arXiv:1701.01800v2 [cs.IT] 14 Dec 2018

Variable-Length Lossy Compression Allowing Positive Overflow and Excess Distortion Probabilities

Shota Saito, Member, IEEE, Hideki Yagi, Member, IEEE, and Toshiyasu Matsushima, Member, IEEE

Abstract

This paper investigates the problem of variable-length lossy source coding allowing a positive excess distortion probability and an overflow probability of codeword lengths. Novel one-shot achievability and converse bounds of the optimal rate are established by a new quantity based on the smooth max entropy (the smooth Rényi entropy of order zero). To derive the achievability bounds, we give an explicit code construction based on a distortion ball instead of using the random coding argument. The basic idea of the code construction is similar to the optimal code construction in the variable-length lossless source coding. Our achievability bounds are slightly different, depending on whether the encoder is stochastic or deterministic. One-shot results yield a general formula of the optimal rate for blocklength n. In addition, our general formula is applied to asymptotic analysis for a stationary memoryless source. As a result, we derive a single-letter characterization of the optimal rate by using the rate-distortion and rate-dispersion functions.

Index Terms

Excess distortion probability, overflow probability, smooth max entropy, smooth Rényi entropy, Shannon theory, variable-length lossy source coding

I. INTRODUCTION

The problem of source coding is one of the important research topics in Shannon theory. Let X^n = X_1X_2 . . . X_n be a source sequence taking a value in X^n, where X is a source alphabet and X^n is the n-th Cartesian product of X . It is a recent active area of research to investigate the fundamental limits of the problem of source coding in the non-asymptotic regime, i.e., in the case where the blocklength n is finite.

This work was supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP16K00195, JP16K00417, JP16K06340, JP17K00316, JP17K06446, and JP18K11585. This paper was presented in part at the 2017 IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory (ISIT) [19] and the 2018 International Symposium on Information Theory and Its Applications (ISITA) [21].

Shota Saito and Toshiyasu Matsushima are with the Department of Applied Mathematics, Waseda University, Tokyo 169-8555, Japan (e-mail: shota@aoni.waseda.jp; toshimat@waseda.jp).

Hideki Yagi is with the Department of Computer & Network Engineering, The University of Electro-Communications, Tokyo 182-8585, Japan (e-mail: h.yagi@uec.ac.jp)

Regarding the non-asymptotic analysis for the problem of variable-length lossless source coding, Kontoyiannis and Verdú [9] have studied the optimal rate. In this study, the evaluation criterion of codeword lengths is the overflow probability, which is defined as the probability of codeword lengths per source symbol exceeding a certain threshold R. More precisely, the overflow probability is defined as Pr { 1 n ℓ(f_n(X^n)) > R } , (1)

where f_n : X^n → {0, 1}^⋆ := {λ, 0, 1, 00, . . .}^1 is an injective mapping called an encoder and the codeword lengths of f_n(X^n) is denoted as ℓ(f_n(X^n)). The optimal rate at finite blocklength n is characterized by the quantity R^∗(n, δ): the lowest rate R such that the overflow probability of the best code is not greater than δ ∈ [0, 1), i.e.,

min_{fn} Pr { 1 n ℓ(f_n(X^n)) > R } ≤ δ. (2) In [9], the construction of the optimal encoder f^∗_n which achieves the minimum in (2) is shown as follows. Let x^n_i be a source sequence which has the i-th largest probability, i.e., it holds that P_X n (x^n_1 ) ≥ P_X n (x^n_2 ) ≥ P_X n (x^n_3 ) ≥ · · · . Then, the encoder f^∗_n maps a source sequence x^n_1 , x^n_2 , x^n_3 , . . . to the elements of {0, 1}^⋆ in the lexicographic order, i.e.,

f^∗_n(x^n_1 ) = λ, (3) f^∗_n(x^n_2 ) = 0, (4) f^∗_n(x^n_3 ) = 1, (5) f^∗_n(x^n_4 ) = 00, (6) f^∗_n(x^n_5 ) = 01, (7) f^∗_n(x^n_6 ) = 10, (8) f^∗_n(x^n_7 ) = 11, (9) f^∗_n(x^n_8 ) = 000, (10) . . where λ denotes the empty string.

Regarding the non-asymptotic analysis for the problem of variable-length lossy source coding, on the other hand, the code construction is more complicated because we have to consider a distortion between a source sequence and a reproduction sequence. This fact raises the following question:

(♣) Is it possible to extend the code construction in [9] to the problem of variable-length lossy source coding?

Motivated by the question (♣), we investigate the problem of variable-length lossy source coding under the criteria of the overflow probability of codeword lengths and the excess distortion probability.^2 Thus, roughly speaking, we

1The notation {0, 1}^⋆ denotes the set of all binary strings and the empty string λ.

2Although the average distortion is a popular criterion of a distortion measure, we treat the excess distortion probability because it is a natural way to look at lossy source coding problems at finite blocklength (see, e.g., [11, Section 1.8.2]).

DRAFT April 16, 2019

consider the following codes and the fundamental limit (the precise problem formulation is given in Sections II and IV):

Definition 1: Let X be a source alphabet and Y be a reproduction alphabet. Also, let X^n and Y^n be the n-th Cartesian product of X and Y, respectively. Let d_n : X^n ×Y^n → [0, +∞) be a distortion measure between a source sequence and a reproduction sequence. Then, given D, R ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), an encoder f_n : X^n → {0, 1}^⋆ and a decoder g_n : {0, 1}^⋆ → Y^n satisfying Pr { 1 n d_n(X^n, g_n(f_n(X^n))) > D } ≤ ϵ, (11) Pr { 1 n ℓ(f_n(X^n)) > R } ≤ δ (12)

is called an (n, D, R, ϵ, δ) code. The corresponding fundamental limit is R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) := inf{R : ∃ an (n, D, R, ϵ, δ) code }. (13) In particular, the optimal rate R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) at blocklength n = 1 is abbreviated as R^∗(D, ϵ, δ) = R^∗(1, D, ϵ, δ).

A. Contributions

Our first contribution (and our main contribution) of this paper is to prove the one-shot bounds of the optimal rate R^∗(D, ϵ, δ) by a new quantity based on the smooth max entropy^3(also known as the smooth Rényi entropy of order zero). To derive the achievability bounds, we shall not use the random coding argument but give an explicit code construction. The code construction is similar to Feinstein’s cookie-cutting argument [2] and is based on a distortion D-ball centered at y: B_D(y) = {x ∈ X : d(x, y) ≤ D} (14) for a given D ≥ 0, a distortion measure d : X × Y → [0, +∞), and a reproduction symbol y ∈ Y. As we show in Sec. III, this code construction gives the positive answer to the question (♣). We derive the achievability bounds for both stochastic and deterministic encoders and show the difference between them. On the other hand, the converse bounds are naturally derived from the definition of the new quantity based on the smooth max entropy.

