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Abstract

We consider the k-user successive refinement problem with causal decoder side information and derive an exponential strong
converse theorem. The rate-distortion region for the problem can be derived as a straightforward extension of the two-user case
by Maor and Merhav (2008). We show that for any rate-distortion tuple outside the rate-distortion region of the k-user successive
refinement problem with causal decoder side information, the joint excess-distortion probability approaches one exponentially
fast. Our proof follows by judiciously adapting the recently proposed strong converse technique by Oohama using the information
spectrum method, the variational form of the rate-distortion region and Holder’s inequality. The lossy source coding problem
with causal decoder side information considered by El Gamal and Weissman is a special case (k = 1) of the current problem.
Therefore, the exponential strong converse theorem for the El Gamal and Weissman problem follows as a corollary of our result.

I. INTRODUCTION

We consider the k-user successive refinement problem with causal decoder side information shown in Figure 1, which we
refer to as the k-user causal successive refinement problem. The decoders aim to recover the source sequence based on the
encoded symbols and causally available private side information sequences. Specifically, given the source sequence X", each
encoder f; where j € {1,...,k} compresses X" into a codeword S;. At time 7 € {1,...,n}, foreach j € {1,...,k}, the j-th
user aims to recover the i-th source symbol using the codewords from encoders (fi, ..., f;), the side information up to time
i and a decoding function ¢, ;, i.e., )A(M = ¢;:(51,...,55,Yj1,...,Y;;). Finally, at time n, for all j € {1,...,k}, the j-th
user outputs the source estimate X ; which, under a distortion measure d;, is required to be less than or equal to a specified
distortion level D;.

This problem was first considered by Maor and Merhav in [I] who fully characterized the rate-distortion region for the
two-user version. Maor and Merhav showed that, unlike the case with non-causal side information [2], no special structure
e.g., degradedness, is required between the side information Y;" and Y3'. However, Maor and Merhav only presented a weak
converse in [1]. In this paper, we strengthen the result in [1] by providing an exponential strong converse theorem for the k-user
causal successive refinement problem, which states that the joint excess-distortion probability approaches one exponentially
fast if the rate-distortion tuple falls outside the rate-distortion region.

A. Related Works

We first briefly summarize existing works on the successive refinement problem. The successive refinement problem was
first considered by Equitz and Cover [3] and by Koshelev [4] who considered necessary and sufficient conditions for a
source-distortion triple to be successively refinable. Rimoldi [5] fully characterized the rate-distortion region of the successive
refinement problem under the joint excess-distortion probability criterion while Kanlis and Narayan [6] derived the excess-
distortion exponent in the same setting. The second-order asymptotic analysis of No and Weissman [7], which provides
approximations to finite blocklength performance and implies strong converse theorems, was derived under the marginal
excess-distortion probabilities criteria. This analysis was extended to the joint excess-distortion probability criterion by Zhou,
Tan and Motani [8]. Other frameworks for successive refinement decoding include [9]-[12].

The study of source coding with causal decoder side information was initiated by Weissman and El Gamal in [13] where
they derived the rate-distortion function for the lossy source coding problem with causal side information at the decoders (i.e.,
k =1, see also [14, Chapter 11.2]). Subsequently, Timo and Vellambi [15] characterized the rate-distortion regions of the Gu-
Effros two-hop network [16] and the Gray-Wyner problem [17] with causal decoder side information; Maor and Merhav [18]
derived the rate-distortion region for the successive refinement of the Heegard-Berger problem [19] with causal side information
available at the decoders; Chia and Weissman [20] considered the cascade and triangular source coding problem with causal
decoder side information. However, to the best of our knowledge, no strong converse theorems exist for these problems.

As the information spectrum method will be used in this paper to derive an exponential strong converse theorem for the
causal successive refinement problem, we briefly summarize the previous applications of this method to network information
theory problems. In [21]-[23], Oohama used this method to derive exponential strong converses for the lossless source coding
problem with one-helper [24], [25] (i.e., the Wyner-Ahlswede-Korner (WAK) problem), the asymmetric broadcast channel
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problem [26], and the Wyner-Ziv problem [27] respectively. Furthermore, Oohama’s information spectrum method was also
used to derive exponential strong converse theorems for content identification with lossy recovery [28] by Zhou, Tan, Yu and
Motani [29] and for Wyner’s common information problem under the total variation distance measure [30] by Yu and Tan [31].

B. Main Contribution and Challenges

We consider the k-user causal successive refinement problem and present an exponential strong converse theorem. For given
rates and blocklength, define the joint excess-distortion probability as the probability that either decoder incurs a distortion
level greater than the specified distortion level (see (3)) and define the non-excess-distortion probability as the probability that
all decoders satisfy the specified distortion levels (see (24)). Our proof proceeds as follows. First, we derive a non-asymptotic
converse (finite blocklength upper) bound on the non-excess-distortion probability of any code for the k-user causal successive
refinement problem using the information spectrum method. Subsequently, by using Cramér’s inequality and the variational
formulation of the rate-distortion region, we show that the non-excess-distortion probability decays exponentially fast to zero
as the blocklength tends to infinity if the rate-distortion tuple falls outside the rate-distortion region of the causal successive
refinement problem.

