
Therefore
ZW yla, s)V*(s|ay' ) . (60)
is symmetric in(xy, 22, ..., x041). ThereforeV*(s|z) ™) € Usym(M + 1). From the definition of
Az (P) in (@) we see that
> V@M, s)Pla)l(s) > Au(P) . (61)

M+ g
But from (54), and the definition of we see that th¢U;} must be chosen such that
> VM, s)Pla)i(s) < Au(P) —a . (62)
Z‘M+1
Therefore we have a contradiction and the minimgiof F(V, P) must be greater than Equation[(5b)
follows. [ |
The next lemma shows that for a sufficiently small choice efitireshold; in the decoding rule there
are no random variables that can force the decoding rule tpubwa list that is too large. The proof
follows from Lemmd® in the same way as in [?].
Lemma 3:Let 5 > 0, W be an AVC with state cost functiot{-) and constraint\, P € P(X) with
min, P(x) > B, and M = Lgym(P,A) + 1. Then there exists an > 0 sufficiently small such that no

tuple of rv's (Y, XM+1 gM+1) can simultaneously satisfy

min P(x) > p (63)

Px, =P (64)

Pyx,s, € Gp(A) (65)

I(YX AXM+1(S><77 l<i<M+1 (66)

Proof: [Proof of Theoreni 8] Given Lemmnid 3 the theorem follows frommimea 3 of [?]. [ |
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C. Converse

The key idea in the converse is to show that for a codebook wittewords whose types are
symmetrizable and close to a fixed symmetrizable tifpehen the jammer has a strategy that keeps the
error bounded away fromi. The rest follows from approximation and covering arguraent

Lemma 4 (Approximating joint distributions):et X be a finite set withl x| > 2. For anye > 0
and probability distribution” on X there exists @ > 0 such that for any collection of distributions

{P, € P(X) :i € [L]} satisfying

dmax (P;, P) < ¢ Vi (67)
and any joint distributionP(z1, 2, ..., z1) with
Z p(wla‘%?a s 7‘TL) = PZ((BZ) vZ7 Ti € X (68)
"E]‘y?él
there exists a joint distributio@(acl,xg, ...,xr) such that
> P(zy,3a,...,w1) = P(z;) Vi, 3, € X (69)
xjijF1
and
dinax (P,P) <e. (70)

Proof: [Proof of Lemmal#] Fixe > 0 and P. We consider two cases depending on whether
mingex P(x) = 0 or not.

Case 1. First supposenin,cx P(z) = 8 > 0. Consider a set of distributiong?; : i € [L]} satisfying
(67) and letP(z¥) be a joint distribution satisfyind (68). We treat probagildistributions as vectors in
R!*1”. We can construct a distributiaf satisfying [69) and{70) in two steps: first we projétbnto the
set of all vectors whose entries sumit@nd satisfy[(69), and then we find/a close to this projection
which is a proper probability distribution.

Let B be the subspace @!*1” of all vectors P’ satisfying the marginal constrain{s (69) as well as

the sum probability constraint
Y Plzf)=1. (71)
zf

We can summarize these linear constraints in the matrix form

AP =V | (72)
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where A contains the coefficients on the left-hand sides of the caimés [69) and[(71) and has the
right-hand sides. We can assumehas full row-rank by removing linearly dependent constsiiNote

that the distributionP satisfies
AP =1, (73)

whereb has the right-hand sides ¢f (68) instead [of] (69).

Now let P be the Euclidean projection d? onto the subspach :

P =P+ AT(AAT)H(Y — AP) . (74)

The error in the projection is
P—P=AT(AATY Y (AP - V) (75)
= AT(AATY 1BV . (76)

From [67) we can see that all elements(b6f— v') are in (—4,6). Since the rows ofd are linearly
independent, the singular values éfare strictly positive and a function ¢f'| and L only. Therefore

there is a functionu, (|X'|, L) such that

AT (AAT) b = V)], < pa(JX],L) -6 . (77)
Since|X| is finite there is a functiom(|X|, L) such that

e (P(2F), P(al)) < a1 X1, L) -6 . (78)

If the resulting P from this first projection has all nonnegative entries, thenset? = P and choose
4 sufficiently small so thatiy(|X|, L) - § < e.