Our second contribution of this paper is to give a general formula of the optimal rate R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ). The formula is easily derived from our one-shot achievability and converse bounds. Our result indicates that the optimal rate R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) is the same regardless of the values of ϵ and δ if the sum of ϵ and δ is constant. This result can be seen as the lossy version of the known result in the lossless source coding; see Remark 5.

Our third contribution of this paper is to derive a single-letter characterization of the optimal rate R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) for a stationary memoryless source. We apply our general theorem for a stationary memoryless source and characterize the optimal rate by using the rate-distortion and rate-dispersion functions.

3 The smooth max entropy has first introduced by Renner and Wolf [16]. The optimal rates for several problems have been characterized by the smooth max entropy (e.g., [17], [18], [23], [24]).

B. Related Works

As we mention in Remark 1, our problem setup is related to the problem of fixed-length lossy source coding under the excess distortion probability. For this problem, the asymptotic analysis of the exponent of the excess distortion probability has been given by [4] and [13]. On the other hand, the non-asymptotic analysis of the minimum rate has been provided by [5] and [10]. When we prove a single-letter characterization of the optimal rate R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) for a stationary memoryless source, we utilize the result in [10].

For the problem of variable-length lossy source coding under the excess distortion probability, there are several criteria on codeword lengths: for example, the mean codeword lengths which is discussed in [12]; the pointwise redundancy rate in [7], [8]; the cumulant generating function of codeword lengths in [1], [20]; the excess-code-length exponent in [25]; and the overflow probability in [14], [26]. Among them, Nomura and Yagi [14] and Yagi and Nomura [26] adopt the same criteria in this paper: the overflow probability and the excess distortion probability. However, the primary differences between these studies [14], [26] and our study are 1) we address the case where both the excess distortion probability and the overflow probability may be positive; 2) we analyze both non-asymptotic and asymptotic cases, whereas the previous studies [14], [26] have investigated the asymptotic case;

3) we characterize the optimal rate by using the quantity related to the entropy, whereas previous studies [14], [26] have characterized it by using the quantity related to the mutual information.

It should be noted that the distortion D-ball in the previous studies and the distortion D-ball in our study are different. In the previous studies (e.g., [7], [8], [10], [12]), the distortion D-ball centered at x, i.e., the quantity {y ∈ Y : d(x, y) ≤ D} (15) plays an important role. On the other hand, as we have shown in Sec. I-A, our non-asymptotic analysis relies on the distortion D-ball centered at y (i.e., (14)). These differences mainly come from the way of the proof of the achievability result. The previous studies have shown the achievability result by using the random coding argument. In the random coding argument, the distortion D-ball centered at x (i.e., (15)) is a useful tool. On the other hand, our study shows the achievability results by the explicit code construction. In the code construction, the distortion D-ball centered at y is a useful tool.

C. Organization of the Paper

The organization of this paper is as follows. Section II shows one-shot coding theorems: we describe the problem setup in Sec. II-A, define a new quantity based on the smooth max entropy in Sec. II-B, and give one-shot coding theorems for stochastic and deterministic codes in Sec. II-C and Sec. II-D, respectively. In Sec. III, proofs of the one-shot achievability bounds are described in detail. Section IV shows general coding theorem for blocklength n: we describe the problem formulation in Sec. IV-A and show a general formula of the optimal rate for blocklength n in Sec. IV-B. In Sec. V, we apply our general formula to a stationary memoryless source and provide a single-letter characterization of the optimal rate. Finally, Sec. VI concludes this paper.

DRAFT April 16, 2019

II. ONE-SHOT CODING THEOREM

A. Problem Formulation

Let X be a source alphabet and Y be a reproduction alphabet, where both are finite sets. Let X be a random variable taking a value in X and x be a realization of X. The probability distribution of X is denoted as P_X . A distortion measure d is defined as d : X × Y → [0, +∞).

The pair of an encoder and a decoder (f, g) is defined as follows. An encoder f is defined as f : X → {0, 1}^⋆, where {0, 1}^⋆ denotes the set of all binary strings and the empty string λ, i.e.,

{0, 1}^⋆ := {λ, 0, 1, 00, 01, 10, 11, 000, . . .}. (16)

An encoder f is possibly stochastic and produces a non-prefix code. For x ∈ X , the codeword lengths of f(x) is denoted as ℓ(f(x)). A deterministic decoder g is defined as g : {0, 1}^⋆ → Y. Variable-length lossy source coding without the prefix condition is discussed as in, for example, [1], [12], and [15].

The performance criteria considered in this paper are the excess distortion and the overflow probabilities. Definition 2: Given D ≥ 0, the excess distortion probability for a code (f, g) is defined as Pr{d(X, g(f(X))) > D}. (17) Definition 3: Given R ≥ 0, the overflow probability for a code (f, g) is defined as Pr {ℓ(f(X)) > R} . (18) Using these criteria, we define a (D, R, ϵ, δ) code.

Definition 4: Given D, R ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), a code (f, g) satisfying Pr{d(X, g(f(X))) > D} ≤ ϵ, (19) Pr {ℓ(f(X)) > R} ≤ δ (20) is called a (D, R, ϵ, δ) code.

The fundamental limits which we investigate are the following optimal rates R^∗(D, ϵ, δ) and R̃(D, ϵ, δ) for given D, ϵ, and δ.

Definition 5: Given D ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), R^∗(D, ϵ, δ) := inf{R : ∃ a (D, R, ϵ, δ) code}, (21) R̃(D, ϵ, δ) := inf{R : ∃ a deterministic (D, R, ϵ, δ) code}. (22)

Remark 1: Consider the special case δ = 0. From any given (D, R, ϵ, 0) code, we can construct a fixed-length code with the codeword length ⌊R⌋ + 1 and the excess distortion probability ≤ ϵ. Thus, the special case δ = 0 in our setup is closely related to the fixed-length source coding.

B. New Quantity based on the Smooth Max Entropy

The smooth max entropy, which is also called the smooth Rényi entropy of order zero, has first introduced by Renner and Wolf [16]. Later, Uyematsu [23] has shown that the smooth max entropy can be defined in the following form.