As far as we are aware, this paper is the first to establish a strong converse theorem for any lossy source coding problem
with causal decoder side information. Furthermore, our methods can be used to derive exponential strong converse theorems
for other lossy source coding problems with causal decoder side information discussed in Section I-A. In particular, since the
lossy source coding problems with causal decoder side information in [1], [13] are special cases of the k-user causal successive
refinement problem, the exponential strong converse theorems for the problems in [1], [13] follow as a corollary of our result.

In order to establish the strong converse in this paper, we must overcome several major technical challenges. The main
difficulty lies in the fact that for the causal successive refinement problem, the side information is available to the decoder
causally instead of non-causally. This causal nature of the side information makes the design of the decoder much more
complicated and involved, which complicates the analysis of the excess-distortion probability. We find that classical strong
converse techniques like the image size characterization [32] and the perturbation approach [33] cannot lead to a strong converse
theorem due to the above-mentioned difficulty. However, it is possible that other approaches different from ours can be used
to obtain a strong converse theorem for the current problem. For example, it is interesting to explore whether two recently
proposed strong converse techniques in [34], [35] can be used for this purpose considering the fact that the methods in [34], [35]
have been successfully applied to problems including the Wyner-Ziv problem [27] and the Wyner-Ahlswede-Korner (WAK)
problem [24], [25].

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND EXISTING RESULTS
Notation

Random variables and their realizations are in upper (e.g., X) and lower case (e.g., x) respectively. Sets are denoted in
calligraphic font (e.g., X'). We use X° to denote the complement of X and use X™ := (X1,...,X,) to denote a random
vector of length n. Furthermore, given any j € [n], we use X"V to denote (X1,..., X, 1, X;41,...,X"). We use R, and
N to denote the set of positive real numbers and integers respectively. Given two integers a and b, we use [a : b] to denote
the set of all integers between a and b and use [a] to denote [1 : a]. The set of all probability distributions on X is denoted
as P(X) and the set of all conditional probability distributions from X to ) is denoted as P(Y|X). For information-theoretic
quantities such as entropy and mutual information, we follow the notation in [32]. In particular, when the joint distribution of
(X,Y) is Pxy € P(X x)), we use I(Px, Py|x) and I(X;Y) interchangeably.

A. Problem Formulation

Let k € N be a fixed finite integer and let Pxy be a joint probability mass function (pmf) on the finite alphabet X" X
(11 ik Y;) with its marginals denoted in the customary way, e.g., Px, Pxy;. Throughout the paper, we consider memoryless

sources (X", Y7",...,Y"), which are generated i.i.d. according to Pxy«. Let PE'J- be the alphabet of the reproduced source
symbol for user j € [k]. Recall the encoder-decoder system model for the k-user causal successive refinement problem in
Figure 1.

A formal definition of a code for the causal successive refinement problem is as follows.

Definition 1. An (n, M, ..., My)-code for the causal successive refinement problem consists of

e k encoding functions
Fio X" M, ={1,...,M;}, j € [k], (1)
e and kn decoding functions: for each i € [n]

i ([ M) x V)" — &, 5 € [K]. 2

le(4]
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Fig. 1. Encoder-decoder system model for the k-user successive refinement problem with causal decoder side information at time ¢ € [n]. Each encoder f;
where j € [k] compresses the source information into codewords .S;. Given accumulated side information (Y 1,...,Yj ;) and the codewords (S1,...,S;),
decoder ¢; ; reproduces the i-th source symbol as X j,i- At time n, for j € [k], the estimate XJ” for user j is required to satisfy distortion constraint D;
under a distortion measure d;.

For j € [k], let dj : X' x PE'J- — [0, 00) be a distortion measure. Given the source sequence x™ and a reproduced version Z7,
we measure the distortion between them using the additive distortion measure d; (2", 27) := 1 Zie[n] d;(z;,%;,). To evaluate

the performance of an (n, M, ..., My)-code for the causal successive refinement problem, given distortion specified levels
(D1,...,Dy), we consider the following joint excess-distortion probability

PU)(Dy,...,Dy) :=Pr{3j € [k] s.t. d;(X", X}") > D;}. 3)
For ease of notation, throughout the paper, we use D* to denote (D1, ..., D), M* to denote (M, ..., My) and R* to denote
(R17 SRR Rk)

Given ¢ € (0, 1), the e-rate-distortion region for the k-user causal successive refinement problem is defined as follows.

Definition 2. Given any ¢ € (0,1), a rate-distortion tuple (R, D¥) is said to be c-achievable if there exists a sequence of
(n, M*)-codes such that

1
lim sup - log M1 < Ry, 4)
n— o0
1
limsup —logM; < R; — Z Ry, V je2:k], ®)
n—oo N le[j-1]
lim sup P(™ (DF) < e. (6)
n— o0

The closure of the set of all e-achievable rate-distortion tuples is called the e-rate-distortion region and is denoted as R(e).