If P has entries that are not [0, 1] then it is not a valid probability distribution. Howevernse P
is a probability distribution, we know that

min P(zf) > —p(|X], L) -0 - (79)

1

Let PL be the joint distribution ont'” with independent marginal®:
PE(2q,...,21) = P(x1)--- P(zy) . (80)
Sincemin,, P(z) > 3 we haveP’(x1) > g% for all L. Let
_ (X[, L) -6

o= el (81)
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and set
P=(1-a)P+aPt. (82)

Then P(z}) > 0 for all 2! and by the triangle inequality:

Do (P, P) < dypax (P, P) ¥ dyax (15, P) (83)
< 12| X], L) -6 + adias (P, PT) (84)
< <1 + %) pa(|X), L) -6 . (85)

Therefore ford sufficiently small, we can choose/a such thatd,, . <P,P) < e for anye > 0.

Case 2. We turn now to the second case. Supposefthiat.c y P(z) = 0. Let Xy = {z € X : P(z) =
0} andZ = X'\ X). LetQ € P(Z) be the restriction o? to Z. Then( is a probability distribution on
Z. First suppose thdiZ| = 1. ThenP(z) = 1 for somex € X. Let

P(zf) = P(x1) -~ P(xr) . (86)

Since all the marginal distributionB; of P satisfy dy.x (P, P;) < 6 we know thatd,, . (]5, P) < 4.
Now supposéZ| > 2. We can construcP by first finding a a joint distributiorQ) that is close taP

and then invoking the first case of this proof @n From [6T) we know that for some> 0 we have

Z P(z1,29,...,21) 2 (87)
g ZL

< |X[Es . (88)
DefineQ by

_ Py + 127 Les 2L e 2L
L){ () + 2| Les o &9

Q(z1
0 k¢ ZF
Since@ has support only oi£” we can think of it either as a distribution oti” or on Z%. Note that
dmax (P,Q) < 6 . (90)
Let {Q; : i € [L]} be thei-th marginal distributions of):

Qz(l’l) = Z Q(:L’l,:L'g, c ,l’L) = Qz(l’l) Vi, x; € Z . (91)
"E]‘];él
Then we have for some& > 0

dmax (Qa QZ) < 0/5 . (92)
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Now we can apply Case 1 of this proof using the geaind distributions®, {Q;}, and Q. For any
€1 > 0 we can find a); > 0 such that if{Q;} satisfy

dmax (Qa QZ) < 51 ) (93)

then there exists & with marginals equal t@) such that

o (@.Q) < 1 - (94)

Let P be the extension of) to a distribution on¥’ by setting P(z}F) = Q(2}) for 2F € 2 and0
elsewhere. By the triangle inequality we have

o (P, Q) < dinax (P, Q) + dnax (Q. Q) (95)

<chd+er. (96)

We can chooseé sufficiently small so thad; ande; are sufficiently small to guarantee that this distance

is less thare. [ |
Lemma 5:Let W be an AVC with state cost functiof(-) and constraint\ and letL be a positive

integer. Lete > 0 be arbitrary and supposk is a distribution with\;(P) < A — €. Then there exists

ad > 0 andng such that for any(n, N, L) list code withn > nyo and N > L + 1 whose codewords
{x(i) : i € [N]} satisfy
dmax (Tx(), P) <6  Vie[N] (97)
AL(Txiy) < A—ce Vi e [N], (98)
the average error for the code is lower bounded:

_ 1 L
Jaax er(s) > 7o - NL+1) " (%9)

Proof: From Lemmd¥ we can see that for aniy> 0 there exists &; > 0 such that for any set

J C [N] of codewords with|.J| = L and dimax (Tx(j), P) < 01, we can find a joint typeP € P(x1)

with marginals equal ta@” such that the joint typdy ;) satisfies

dmax( x(J)> ) <€ . (100)

Now let U achieve the minimum in the definition of(P). SinceA(P) < A — e we have

Zl (s T, () ( Zl (s|a1)P(x1) 4+ a1 A*| x| (101)
<A—e+e X)L, (102)
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where \* = max,es [(s). Now choose:; = ¢/(2)\*|X|") so that