Definition 6 ([16], [23]): Given δ ∈ [0, 1), the smooth max entropy H^δ(X) is defined as^4

H^δ(X) := min_{Z⊂X :} Pr{X∈Z}≥1−δ log |Z|, (23)

where | · | represents the cardinality of the set.

One of the useful properties of the smooth max entropy, which is used in the proof of the achievability result in our main theorem, is the Schur concavity. To state the definition of a Schur concave function, we first review the notion of majorization.

Definition 7: Let R_+ be the set of non-negative real numbers and R^m_+ be the m-th Cartesian product of R_+ , where m is a positive integer. Suppose that a = (a_1, . . . , a_m) ∈ R^m_+ and b = (b_1, . . . , b_m) ∈ R^m_+ satisfy

a_i ≥ a_{i+1}, b_i ≥ b_{i+1} (i = 1, 2, . . . , m − 1). (24)

If a ∈ R^m_+ and b ∈ R^m_+ satisfy, for k = 1, . . . , m − 1, k∑ i=1 a_i ≤ k∑ i=1 b_i and m∑ i=1 a_i = m∑ i=1 b_i, (25)

then we say that b majorizes a (it is denoted as a ≺ b in this paper).

Schur concave functions are defined as follows.

Definition 8: We say that a function h(·) : R^m_+ → R is a Schur concave function if h(b) ≤ h(a) for any a, b ∈ R^m_+ satisfying a ≺ b.

From the definition of the smooth max entropy and Schur concave functions, it is easy to see that the smooth max entropy is a Schur concave function^5.

Next, using the smooth max entropy, we introduce a new quantity, which plays an important role in producing our main results.

Definition 9: Given D ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) is defined as G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) := inf_{PY |X :} Pr{d(X,Y )>D}≤ϵ H^δ (Y ) (26)

= inf_{PY |X :} Pr{d(X,Y )>D}≤ϵ min W⊂Y: Pr{Y ∈W}≥1−δ log |W|, (27)

where P_{Y |X} denotes a conditional probability distribution of Y given X.

4Throughout this paper, all logarithms are of base 2 and exp{·} denotes 2^{(·)}.

5 In [6], by using the notion of majorization, it is shown that the smooth Rényi entropy of order α is a Schur concave function for 0 ≤ α < 1 and a Schur convex function for α > 1.

DRAFT April 16, 2019

Remark 2: For a given D ≥ 0 and ϵ ∈ [0, 1), suppose that Pr { min_{y∈Y} d(X, y) > D } > ϵ. (28) Then, there are no codes whose excess distortion probability is less than or equal to ϵ. Conversely, if such codes do not exist for given D and ϵ, (28) holds. In this case, we define R^∗(D, ϵ, δ) = +∞ and R̃(D, ϵ, δ) = +∞. Further, if (28) holds, we also define G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) = +∞ because there is no conditional probability distribution P_{Y |X} on Y satisfying Pr{d(X, Y ) > D} ≤ ϵ.

Remark 3: As shown in Theorems 1, 2, and 3, G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) is a crucial quantity in characterizing the optimal rate. Hence, it is worth mentioning the property of G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X), which indicates that the value of G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) only depends on the sum of ϵ and δ. We shall use this property to discuss our result (see Remark 5).

Lemma 1: Fix ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1) arbitrarily. Then, for any ϵ^′, δ^′ ∈ [0, 1) such that ϵ^′ + δ^′ = ϵ + δ, we have G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) = G^{δ′}_{D,ϵ}′ (X). (29) Proof: See Appendix A.

C. One-Shot Coding Theorem for Stochastic Codes

The next lemma shows the achievability result on R of a (D, R, ϵ, δ) code.

Lemma 2: Assume that G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) < +∞. For any D ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), there exists a (D, R, ϵ, δ) code such that R = ⌊G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X)⌋. (30) Proof: See Sec. III-B.

The next lemma shows the converse bound on R of a (D, R, ϵ, δ) code.

Lemma 3: Assume that G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) < +∞. For any D ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), any (D, R, ϵ, δ) code satisfies R > G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) − 1. (31) Proof: For any (D, R, ϵ, δ) code (f, g), set Y := g(f(X)). To prove the converse bound, it is sufficient to consider the case where the decoder g is an injective mapping^6. The definition of a (D, R, ϵ, δ) code gives Pr { ℓ(f(X)) > R } ≤ δ, (32) Pr{d(X, Y ) > D} ≤ ϵ. (33) Let T be defined as

T := { g(f(x)) ∈ Y : x satisfies ℓ(f(x)) > R } . (34)

6Suppose that g is not an injective mapping. That is, g(w) = g(w^′) holds for w ≠ w^′, w = f(x) and w^′ = f (x^′). Further, suppose that ℓ(w) ≤ ℓ(w^′) holds. In this case, by adjusting the encoder as w = f̃(x), w = f̃(x^′), we can make the codeword length shorter without affecting the excess distortion probability. This modification makes the decoder injective.

Then, (32) is rewritten as Pr { Y ∈ T } ≤ δ. (35) Hence, Pr { Y ∈ T^c } ≥ 1 − δ, (36) where the superscript “c” represents the complement. From (36) and the definition of the smooth max entropy, we have H^δ(Y ) ≤ log |T^c|. (37) On the other hand, since ℓ(g^{−1}(y)) ≤ ⌊R⌋ for y ∈ T^c, |T^c| ≤ 1 + 2 + · · · + 2^{⌊R⌋} = 2^{⌊R⌋+1} − 1 < 2^{R+1}. (38) Combining (37) and (38) yields H^δ(Y ) < R + 1. (39) Thus, from (33), we have G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) < R + 1. (40) Hence, we obtain (31).

Combining Lemmas 2 and 3, we can immediately obtain the following result on R^∗(D, ϵ, δ). Theorem 1: Assume that G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) < +∞. For any D ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), it holds that G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) − 1 < R^∗(D, ϵ, δ) ≤ ⌊G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X)⌋. (41) By Theorem 1, the optimal rate R^∗(D, ϵ, δ) can be specified within one bit in the interval not greater than G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X), regardless of the values D, ϵ, and δ. This result is mainly due to an explicit construction of good codes, rather than the random coding argument, given in Sec. III-B.

D. One-Shot Coding Theorem for Deterministic Codes

The next lemma shows the achievability result on R of a deterministic (D, R, ϵ, δ) code. Lemma 4: Assume that G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) < +∞. For any D ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), there exists a deterministic (D, R, ϵ, δ) code such that R = ⌊ G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) + 2 log e 2^{GδD,ϵ(X)} ⌋ . (42) Proof: See Sec. III-C.