Note that in Definition 2, I; is the sum rate of the first j decoders. Using Definition 2, the rate-distortion region for the
problem is defined as

R:= (] Rl (7

e€(0,1)

B. Existing Results

For the two-user causal successive refinement problem, the rate-distortion region was fully characterized by Maor and
Merhav [1, Theorem 1]. With slight generalization, the result can be extended to k-user case.
For j € [k], let W, be a random variable taking values in a finite alphabet WW;. For simplicity, throughout the paper, we let

T:=(X,YF, Wk X*), (8)

and let (¢,7) be a particular realization of T and its alphabet set, respectively.
Define the following set of joint distributions:

Pr = {QT €P(T): Qxyr = Pxyr, WF =X =YY" [Wy| <|X|+3, and V j € [K] :
wil <121 TT l) + 1 %5 = 6;(07,%;) for some 65« ( [T W) x 35 = & }. )

le[j—1] leld]



Given any joint distribution Q7 € P(T ), define the following set of rate-distortion tuples
R(Qr) = {(RkaDk) : R > 1(Qx,Qw, x), D1 > E[di(X, (W1, Y1))], and V j € [2: k] :
> Ri>IQx w1, Qw, xwi—1[Qw, ), Dj > E[d;(X, @(Wﬂ‘,Yj))]}- (10)
lelj=1]
Maor and Merhav [1] defined the following information theoretical sets of rate-distortion tuples
U R@n). (11)
QrepP*

Theorem 1. The rate-distortion region for the causal successive refinement problem satisfies

R =R* (12)
We remark that in [1], Maor and Merhav considered the average distortion criterion for k£ = 2, i.e.,
lim sup E[d; (X", X7)] < Dy, V j € [K], (13)
n— o0

instead of the vanishing joint excess-distortion probability criterion (see (6)) in Definition 2. However, with slight modification
to the proof of [1], it can be verified (see Appendix A) that the rate-distortion region R under the vanishing joint excess-
distortion probability criterion, is identical to the rate-distortion region R* derived by Maor and Merhav under the average
distortion criterion.

Theorem 1 implies that if a rate-distortion tuple falls outside the rate-distortion region, i.e., (R*, D¥) ¢ R, then the excess-
distortion probability Pg") (D*) is bounded away from zero. We strengthen the converse proof of Theorem 1 by showing that
if (R¥, D*) ¢ R, then the excess-distortion probability Pé”’ (D*) approaches one exponentially fast as the blocklength n tends
to infinity.

III. MAIN RESULTS
A. Preliminaries

In this subsection, we present necessary definitions and a key lemma before stating our main result.
Define the following set of distributions

Q= {Qr e P(T) : Wj| < (|X|VI| 2| %] a])’, ¥ j € [K]}. (14)
Given any (i, a®, 8%) € Ry x [0,1]?* such that
> (e +8) =1, (15)
i€ [k]

for any Q1 € Q, define the following linear combination of log likelihoods

Wi\

k k N E\1 .
wg"ak’ﬁk)(t) lo QX(:C)—i-log QY’“\XW’C(?J |z, w )+1og Qxyk\lwk\l\ylwlxl(xvy ) ly1, w1, 1)

T ' Px(f) PYk\X(yk|x) QXYk\lwk\l\Ylwl (I,yk\l,wk\”yl,wﬂ

Px (z)

+ Z 1 QXJ“XY’CW’@)A(jfl(‘%j|x7yk7wk7i‘]_l)

A - + pay log
QXj\y.Wj (Ij |yja wj)

JE[2:K]

n Z ua] QXIWJ x|w " Z ﬁ7 CC CC7 (16)

1 Z’LUJ 1
eml QX\WJ (z| s

k
Given any 0 € R and any Q7 € Q, define the minus cumulant generating function of wg atp )() as

Q"8 (Qr) i= —logEqgy [exp (- 62" 7(T))]. (17)
Furthermore, define the minimal minus cumulant generating function over distributions in Q as

QO:mat 85 . QHTliGHQ Q(e’”’ak’ﬁk)(QT). (18)

Finally, given any rate-distortion tuple (R*, D*), define

m(o‘k’ﬁk)(Rk,Dk) =a1 R + p1D1 + Z (o (R; — Z Ri) +B;Dj) (19)
jE[2:k] le[j—-1]



Q(G)H)akvﬂk) — euﬁ(ak,ﬁk)(Rk, Dk})
1+ 2k +2)0 + > e 2010y

F(RF, D*) = sup FOma® 55 Rk DY, 1)
(9,u,ak,5k)eij[0,1]%: (15)

F@mat B (Rl Dk .— (20)

With the above definitions, we have the following lemma establishing the properties of the exponent function F(R*, D¥).

Lemma 2. The following claims hold.
(i) For any rate-distortion tuple outside the rate-distortion region, i.e., (Rk, Dk) ¢ R, we have
F(R*,D*) >0, (22)
(ii) For any rate-distortion tuple inside the rate-distortion region, i.e., (R*, D¥) € R, we have
F(RF,D¥) =0. (23)

The proof of Lemma 2 is inspired by [23, Property 4], [29, Lemma 2] and is given in Section V. As will be shown in Theorem
3, the exponent function F'(R*, D¥) is a lower bound on the exponent of the probability of non-excess-distortion probability
for the k-user causal successive refinement problem. Thus, Claim (i) in Lemma 2 is crucial to establish the exponential strong
converse theorem which states that the excess-distortion probability (see (3)) approaches one exponentially fast with respect
to the blocklength of the source sequences.

B. Main Result

Define the probability of non-excess-distortion as

PM(DF) =1 - P (D*) =Pr{V j € [k], d;(X",X}") < D;}. (24)
Theorem 3. Given any (n, M*)-code for the k-user causal successive refinement problem such that
log My <nRy,and V j € [2: k], logM; <n(R;— > Ri), (25)
le[j—1]

we have the following non-asymptotic upper bound on the probability of non-excess-distortion
P (DF) < (2k 4 3) exp(—nF (R, D*)). (26)

The proof of Theorem 3 is given in Section IV. Several remarks are in order.