> U(s)U (s|af) Ty (h) < A —e/2 (103)

szt

and chooseé = ¢; according to Lemmal4.
The jammer will pick aJ C [N] with |J| = L uniformly from all such subsets and select its state

sequence according to the random varig®(d) with distribution

=[JUGsel{ai(i):5 € T}) . (104)
t=1
The expected cost &(J) is
RIS = -3 S s U sl (i) 5 € TY) (105)
t=1 s
=Y " Us)U (sl ..., 7L) [ : “t(j)nz Zj Vi}| (106)
=D Us)U(sIaT) T (107)
<A-¢)2. (108)
We can also bound the variance i¢8(.J)):
Var (I(S(J))) < (A:L)Z . (109)
Then Chebyshev’s inequality gives the bound:
(\)?
PUSW ) > N) £ e (110)
< GEE)

We now need some properties of symmetrizing channels ustadting random variableS(.J). Firstly,

we have:
E W™ (y (i) Z W™(y[x(i),s)U" (s|{x(j) : j € J}) (112)
= E[W"(ylx(j),S(J \ {j} U {i}))] - (113)
Using [113) we can see that for some suliset [N] with |G| = L + 1:
Y EELES@G\ )] =) (1 - Y EW™(ylxi,S(G\ {i}))]) (114)
i€G 1€G yiaep(y)
=L+1-Y > E[W"(ylxi,Se\w})] - (115)
1€G yiey(y)
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Because eacly can be decoded to a list of size at mdst we can get a lower bound
> Ele(i,Sevy)] 2 L+1-L > E[W™(ylxi,» Se\fio})]
ieG yey"

—1. (116)

We can now begin to bound the probability of error for this jaimg strategy. Let7 be the set of all
subsets of N] of size L, and letJ be a random variable uniformly distributed gh We can write the

expected error as

N
Easi (LSO = 7y 3 DBl S (117)
L JeJ i=1
Then we have:
a0 (LS 2 [y SEEGSG\ )] . (118
L GC[N]:|G|=L+1i€G

Ejs@) EL(8(J))] = (119)

(z)- N
_ D (120)

(z) N

N-—-L
TN (121)

1 L
T L+1 NL+D (122)
Finally, we can add in the bound(111) to obtain
< Eygu (SO (123)
L+l N(@L+t1) = ISOEL
< max &r(s)+P(I(S(J)) > A) (124)
ses™(A)
~ 4()\*)2
< )
< fax L(s)— = (125)
Now, we can choose, large enough such that
_ 1 L

sest(A) fLls) > o5 - NIL+1)" (126)
[
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Lemma 6:Let W be an AVC with state cost functiof(-) and constraint\ and letL be a positive
integer. For any > 0 there exists a/(L, W, ¢e) > 0 andng such that for anyn, N, L) list code (¢, )
with n > ng and N > L + 1 whose codeword$x(i) : « € [N]} satisfy

AL(Tx(z’)) <A—ce¢ Vi € [N] , (127)

the error must satisfy
3 > v(L,W,e) . 128
Jax Er(s) > €) (128)

Proof: Fix € > 0. For eachP € P(X) from Lemma4 we know there is & P) > 0 such that any
joint distribution P with marginals withiné(P) of P can be approximated by & with marginals equal
to P such thatdax (]5, 15) <. Let

B(P) = {P' € P(X) : dwax (P, P') <6(P)} . (129)

Then{B(P) : P € P(X)} is an open cover oP(X). SinceP(X) is compact there is a constaneand
finite subcove{B(P;) : j € [r]}. From this finite cover we can create a partitipd; : j € [r]} of P
such that4; C B(P;) for all j.
Now consider ar(n, N, L) code whose codewords satisfy [127). LetF; = {i € [N] : Ty € Aj}.

We can bound the error

_ 1< L 5| [ 1 L

er(s) =+ Z: > eLliys) > N—]T (F]; EL(Z7S)) : (130)
Since{F}} partition the codebook, for somgwe have|F;| > N/r. From Lemmé&.b the jammer can

force the error to be lower bounded by

1 1 L
= > — . 131
L eL(s) = (L Y1 NI+ 1)) (131)
Since the constant is a function ofe, W and L, we are done. [ |

Theorenl® follows from the preceding Lemma.
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