From Lemma 4 and the fact that R^∗(D, ϵ, δ) ≤ R̃(D, ϵ, δ), the following result on R̃(D, ϵ, δ) is obtained. Theorem 2: Assume that G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) < +∞. For any D ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), it holds that G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) − 1 < R̃(D, ϵ, δ) ≤ ⌊ G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) + 2 log e 2^{GδD,ϵ(X)} ⌋ . (43)

DRAFT April 16, 2019

By Theorem 2, R̃(D, ϵ, δ) can be specified in the interval within four bits, which is slightly weaker than the result for stochastic codes.

III. PROOFS OF ONE-SHOT ACHIEVABILITY RESULTS A. Outline of the Code Construction

In the proof of the achievability result, we give an explicit code construction. Before we formally describe it, we illustrate the gist of the construction.

First, we define B_D(y), the distortion D-ball centered at y, as (44). Next, we label reproduction symbols as y_1, y_2, . . . according to the probability of the distortion D-ball; see (45) and (46). Then, we modify the distortion D-ball and define the ball A_D(y_i) so that each ball is disjoint and Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_1)} ≥ Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_2)} ≥ · · · holds; see (47)–(51). Then, by using the probability Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)}, we define the integer k^∗ satisfying (54) and (55). Now, roughly speaking, we construct the code by the following strategy:

• For a source symbol x ∈ A_D (y_i) (i = 1, . . . , k^∗) (i.e., a source symbol such that the probability Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} is large), we encode it not to exceed the distortion level D. Further, for a source symbol x ∈ A_D(y_i) (i = 1, . . . , k^∗) such that the probability Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} is larger, we encode it to have shorter codeword^7. Note that the basic idea is similar to the optimal code construction in the variable-length lossless source coding in Sec. I; for a source symbol x such that the probability P_X (x) is larger, we encode it to have shorter codeword.

• For a source symbol x ∈ A_D(y_i) (i = k^∗ + 1, . . .) (i.e., a source symbol such that the probability Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} is small), we encode it to exceed the distortion level D and to have shortest codeword (i.e., the empty string λ).

Now, we formally explain the code construction in the following subsections.

B. Proof of Lemma 2

First, some notations are defined before the construction of the encoder and the decoder is described. • For y ∈ Y and D ≥ 0, the distortion D-ball centered at y is defined as B_D(y) := {x ∈ X : d(x, y) ≤ D}. (44) • We define y_i (i = 1, 2, · · · ) by the following procedure^8. Let y_1 be defined as y_1 := arg max y∈Y Pr{X ∈ B_D(y)}, (45)

7Strictly speaking, we encode a source symbol x ∈ A_D(y_k∗ ) differently whether we use stochastic encoders or deterministic enoders. If we use stochastic encoders to apply the randomized mapping to x ∈ A_D(y_k∗ ),

– we can make the excess distortion probability exactly ϵ, – we can make the overflow probability exceeding the rate ⌊G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X)⌋ less than or equal to δ.

On the other hand, if we use deterministic encoders, the excess distortion probability is less than or equal to ϵ, not exactly ϵ. In this case, to make the overflow probability smaller than δ, we must set the rate ⌊ G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) + 2 log e/2^{GδD,ϵ (X)} ⌋ , which is slightly larger than ⌊G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X)⌋.

8 In this paper, we assume that X and Y are finite sets. However, we can assume countably infinite X and Y if this operation is admitted for countably infinite X and Y.

and for i = 2, 3, · · · , let y_i be defined as y_i := arg max y∈Y Pr X ∈ B_D(y) \ i−1⋃ j=1 B_D (y_j )

. (46) • For i = 1, 2, · · · , we define A_D (y_i) by A_D (y_1) := B_D(y_1), (47) A_D (y_i) := B_D(y_i) \ i−1⋃ j=1 B_D (y_j ) (∀i ≥ 2) (48) From the definition, we have i⋃ j=1 A_D(y_j ) = i⋃ j=1 B_D(y_j ) (∀i ≥ 1), (49) A_D (y_i) ∩ A_D(y_j ) = ∅ (∀i ≠ j), (50) Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_1)} ≥ Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_2)} ≥ · · · . (51) • If ϵ + δ < 1, let i^∗ ≥ 1 be the integer satisfying i^∗−1∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} < 1 − ϵ − δ, (52) i^∗∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} ≥ 1 − ϵ − δ. (53) If ϵ + δ ≥ 1, we define i^∗ = 1.

• Let k^∗ ≥ 1 be the integer satisfying k^∗−1∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} < 1 − ϵ, (54) k^∗∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} ≥ 1 − ϵ. (55) From this definition, it holds that k^∗ ≥ i^∗.

• Let α and β be defined as α := k^∗−1∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} (56) and β := 1 − ϵ − α. (57) • Let w_i be the i-th binary string in {0, 1}^⋆ in the increasing order of the length and ties are arbitrarily broken.

For example, w_1 = λ, w_2 = 0, w_3 = 1, w_4 = 00, w_5 = 01, etc.

We construct the following encoder f̂ : X → {0, 1}^⋆ and decoder ĝ : {0, 1}^⋆ → Y. [Encoder] 1) For x ∈ A_D(y_i) (i = 1, . . . , k^∗ − 1), set f̂(x) = w_i.

DRAFT April 16, 2019

2) For x ∈ A_D(y_k∗ ), set^9 f̂(x) = w_k∗ with prob.^β_{Pr{X∈AD (yk∗ )}} , w_1 with prob. 1 −^β_{Pr{X∈AD (yk∗ )}} .

(58)

3) For x /∈ ⋃_k∗ i=1 A_D(y_i), set f̂(x) = w_1.

[Decoder] For i = 1, . . . , k^∗, set ĝ(w_i) = y_i.