First, our result is non-asymptotic, i.e., the bound in (26) holds for any n € N. In order to prove Theorem 3, we adapt the
recently proposed strong converse technique by Oohama [23] to analyze the probability of non-excess-distortion probability.
We ﬁist kobtain a non-asymptotic upper bound using the information spectrum of log-likelihoods involved in the definition of
wg‘T’o‘ A (see (16)) and then apply Cramér’s bound on large deviations (see e.g., [29, Lemma 13]) to obtain an exponential
type non-asymptotic upper bound. Subsequently, we apply the recursive method [23] and proceed similarly as in [29] to obtain
the desired result. Our method can also be used to establish similar results for other source coding problems with causal
decoder side information [15], [18], [20].

Second, we believe that classical strong converse techniques including the image size characterization [32] and the perturba-
tion approach [33] cannot lead to the strong converse theorem for the causal successive refinement problem. The main obstacle
is that the side information is available causally and thus complicates the decoding analysis significantly.

Invoking Lemma 2 and Theorem 3, we conclude that the exponent on the right hand side of (26) is positive if and only if
the rate-distortion tuple is outside the rate-distortion region, which implies the following exponential strong converse theorem.

Theorem 4. For any sequence of (n, M*)-codes satisfying the rate constraints in (25), given any distortion levels D¥, we have
that if (R¥, D¥) ¢ R, then the probability of correct decoding Pgn)(Dk) decays exponentially fast to zero as the blocklength
of the source sequences tends to infinity.

As a result of Theorem 4, we conclude that for every € € (0, 1), the e-rate distortion region (see Definition 2) satisfies that
R(e) = R, 27)

i.e., strong converse holds for the k-user causal successive refinement problem. Using the strong converse theorem and Marton’s
change-of-measure technique [36], similarly to [29, Theorem 5], we can also derive an upper bound on the exponent of the
excess-distortion probability. Furthermore, applying the one-shot techniques in [37], we can also establish a non-asymptotic
achievability bound. Applying the Berry-Esseen theorem to the achievability bound and analyzing the non-asymptotic converse
bound in Theorem 3, similarly to [23], we conclude that the backoff from the rate-distortion region at finite blocklength scales
on the order of @(\/lﬁ) However, nailing down the exact second-order asymptotics [38], [39] is challenging and is left for
future work.

Our main results in Lemma 2, Theorems 3 and 4 can be specialized to the settings in [1], [13] with kK = 1 and k& = 2
respectively.




IV. PROOF OF THE NON-ASYMPTOTIC CONVERSE BOUND (THEOREM 3)

A. Preliminaries

Given any (n, M*)-code with encoding functions (f1, ..., f) and and decoding functions {(¢1,;, ..., Pr.i) }ic[n)» We define
the following induced conditional distributions: for each j € [k],

P 1xn(sjl™) = Us; = f3(2")}, (28)

PX?‘Sjyjn(fcﬂsj,y") = H 1{%1 ¢, (s 7yi)}- (29

For simplicity, in the following, we let
G:= (X", Y",... Y, 8k Xr XD, (30)

and let (g, G) be a particular realization and the alphabet of G respectively. With above definitions, we have that the distribution
P satisfies that for any g € G,

PG(g) = ;Y’C(xnvy?v"'vyg)( H PSj\X"(Sj|x H Py "|SJY" '|Sj7yn))' (31)
JE[K] JE[K]
In the remaining part of this section, all distributions denoted by P are induced by the joint dlstrlbutlon Pg.
For simplicity, glven any (z y) [n] x [k], we use ij to denote (Yj1,...,Y;,) and we use Y;";' to denote (Y14, ..., Yi.i).
Similarly, we use VV1 7 and X . For each i € [n], let auxiliary random variables be W ; := (XZ Y }/117,11'—1’ . k 1 1.S1)

and W;; = S; forall j € [2: k] Note that as a function of ¢ € [n], the Markov chain (Wlk N =X, — (Y, Zi) holds under
Pg. Throughout the paper, for each i € [n], we let

T; = (X3, YV WELXED), (32)

32

and let (¢;,7;) be a particular realization and the alphabet of T, respectively.
For each i € [n], let Qc,|p, be arbitrary distributions where C; € 7; and D; € 7;. Given any positive real number 7, define
the following subsets of G:

Qx, (zi)
=1g:0> =Y log LY } 33
{g:0 Z B o) " (33)
ki ki
1 Qy ki JWh (yl.,)i|xl7w1 i)
By i— {g 0> = 3 log —a T T —n}, (34)
" iem Py x (y1); i)
Qx,y* YEWEI YL Wi X (@i, y§Z7w§Z|y1 iy Wiy $1,7)
Bs :{g O>—Zlog —n} (35)
PXJ’“ SWE YW, I(Iu yz szz i |7J1 i W1,4)
QX kalwk}lxj 11(.%'“|$C1,y11 wfz,i{zll)
34_{9 O>—Zl i Xe —n,Vj€[2:k]}, (36)
16[ ] PX] iYW (%5,i1y5.4, wl,i)
Px,jw,., (xilwi,i)
Bs = Ry > — log ————— " — 37
5° {g 1 Z Px (@) ne (37
ze[n]
X (Wi 1(I1|w ) )
Bs:=39:Rj— ZR;>—Zlg —n, Vji€[2:k (38)
lG] 1] PX1|WJ 11(:1:1|w11 )
Br = {g :Dj; > — Z logexp(d;(xi, %)), Vi€ [k]} (39)
ze[n]
B. Proof Steps
Lemma 5. For any (n, M¥)-code satisfying (25), given any distortion levels DF, we have
PUDY) < Pr{ () Bi} + (2K +2) exp(—nm). (40)

1€[7)

The proof of Lemma 5 is given in Appendix B and divided into two steps. First, we derive a n-letter non-asymptotic upper
bound which holds for certain arbitrary n-letter auxiliary distributions. Subsequently, we single-letterize the derived bound by
proper choice of auxiliary distributions and careful decomposition of induced distributions of Pg.