Now, we evaluate the excess distortion probability. We have d(x, ĝ(f̂(x))) ≤ D for x ∈ A_D (y_i) (i = 1, . . . , k^∗−1) since ĝ(f̂(x)) = y_i. Furthermore, we have d(x, ĝ(f̂(x))) ≤ D with probability β/ Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_k∗ )} for x ∈ A_D(y_k∗ ). Thus, Pr{d(X, ĝ(f̂(X))) ≤ D} = k^∗−1∑ i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} + Pr{f̂(X) = w_k∗ , X ∈ A_D (y_k∗ )} (59) = α + β (60) = 1 − ϵ. (61) Therefore, we have Pr{d(X, ĝ(f̂(X))) > D} = ϵ. (62) Next, we evaluate the overflow probability. From the construction of the encoder, it is easily verified that ℓ(w_i) = ⌊log i⌋ (i = 1, . . . , k^∗). Hence, setting R = ⌊log i^∗⌋, we have Pr { ℓ(f̂(X)) > R }

≤ k^∗∑ i=i^∗+1

Pr{f̂(X) = w_i} (63)

= k^∗−1∑ i=i^∗+1

Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} + Pr{f̂(X) = w_k∗ , X ∈ A_D (y_k∗ )} (64)

= k^∗−1∑ i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} − i^∗∑ i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} + β (65) ≤ α − (1 − ϵ − δ) + β = δ, (66) where the last inequality is due to the definition of α and (53) and the last equality is due to the definition of β.

Therefore, the code (f̂, ĝ) is a (D, R, ϵ, δ) code with R = ⌊log i^∗⌋. To complete the proof, we shall show log i^∗ = G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X). (67) To this end, we define Ŷ := ĝ(f̂(X)). Then, we have the next lemma.

9 Note that we have Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_k∗ )} ≥ β from (55).

Lemma 5: For any D ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), we have H^δ(Ŷ ) = G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X) (68) Proof: See Appendix B.

In view of Lemma 5, if we show log i^∗ = H^δ(Ŷ ), (69) we obtain the desired equation (67). Therefore, we shall show (69) in the rest of the proof.

First, notice that

P_Ŷ (y_1)^{(a)}= Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_1)} + Pr{X ∈ ⋃ i≥k^∗ +1 A_D (y_i)} + Pr{f̂(X) = w_1, X ∈ A_D(y_k∗ )} (70) (b) = Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_1)} + Pr{d(X, ĝ(f̂(X))) > D} (71) (c) = Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_1)} + ϵ, (72) P_Ŷ (y_i) = Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} (i = 2, . . . , k^∗ − 1), (73) where (a) and (b) follow from the definition of the encoder and the decoder and (c) is due to (62). Then^{10}, i^∗−1∑

i=1 P_Ŷ (y_i) = i^∗ −1∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} + ϵ < 1 − δ, (74) i^∗∑

i=1 P_Ŷ (y_i) = i^∗∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} + ϵ ≥ 1 − δ, (75) P_Ŷ (y_1) ≥ P_Ŷ (y_2) ≥ · · · ≥ P_Ŷ (y_k∗ ), (76) which imply that log i^∗ = H^δ(Ŷ ).

C. Proof of Lemma 4

First, some notations are defined.

• Let k^∗ ≥ 1 be the integer satisfying (54) and (55). • Define γ as γ := 1 − k^∗∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)}, (77) where {y_1, y_2, . . .} and A_D (y_i) are defined as in Sec. III-B. Then, it holds that γ ≤ ϵ.

• Let j^∗ ≥ 1 be the integer satisfying j^∗−1∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} < 1 − γ − δ, (78) j^∗∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} ≥ 1 − γ − δ. (79)

10If i^∗ = k^∗, the equality in (75) does not hold. However, ∑_i∗ i=1 P_Ŷ (y_i) ≥ 1 − δ is true since ∑_i∗ i=1 P_Ŷ (y_i) = 1.

DRAFT April 16, 2019

We construct the following deterministic encoder f̂_{det} : X → {0, 1}^⋆ and decoder ĝ_{det} : {0, 1}^⋆ → Y. [Encoder] 1) For x ∈ A_D(y_i) (i = 1, . . . , k^∗), set f̂_{det}(x) = w_i. 2) For x /∈ ⋃_k∗ i=1 A_D(y_i), set f̂_{det}(x) = w_1.

[Decoder] For i = 1, . . . , k^∗, set ĝ_{det}(w_i) = y_i

Now, we evaluate the excess distortion probability. From the definition of the encoder and the decoder, we have Pr{d(X, ĝ_{det}(f̂_{det}(X))) ≤ D} = k^∗∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} (80) ≥ 1 − ϵ. (81) Therefore, we have Pr{d(X, ĝ_{det}(f̂_{det}(X))) > D} ≤ ϵ.

Next, we evaluate the overflow probability. From the definition of the encoder, we have Pr{f̂_{det}(X) = w_1} = Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_1)} + γ, (82) Pr{f̂_{det}(X) = w_i} = Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} (i = 2, . . . , k^∗). (83) Setting R = ⌊log min(j^∗, k^∗)⌋, it holds that^{11} Pr { ℓ(f̂_{det}(X)) > R }

≤ 1 − j^∗∑

i=1 Pr{f̂_{det}(X) = w_i} (84)

= 1 − j^∗∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} + γ (85)

≤ 1 − ((1 − γ − δ) + γ) = δ, (86) where the last inequality is due to (79).

Therefore, the code (f̂_{det}, ĝ_{det}) is a deterministic (D, R, ϵ, δ) code with R = ⌊log min(j^∗, k^∗)⌋. Let i^∗ be the integer satisfying (52) and (53). Then, from the proof of Lemma 1, it holds that (see (67)) log i^∗ = G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X). (87) Since γ ≤ ϵ, it is easily verified that i^∗ ≤ j^∗ and i^∗ ≤ k^∗, meaning that i^∗ ≤ min(j^∗, k^∗). If i^∗ = min(j^∗, k^∗), min(j^∗, k^∗) ≤ i^∗ + 2 obviously holds. If i^∗ < min(j^∗, k^∗), we can show (Appendix C) min(j^∗, k^∗) ≤ i^∗ + 2. (88) Therefore, we have log min(j^∗, k^∗) ≤ log(i^∗ + 2) ≤ log i^∗ +

2 log e i^∗ , (89) where the rightmost inequality is due to Taylor’s expansion. Finally, combining (87) and (89), we conclude that (42) holds.

11 If R = ⌊log k^∗⌋, then Pr{ℓ(f̂_{det}(X)) > R} = 0.

IV. GENERAL CODING THEOREM A. Problem Formulation

Let X^n and Y^n be the n-th Cartesian product of X and Y, respectively. Let X^n be a random variable taking a value in X^n and x^n be a realization of X^n. The probability distribution of X^n is denoted as P_X n . A distortion measure d_n is defined as d_n : X^n × Y^n → [0, +∞). An encoder f_n : X^n → {0, 1}^⋆ is possibly stochastic and produces a non-prefix code. A decoder g_n : {0, 1}^⋆ → Y^n is deterministic.

We define an (n, D, R, ϵ, δ) code as follows.

Definition 10: Given D, R ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), a code (f_n, g_n) satisfying Pr { 1 n d_n(X^n, g_n(f_n(X^n))) > D } ≤ ϵ, (90) Pr { 1 n ℓ(f_n(X^n)) > R } ≤ δ (91) is called an (n, D, R, ϵ, δ) code.

The fundamental limits which we investigate are the following optimal rates: R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) := inf{R : ∃ an (n, D, R, ϵ, δ) code }. (92) R̃(n, D, ϵ, δ) := inf{R : ∃ a deterministic (n, D, R, ϵ, δ) code}. (93)

B. General Coding Theorem for Stochastic Codes and Deterministic Codes

The same discussion which is used to prove Theorems 1 and 2 establishes the next result on R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) and R̃(n, D, ϵ, δ). Theorem 3: For any D ≥ 0 and ϵ, δ ∈ [0, 1), we have R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) = R̃(n, D, ϵ, δ) = 1 n G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X^n) + O ( 1 n ) , (94)

where G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X^n) := inf_{PY n|Xn :} Pr{d_n(X^n,Y^n)>nD}≤ϵ H^δ(Y^n). (95)

Remark 4: In the one-shot coding regime, the results of the optimal rate between stochastic encoders and deterministic encoders are different as shown in Theorems 1 and 2. When we consider the setting of blocklength n, however, the restriction to only deterministic encoders does not change the result. This is because the additional term 2 log e/n2^{GδD,ϵ(X n)} for deterministic codes is O(1/n).

Remark 5: By combining Lemma 1 and Theorem 3, we see that the optimal rate R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) is the same regardless of the values of ϵ (the tolerable level of the excess distortion probability) and δ (the tolerable level of the overflow probability) if the sum of ϵ and δ is constant. That is, it holds that R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) = R^∗(n, D, ϵ^′, δ^′) for ϵ + δ = ϵ^′ + δ^′. This result can be seen as the lossy version of the known result in the lossless source coding; in variable-length lossless source coding allowing non-vanishing error probability, it is known that the optimal rate is the same regardless of the values of ϵ (the tolerable level of the error probability) and δ (the tolerable level of the overflow probability) if the sum of ϵ and δ is constant (see, e.g., [15, Remark 4.1]).

DRAFT April 16, 2019

V. EXAMPLE OF GENERAL CODING THEOREM: ASYMPTOTICS FOR A STATIONARY MEMORYLESS SOURCE In this section, we apply our general coding theorem for a stationary memoryless source and establish a singleletter characterization of the optimal rate R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ).

The rate-distortion function R_X (D) is defined by

R_X (D) := inf_{PY |X :} E[d(X,Y )]≤D I(X; Y ), (96)

where I(X; Y ) denotes the mutual information between X and Y . To derive the result, the following conditions are imposed:

(i) The source is stationary and memoryless.

(ii) For (x^n, y^n) ∈ X^n × Y^n, the distortion measure d_n(x^n, y^n) satisfies

d_n(x^n, y^n) = n∑ i=1 d(x_i, y_i). (97)

(iii) The infimum in (96) is achieved by P^⋆_{Y |X} .

(iv) E[(d(X, Y^⋆))^9] < ∞, where the expectation is with respect to P_X × P_Y ⋆ .^{12} (v) D_{min} < ∞, where D_{min} := inf{D : R_X (D) < ∞}.

(vi) D ∈ (D_{min}, D_{max}), where D_{max} is defined as D_{max} := min_{y∈Y} E[d(X, y)]. (vii) ϵ + δ ∈ (0, 1).

A D-tilted information of x ∈ X is defined by

ȷ_X (x, D) := log 1 E[exp{λ^⋆D − λ^⋆d(x, Y^⋆)}] , (98)

where the expectation is with respect to P_Y ⋆ and λ^⋆ := −R^′_X (D). The variance of the D-tilted information is denoted as V_X (D), i.e., V_X (D) := Var[ȷ_X (X, D)]. The quantity V_X (D) is called the rate-dispersion function [10].

Now, we are ready to state the main result. The next theorem shows the single-letter characterization of R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) for a stationary memoryless source.

Theorem 4: Under the assumptions (i) – (vii), we have R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) = R_X (D) + √ V_X (D) n Q^{−1}(ϵ + δ) + O ( log n n ) , (99)

where Q(z) is Q(z) = ∫_∞ z (1/ √ 2π)e^{− t22} dt and Q^{−1}(z) denotes its inverse function.

Proof: Let R^∗_F(n, D, ε) be the minimum rate in fixed-length lossy source coding at blocklength n under the condition that the excess distortion probability at distortion level D is less than or equal to ε. From Remark 1, it holds that (see also, e.g., [9] and [15]) R^∗(n, D, ε, 0) = R^∗_F(n, D, ε) + O ( 1 n ) . (100)

12 In this paper, Y^⋆ is a random variable taking a value in Y whose distribution P_Y ⋆ is the marginal of P^⋆_{Y |X} P_X .

Regarding R^∗_F(n, D, ε), the next theorem has been established, which characterizes R^∗_F(n, D, ε) by the ratedistortion function R_X (D) and the rate-dispersion function V_X (D).

Theorem 5 ([10]): Under the assumptions (i) – (vi) and the assumption ε ∈ (0, 1), we have R^∗_F(n, D, ε) = R_X (D) + √ V_X (D) n Q^{−1}(ε) + O ( log n n ) . (101) Now, we can derive (99) as follows: R^∗(n, D, ϵ, δ) (a) = R^∗(n, D, ϵ + δ, 0) (102) (b) = R_X (D) + √ V_X (D) n Q^{−1}(ϵ + δ) + O ( log n n ) , (103) where (a) is due to Theorem 3 and Lemma 1 (see Remark 5), and (b) follows from (100) and Theorem 5.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS We have discussed the problem of variable-length lossy source coding under the criteria of the excess distortion probability and the overflow probability of codeword lengths. We have derived the non-asymptotic (one-shot) and asymptotic fundamental limits of the optimal rates by using a new quantity based on the smooth max entropy.

One of the contributions of this study is the explicit code construction based on the distortion D-ball centered at y (i.e., (44)) in the proof of the achievability results. It should be noted that this technique is useful for other problems. For example, we have applied this technique to the problem of variable-length lossy source coding under the criteria of the normalized cumulant generating function of codeword lengths (see [20]) and the problem of guessing subject to distortion (see [22]).