For simplicity, in the following, we will use P; to denote Pr, and use @); to denote Q7,. Given any x4 € Ry and any
(o, B¥) € [0,1]?* satisfying (15), define

ki ki ki .
Qx, (i) QY{ff\Xz'Wf,f (g1l wy; I QXA/’“ FWEYL W X, (i, Y W [yn,6 Wiy B1,)

168 () =
i Pi v . ki
Px () Pyrx (y; i) Py Yk,iwmlyuwu(xl,yQZ,MQZ|y11,w11)
ki ~j—1,i a
( H | Qiji‘X Yk 1Wk e 1(:17J z|«r17yl zawl lyle i )) P;z |1VV (:1:1-|w171-)
x MO .
€2 Py awis (&5.ilyj.i, w]’) P ()
pred (x|w )
XiIWJ:,Z ? 1 ’L
x( i | 1‘(x_|w ))exp( S Bid;(@i, 25) ) 1)
JE[2:K] Xi\W{;“ Rl W JE[K]
Furthermore, given any non-negative real number A € R, define
k pk
Q"B ([P, Qibien) = —TogE | exp (= A Y log 3157 (T)] (42)
i€[n]

Recall the definition of n(o‘kﬁk)(Rk, Dk) in (19). Using Cramér’s bound [29, Lemma 13], we obtain the following non-
asymptotic exponential type upper bound on the probability of non-excess-distortion, whose proof is given in in Appendix
D.

Lemma 6. For any (n, M*)-code satisfying the conditions in Lemma 5, given any distortion levels D*, we have
y \n, 8 8 y

Lo B P QY icin) — Aur@" 85 (RE DF
P§">(D’f)§(2k+3)exp<—n” (P Qi iem) = Aar Cint )). 43)
L+ AE 42+ e Hey)
Furthermore, let
QI (P Y = inf sup QI ({P Qidiep)- (44)
"EN{QiYietn
Given any (\, 1, a*) € R2 x [0,1]* such that
Ak + ) pay) < 1, (45)
JElk]
let
A
0 := . (46)
L= KX =3 e Aoy
then we have
0
= i 47)
14+ k0 + Zje[k] Opo;
The following lemma which relates Q(’\’”’O‘k’ﬂk)({ﬂ}ie[n] with Q(@:#:2"8%) (recall (18)) is crucial.
Lemma 7. Given any (\, u,o*, B*) € R3 x [0,1]% satisfying (15) and (45), we have that for 0 defined in (46),
Q6.p.0",6%)
Q(A wak, gk )({p }ze[n]) n (48)

TR0+ Opa
The proof of Lemma 7 is given in Appendix E. In the proof of Lemma 7, we apply Holder’s inequality and the recursive
method used in [23].

Combining Lemmas 6 and 7, we conclude that for any (n, M*)-code satisfying the conditions in Lemma 5 and for any
(u,a®, %) € Ry x [0,1]3, given any \ € R, satisfying (45), we have

Lo B (P Q) i) — Aur@ B (RE DF
Pgn)(Dk)S,?eXp(_nn ({ 7Q}€[ ]) 19237 ( ) )) (49)
LA 42+ 3 Hoy)

(0.1:0%.8%) _ g (@”B5) (RE Dk

§7exp(—nQ Our (R*, D )) (50)
1+ (2k+2)0 + 3 ey 2010y

< Texp (= nF@me" 8 (RE DFY), (51)

where (50) follows from the definitions of ﬁ(ak’ﬂk)(-) in (19), 0 in (46) and the results in (47), and (51) follows from the
definition of F(®:1®8%) () in (21).



V. PROOF OF PROPERTIES OF STRONG CONVERSE EXPONENT: PROOF OF LEMMA 2
A. Alternative Expressions of the Rate-Distortion Region

In this section, we present several definitions and an alternative characterization of the rate-distortion region R using the
supporting hyperplanes, which facilitate the proof of Lemma 2.
Define the following set of joint distributions

P:={Qr € P(T): Qxyr = Pxyr, WF' =X —Y* andV j € [k]:

Wil < 1xIC [T ) +1, X5 — (W7, Y5) — (X, YRV, W, X7 (52)
lefi—1]
Recall the definition of R(Q7) in (10). Define

U R@n). (53)
QTeEP
Furthermore, let Py, be the following set of joint distributions
Pan: {Qr € P(T) : Qxyr = nyk WF—-X—-Y* andVje k], (54)
Wil < (XY, X = (W2, Y5) = (XYM, Wy X0 (55)

Given any (o, %) € [0, 1]?* satisfying (15), define the following linear combination of achievable rate-distortion tuples
k gk .
R = olin {onI(@Qx, Qw,x) + Y o I(@Qxjwi-1, Quyixwi—|Qua—1) + > BiEId; (X, X))} (56)
" jE[2:K] jElk]
Recall the definition of «'(-) in (19). Finally, let Rg, be the following collection of rate-distortion tuples
Rap = N {(R*¥, D*) : " F)(RF, DF) > R, (57)
(ak,Bk)e[0,1]2k: (15)

Recall the definitions of R in (7) and R* in (11). Similarly to [23, Properties 2 and 3], one can show that the rate-distortion
region R for the k-user causal successive refinement problem remains unchanged even if one uses stochastic decoding functions.
Furthermore, the rate-distortion region R has the following alternative characterization using supporting hyperplanes.