APPENDIX A PROOF OF LEMMA 1 Lemma 1 can be readily shown by the argument proceeded in the proof of achievability result described in Sec.

III-B. More precisely, from the definition of i^∗ (see (52) and (53)), it is easy to see that log i^∗ only depends on ϵ + δ. Combining this fact and (67), we obtain the desired result.

APPENDIX B PROOF OF LEMMA 5 To show (68), the following lemma is useful. Lemma 6: If P_Y † which is induced by P_Y †_{|X} satisfying Pr{d(X, Y^†) > D} ≤ ϵ (104) majorizes any P_Ỹ which is induced by P_{Ỹ |X} satisfying Pr{d(X, Ỹ ) > D} ≤ ϵ, (105)

DRAFT April 16, 2019

then it holds that

H^δ(Y^†) = G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X). (106)

Proof: The lemma follows from the fact that the smooth max entropy is a Schur concave function and the definition of G^δ_{D,ϵ}(X).

In view of Lemma 6, we shall show that P_Ŷ majorizes any P_Ỹ induced by P_{Ỹ |X} satisfying Pr{d(X, Ỹ ) > D} ≤ ϵ. To show this fact, suppose the following condition:

(♠) There exists a P_Ỹ satisfying Pr{d(X, Ỹ ) > D} ≤ ϵ but not being majorized by P_Ŷ .

Assuming (♠), we shall show a contradiction.

Let y_{π(1)} give the largest P_Ỹ (y) in Y, y_{π(2)} give the largest P_Ỹ (y) in Y \ {y_{π(1)}}, y_{π(3)} give the largest P_Ỹ (y) in Y \ {y_{π(1)}, y_{π(2)}}, etc. That is,

P_Ỹ (y_{π(1)}) ≥ P_Ỹ (y_{π(2)}) ≥ · · · ≥ P_Ỹ (y_{π(k}∗_)) (107) and P_Ỹ (y_{π(k}∗_)) ≥ P_Ỹ (y_{π(i)}) (108)

for all i = k^∗ + 1, k^∗ + 2, . . . . Considering the fact that the support of P_Ŷ is {1, 2, . . . , k^∗} and the assumption (♠), we can say that there exists a j_0 ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k^∗ − 1} satisfying

j_0∑

i=1 (P_Ỹ (y_{π(i)}) − P_Ŷ (y_i)) > 0. (109)

On the other hand, the excess distortion probability under P_X P_{Ỹ |X} is evaluated as Pr{d(X, Ỹ ) > D} ≥ ∑ x∈X j_0∑

i=1 P_X (x)P_{Ỹ |X} (y_{π(i)}|x)I{d(x, y_{π(i)}) > D} (110)

= ∑ x∈X j_0∑

i=1 P_X (x)P_{Ỹ |X} (y_{π(i)}|x) − ∑ x∈X j_0∑

i=1 P_X (x)P_{Ỹ |X} (y_{π(i)}|x)I{x ∈ B_D(y_{π(i)})} (111)

= j_0∑

i=1 P_Ỹ (y_{π(i)}) − ∑ x∈X P_X (x)

j_0∑

i=1 P_{Ỹ |X} (y_{π(i)}|x)I{x ∈ B_D(y_{π(i)})} (112)

≥ j_0∑

i=1 P_Ỹ (y_{π(i)}) − Pr { X ∈ j_0⋃

i=1 B_D(y_{π(i)}) } , (113)

where I{·} is the indicator function and the last inequality is due to

j_0∑

i=1 P_{Ỹ |X} (y_{π(i)}|x)I{x ∈ B_D(y_{π(i)})} ≤ I { x ∈ j_0⋃

i=1 B_D(y_{π(i)}) } (114) for all x ∈ X . For the second term in (113), it holds that Pr { X ∈ j_0⋃

i=1 B_D(y_{π(i)})

}_{(a)} ≤ Pr { X ∈ j_0⋃

i=1 B_D(y_i) } (115) (b) = j_0∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} (116) (c) = j_0∑

i=1 P_Ŷ (y_i) − ϵ, (117) where (a) follows from the definition of y_i, (b) follows from (49) and (50), and (c) follows from (72) and (73). Plugging (117) into (113) gives Pr{d(X, Ỹ ) > D} ≥ j_0∑

i=1 (P_Ỹ (y_{π(i)}) − P_Ŷ (y_i)) + ϵ (118) > ϵ, (119) where the last inequality is due to (109). This is a contradiction to the fact that Pr{d(X, Ỹ ) > D} ≤ ϵ.

APPENDIX C PROOF OF (88) The first step to show (88) is the following inequality: j^∗∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} − i^∗∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} (a) ≤ 1 − γ − δ + Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_j∗ )} − (1 − ϵ − δ) (120) = Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_j∗ )} + ϵ − γ (121) (b) ≤ Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_j∗ )} + Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i∗_{+1})}, (122) where (a) follows from (53) and (78) and (b) follows from ϵ − γ ≤ ( 1 − k^∗−1∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i)} ) − ( 1 − k^∗∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} ) (123) = Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_k∗ )} (124) ≤ Pr{X ∈ A_D(y_i∗_{+1})}, (125) where the last inequality is due to i^∗ < min(j^∗, k^∗).

Inequality (122) is equivalent to j^∗−1∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)} ≤ i^∗+1∑

i=1 Pr{X ∈ A_D (y_i)}. (126) Thus, we obtain j^∗ − 1 ≤ i^∗ + 1, implying that min(j^∗, k^∗) ≤ i^∗ + 2.

DRAFT April 16, 2019

REFERENCES

[1] T. A. Courtade and S. Verdú, “Variable-length lossy compression and channel coding: non-asymptotic converses via cumulant generating functions,” Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Honolulu, HI, USA, pp. 2499–2503, June–July 2014.

[2] A. Feinstein, “A new basic theorem of information theory,” IRE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 4, pp. 2–22, Sept. 1954. [3] T. S. Han, Information-Spectrum Methods in Information Theory, Berlin, Germany: Springer-Verlag, 2003. [4] S. Ihara and M. Kubo, “Error exponent for coding of memoryless Gaussian sources with a fidelity criterion,” IEICE Trans. Fundamentals, vol. E83-A, no. 10, pp. 1891–1897, Oct. 2000.

[5] A. Ingber and Y. Kochman, “The dispersion of lossy source coding,” Proc. Data Compression Conference (DCC), Snowbird, UT, pp.53–62, Mar. 2011.