Lemma 8. The rate-distortion region for the causal successive refinement problem satisfies

R =R"=TRran = Ren- (58)

B. Proof of Claim (i)

Recall that we use T (see (8)) to denote the collection of random variables (X, Yk Sk X ’“) and use ¢, 7 similarly to denote
a realization of 7" and its alphabet, respectively. For any Pr € Py, (recall (55)), any (ak, B’“) € [o, 1]2’C satisfying (15) and
any A € R, for any ¢t € T, define

- (aF,85) ) Pxjw, (z]w Pxjwi(z
@ (t) := a1 log —————= —|— a;log —|— B;d (59)
Pr PX(.T) 76[sz] J PX‘W CC|U)7 1 ez[k J
~ k k
Q") (Pr) = —log Epy [exp(—Aals 7 (1)) (60)
For simplicity, we let
at = max Q. 61)
Jelk]
Furthermore, paralleling (18) to (21) and recalling (19), let
Qa0 = min QA8 (P, (62)
Pr€Psn
Oa®,B7) L (aF 85 (pk Dk
Ot 85 Rk DFY = Q ) — Ak@TBY) (RE, D) )
’ 2k + 3+ Xt + 3o ACK +3)ay + 30 2Aan”
F(RF, D*) = Sup FOet B85 (RE DY, (64)
(A ak,BF)ER, x[0,1]2F: (15)
For subsequent analysis, define the following tilted distribution
- (a*,g"
Pt gy Pr(t) exp(—Aa%s 7 (1)) ©5)

~ (ak, Bk ’
Ep, [exp(-A@% 7(T))]



Finally, define the following dispersion function

ak k
p:i= sup sup Var s ok gk) [@%T N )(T)]. (66)
PrePa (Aak,BF)eRy x[0,1]2+: (15) T
Note that p is positive and finite. B
The proof of Claim (i) in Lemma 2 is completed by the following lemma which relates F'(R*, D¥) with F(R*, D¥).
Lemma 9. The following claims hold.
() For any rate-distortion tuple (R*, D¥),

F(R*,D*) > F(R* D¥). (67)
(ii) For any rate-distortion tuple (R*, D*) outside the rate-distortion region, i.e., (R*, D*) ¢ R, we have that for some
§ € (0,p],
n k k 62
F(R*,D") > ————— > 0. 68
( )2 22k +9)p (68)

The proof of Lemma 9 is inspired by [23], [29] and given in Appendix F. In order to prove Lemma 9, we use the alternative
characterizations of the rate-distortion region R in Lemma 8 and analyze the connections between the two exponent functions
F(R*, DF) and F(RF, D¥).

C. Proof of Claim (ii)

If a rate-distortion tuple falls inside the rate-distortion region, i.e., (Rk, Dk) € R, then there exists a distribution Q7 € Psp
(see (55)) such that for any (a*, 3%) € [0,1]?* satisfying (15), we have

k k ~
k(@A (RE DF) > a1 l(Q%,, Qi |x,) + BIE[d1(X, X1)]

+ Z (@G I(Q%, jwi-1> Q| xwi-1 Qi) + B7E[d; (X, X)) (69)
JE[2:kK]

Recall the definition of Q(e'f“*“k’ﬁk)(QT) in (17). From simple calculation, we have that

Qe (Qp) = 0, (70)
aQ(e’M’ak”Bk)(QT) ok gk
= Eq. [y 7 (1)), (71)
00 6—0
QO™ B ()
0. 72
50 < (72)
Combining (70) to (72), by applying Taylor expansions, we have that for any (6, u, o*, B*) € R% x [0, 1],
QO 8 (Qr) < ORq, Wy (1), 3)
Using the definition of Q"8 in (18), we conclude that
Q(@,M,ak,ﬁk) < 1 Q(evﬂvakxﬁk) 74
< min (Qr) (74)
. oF g
< min OEq, [wgy ) (75)
< anl(Q%,: Quw, x,) + BIE[d (X, X1)]
+ Y (@ IQ%, w1 Qi xwi—1 [ Qa1 ) + BE[d; (X, X;)]) (76)
JE[2:K]
< 'Lm(ak)ﬁk)(Rk’Dk), a7

wherg (24) follows since Py, C Q (recall (14)), (75) follows from the result in (73), (76) follows from the definitions of
ngo‘ # (t) in (17) and Pgp, in (55), and (77) follows from the result in (69).
Using the definition of F(®#"8") (R DF) in (21) and the result in (77), we conclude that for any (R*, D¥) € R,
FOma®5% Rk kY < 0. (78)
The proof of Claim (ii) is completed by noting that

lim F@r0"8% Rk DF) = 0. (79)
6—0
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VI. CONCLUSION

We considered the k-user causal successive refinement problem [1] and established an exponential strong converse theorem
using the strong converse techniques proposed by Oohama [23]. Our work appears to be the first to derive a strong converse
theorem for any source coding problem with causal decoder side information. The methods we adopted can also be used
to obtain exponential strong converse theorems for other source coding problems with causal decoder side information. This
paper further illustrates the usefulness and generality of Oohama’s information spectrum method in deriving exponential strong
converse theorems. We believe that using Oohama’s techniques [23], the strong converse theorem for channel coding with
causal state information [40], [41] can also be established.

There are several natural future research directions. In Theorem 3, we presented only an lower bound on the strong converse
exponent. It would be worthwhile to obtain an exact strong converse exponent and thus characterize the exact speed at which
the probability of non-excess-distortion decays exponentially fast with respect to the blocklength of source sequences when
the rate-distortion tuple falls outside the rate-distortion region. Furthermore, one can explore whether the methods in this
paper can be used to establish strong converse theorems for causal successive refinement under the logarithmic loss [42], [43],
which corresponds to soft decoding of each source symbol. Finally, one can also explore extensions to continuous alphabet
by considering Gaussian memoryless sources under bounded distortion measures and derive second-order asymptotics [39],
[44]-[47] for the causal successive refinement problem.

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Theorem 1

Replacing (6) with Definition 2, we can define the e-rate-distortion region R,q(c) under the average distortion criterion.
Furthermore, let

Raa =[] Raale). (80)
€€[0,1)

Maor and Merhav [1] showed that for £ = 2,
Raa=R" (81)

Actually, in [1, Section VII], in order to prove that R* C R,q, it was already shown that R* C R. Furthermore, it is
straightforward to show that the above results hold for any finite £ € N. Thus, to prove Theorem 1, it suffices to show

R CR" =Raa- (82)
For this purpose, given any j € [k], let
dj:= max dj(z,i;). (83)
(I,fj)XXXj

From the problem formulation, we know that Jj < oo for all j € [k]. Now consider any rate-distortion tuple (R*, D*) € R,
then we have (4) to (6). Therefore, for any j € [k],

limsup E[d; (X", X7")] < lim sup (E[dj (X7, XM1{d; (X", X7) < D} +d; Pr{d;(X", XT") > Dj}) (84)
n— o0 n— o0
<D;. (85)

As a result, we have (R*, DF) € R.q. Therefore, we have shown that R C R.q = R*.

B. Proof of Lemma 5
Recall the definition of G' and G in (30). Given any C' € G and D € G, let Q¢|p be arbitrary distributions. For simplicity,

given each j € [k]: we useAYj to denote (Y7",...,Y]") and use Y7\ to denote (Y7*,..., Y, Y., Y)") where [ € [j].
Similarly we use X7 and X7\!.
Given any positive real number 7, define the following sets:
1 P’n. n
A = {g;—logﬂ z—n}, (86)
no o Qxn(z™)
n k|,.n
1 Pox (y"|z")
Ay = {g: ~log > —n}, (87)
no 7 Qyrxngk(yFan, sF)
1 Pyn ng (27, y*\ s\ yn s
Ay {g L 1og Xny gy, ( [yt s1) ) - —77}, 88)

. k\1 ck\1 A
QXnYk\lsk\l‘Ylnslxln(Inay \ S \ |y{l751ax?
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PXn|ynsj (if?;l|y;1, Sj)

A= {o ngXuxmwy«J1<?@myhsthﬂ>Z‘”’Vjep:M}’ .
As = {g: Ry > Elog% -}, (90)
As = {g ' R; — lgjl R > Pj);ljsj((x:||j)1) g ViEf2: k]}, 1)
Ari={g:D; 2 dsam,5}) Vje b} ={g: D= = _ez[j]dj(xi,;@j,i) Ve 92)

Then we have the following non-asymptotic upper bound on the probability of non-excess-distortion.

Lemma 10. Given any (n, M*)-code satisfying (25) and any distortion levels D¥, we have

PDY) < Pr{ () A} + (2K +2) exp(—nn). 93)

1€[7)

The proof of Lemma 10 is given in Appendix C.

In the remaining of this subsection, we single-letterize the bound in Lemma 10. Recall that given any (4, j) € [n] x [k], we
use YJJ ) to denote (Yj1,...,Yj;).Recalling that the distributions starting with P are all induced by the joint distribution Pg
in (31) and using the choice of auxiliary random variables (W1 ;, ..., Wy ;, V;), we have

k\1

n k n
PXnYk\lsk\l\YfLSl(x Y S \ |y1781)

kg _k\1j,.i—1 ,2,i—1 k,i—1
= H Py yiisoaixion yzi—t vkt vps, (T Y2l 8 R V- B A A VD) (94)
i1€[n] ' '
ki _k\1 1,i—1 ki—1
= H XY SR X1,y 1,...,Y,§;1,Y1,i.,51(xivyzza sF\ [zt Y11 see YR YL S1) (95)
i1€[n] '
=TT Pyt e m oot by i, 96)
- XY WE Y W T Y2, Wa i Y1,i, Wi
i1€[n]
7 — - 5, Jrt oj
PX;|Y;L5:‘ @71y}, s5) = H PXJ-,I-\y]{;sj (Z5,ily}1,87) 97
i€[n]
-~ 1 1,—1 k,i—1 1
= H Pffj,i\XH,Yf*f'*l,...,Ykk*fl,lfj,i,Sf($j>i|xl Y11 5 ¥k Yjis87) (98)
=TI Pe, vy owis @ilyson i), (99)
i€[n]
i—1
PX"\Sl(UC”|51) = H Pxi|xiflsl($i|$l ,51) (100)
i€[n]
1, 1i-1 kyi—1
= H P ilxi,lyll,lifl)...7Ykk,l'iflsl((Eilxz yli ,...,yki ,51) (101)
i€[n] ' '
= 11 P, (@ilw: ) (102)
i€[n]
j—1 i—1 j—1
PXn|Sj—1(£L'n|S‘7 ): H PXilxi—ISj—l(xilxz ,S] ) (103)
i€[n]
1, 1,i-1 kyi—1 _j—1
=1Ir JXy e s (@il T ey s (104)
1
= II Pujwy-vi (@i wfs™), (105)
i€[n]
Pxojsi(@"]s') = ] Py jwps (wiwl)), (106)