[6] H. Koga, “Characterization of the smooth Rényi entropy using majorization,” Proc. IEEE Information Theory Workshop (ITW), Seville, Spain, pp. 1–5, Sept. 2013.

[7] I. Kontoyiannis, “Pointwise redundancy in lossy data compression and universal lossy data compression,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 46, no. 1, pp. 136–152, Jan. 2000.

[8] I. Kontoyiannis and J. Zhang, “Arbitrary source models and Bayesian codebooks in rate-distortion theory,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory,vol. 48, no. 8, pp. 2276–2290, Aug. 2002.

[9] I. Kontoyiannis and S. Verdú, “Optimal lossless data compression: non-asymptotics and asymptotics,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 60 no.

2, pp. 777–795, Feb. 2014.

[10] V. Kostina and S. Verdú, “Fixed-length lossy compression in the finite blocklegth regime,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 58, no. 6, pp.

3309–3338, June 2012.

[11] V. Kostina, “Lossy data compression: nonasymptotic fundamental limits,” Ph.D. dissertation, Dept. Elec. Eng., Princeton University, 2013. [12] V. Kostina, Y. Polyanskiy, and S. Verdú, “Variable-length compression allowing errors,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 61, no. 8, pp.

4316–4330, Aug. 2015.

[13] K. Marton, “Error exponent for source coding with a fidelity criterion,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 197–199, Mar. 1974. [14] R. Nomura and H. Yagi, “Variable-length lossy source coding allowing some probability of union of overflow and excess distortion,” Proc.

IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Barcelona, Spain, pp. 2958–2962, July 2016.

[15] R. Nomura and H. Yagi, “Overflow probability of variable-length codes allowing non-vanishing error probability,” Proc. IEEE Information Theory Workshop (ITW), Kaohsiung, Taiwan, pp. 589–593, Nov. 2017.

[16] R. Renner and S. Wolf, “Smooth Rényi entropy and applications,” Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Chicago, USA, page 232, June-July 2004.

[17] S. Saito and T. Matsushima, “Threshold of overflow probability using smooth max-entropy in lossless fixed-to-variable length source coding for general sources,” IEICE Trans. Fundamentals, vol. E99-A, no. 12, pp. 2286–2290, Dec. 2016.

[18] S. Saito and T. Matsushima, “Threshold of overflow probability in terms of smooth max-entropy for variable-length compression allowing errors,” Proc. Int. Symp. Inf. Theory and Its Applications (ISITA), Monterey, California, USA, Oct.–Nov. 2016.

[19] S. Saito, H. Yagi, and T. Matsushima, “Variable-length lossy compression allowing positive overflow and excess distortion probabilities,” Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Aachen, Germany, pp. 1568–1572, June 2017.

[20] S. Saito and T. Matsushima, “Cumulant generating function of codeword lengths in variable-length lossy compression allowing positive excess distortion probability,” Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Vail, Colorado, USA, pp. 881–885, June 2018.

[21] S. Saito, H. Yagi, and T. Matsushima, “New results on variable-length lossy compression allowing positive overflow and excess distortion probabilities,” Proc. Int. Symp. Inf. Theory and Its Applications (ISITA), Singapore, pp. 359 – 363, Oct. 2018.

[22] S. Saito and T. Matsushima, “Non-asymptotic and asymptotic fundamental limits of guessing subject to distortion,” [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.06190.

[23] T. Uyematsu, “A new unified method for fixed-length source coding problems of general sources,” IEICE Trans. Fundamentals, vol. E93-A, no. 11, pp. 1868–1877, Nov. 2010.

[24] T. Uyematsu, “Relating source coding and resolvability: a direct approach,” Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Austin, USA, pp.

1350–1354, June 2010.

[25] T. Weissman and N. Merhav, “Tradeoffs between the excess-code-length exponent and the excess-distortion exponent in lossy source coding,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 48, no. 2, pp. 396–415, Feb. 2002.

[26] H. Yagi and R. Nomura, “Variable-length coding with epsilon-fidelity criteria for general sources,” Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Hong Kong, China, pp. 2181–2185, June 2015.

Shota Saito received the B.E. degree, the M.E. degree, and the Ph.D. degree in applied mathematics from Waseda University, Tokyo, Japan, in 2013, 2015, and 2018, respectively.

From 2018, he is an Assistant Professor at the Department of Applied Mathematics, Waseda University, Tokyo, Japan. His research interests include information theory and its applications.

Dr. Saito is a recipient of IEEE IT Society Japan Chapter Young Researcher Best Paper Award and Student Paper Award in the 2016 International Symposium on Information Theory and Its Applications (ISITA 2016). He also won 2016 Waseda University Azusa Ono Memorial Award (Academic).

Hideki Yagi received the B.E. degree, the M.E. degree, and the Ph.D. degree in industrial and management systems engineering from Waseda University, Tokyo, Japan in 2001, 2003, and 2005, respectively.

He is currently an Associate Professor at the Department of Computer & Network Engineering, The University of Electro-Communications, Tokyo, Japan. He was with Media Network Center, Waseda University as a Research Associate from 2005 to 2007, and an Assistant Professor from 2007 to 2008. In the winter of 2008 and from July, 2010 to January, 2011, he was a Visiting Fellow at Princeton University. His research interests include multi-user information and coding theory and information theoretic security.

Dr. Yagi is a member of the Institute of Electronics, Information and Communication Engineering (IEICE) and a member of the Research Institute of Signal Processing (RISP).

Toshiyasu Matsushima received the B.E. degree, the M.E. degree, and the Ph.D. degree in Industrial Engineering and Management from Waseda University, Tokyo, Japan, in 1978, 1980 and 1991, respectively.

From 1980 to 1986, he joined NEC Corporation, Kanagawa, Japan. From 1989 to 1993, he was a Lecturer at the Department of Management Information, Yokohama College of Commerce. From 1993, he was an Associate Professor, and from 1996 to 2007 a Professor at the Department of Industrial and Management System Engineering, Waseda University. Since 2007, he has been a Professor at the Department of Applied Mathematics, Waseda University. From 2001 to 2002, he was a visiting researcher at the Department of Electrical Engineering, University of Hawaii, USA. From 2011 to 2012, he was a visiting scalar at the Department of Statistics, University of California, Berkeley, USA. His research interests are information theory, statistics, learning theory, and their applications.

Dr. Matsushima is a fellow of the Institute of Electronics, Information and Communication Engineering (IEICE) and a member of the Japan Society for Quality Control, the Japan Industrial Management Association, and the Japan Society for Artificial Intelligence.

DRAFT April 16, 2019