where (95) follows from the Markov chain (X;, Yy, S5)— (XL Y7, ¥~ Y10, 81) = Y74, (98) follows from the
Markov chain X, — (Y77, 87) — (X'=1, {4 L v/t v L. YY), (101) follows from the Markov chain

X; — (X71,8) — (Y1, i), and (104) follows from the Markov chain X; — (X*~1,8771) — (/™' ... v ).
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Furthermore, recall that for i € [n], Qc;,|p, are arbitrary distributions where C; € 7; and D; € T;. Note that Lemma 10
holds for arbitrary choices of distributions Q¢|p where C' € G and D € G. The proof of Lemma 5 is completed by using
Lemma 10 with the following choices of auxiliary distributions and noting that By = A5:

Qxn(2") = H Qx, (), (107)
i€[n]
k k
ka‘ank (y |$n, S ) = H ka Z‘X17wk l(yl Z|xl,w1 ,L) (108)
i€[n]
k\1 _k -
QX”Yk\lsg\Yf‘Slen (xn,y \ 752|y?7 8171'711) = H QXz'sz;iW;f\Y1,iW1,iX1 l(xzayz 17w2 i |y1 iy W1, zaxl z) (109)
€ln] C
~ ~ i ki ~7—1,
Qj(ﬁxnykskxjﬂ(wymnayk,Sk,xk\J) = H QXj’iIX“Ylklz)Wf:7XJ 1 Z(x”|:vz,y1 wlf,lez 9. (110)

C. Proof of Lemma 10

Recall the definition of the probability of non-excess-distortion Pg") (D¥) in (24) and the definitions of sets {A; }ierm in
(86) to (92). For any (n, M*)-code, we have that

P("(D*) = Pr{A;} (111)
= Pr{A7 NN Aj)} +Pr{A7 Ny A;)} (112)
J€l6] jels]
- Pr{ N Aj} + 3 Pr{A), (113)
JE[T JEl6]

where (113) follows from the union bound and the fact that Pr{.A N B} < Pr{B} for any two sets .4 and B. The proof of
Lemma 10 is completed by showing that

> Pr{AS} < (2k +2) exp(—nn). (114)
j€l6]
In the remaining of this subsection, we show that (114) holds. Recall the joint distribution of G in (31). In the following,
when we use a (conditional) distribution starting with P, we mean that the (conditional) distribution is induced by the joint
distribution Pg in (31).
Using the definition of 4; in (86), we have

Pr{A} = Y Py"){PR(x") < exp(—nn)Qx~(2")} (115)
rneXxn
< exp(—nn). (116)
Similarly to (116), we have that

Pr{As} = Y Paly) (117)

geAS
> Pyr(a™ y") ([ Psyien (5512™) 1{PR x (vF[2™) < exp(=nn) Qe xnsr (vF[a", s5)} (118)

xn sk yk JE[K]
<exp(—nm) Y PE@")Qyrxnsr (¥, ) ([] Psxn(sil2™)) (119)
xn, sk yk JE[k]

< exp(—nn), (120)
Pr{A3} = Y Poly) (121)

geAS

<exp(—nn) Y Pypsi (U8 51) Ppyns, GTI0T 51)Q xayrustyns, g (27 sbly, s1,87)  (122)
wm iy, sk 2

< exp(—nmn), (123)

Furthermore, using the definition of 44 in (89) and the union bound, we have that
Pr{A(} < Y exn(—nn) Y Py y") (] Poxn(sile™) ( TT Pippyyrsr @1y s0)) (124)
JE[2:K] xzn,yk sk xJ le[k] lefj—1]

XQX;|anskxjfl(ii?|I AN ) (125)
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< (k — 1) exp(—nn). (126)

Furthermore, using the definition of 45 in (90), we obtain that

Pr{AS} < Y Pg, xn(s1|2") exp(—n(Ry + 1)) Pxn s, (z"[s1) (127)
< Z exp(—n(R1 + 1)) Pxn s, (2" s1) (128)
= Zexp n(n+ Ry)) (129)
< exp(—nn), (130)

where (128) follows since Psg,|xn(s1]2™) <1 for all (z", 1), and (130) follows since >, = [Wi| = M; < exp(nR;).
Using the definition of Ag in (91) and the union bound similarly to (126), we have

Pr{4g} < Z Zng—l(sj_l)exp(—nn)PXn|sj(:v"|sj)exp(—n(Rj— Z Rp))Ps, xn(s5lz") (131)

JE[2:k] z™ 8 le[j—1]

< Z exp(—nn) Z Pgi-1(s7 1) Pxn i (2™ |s7) exp(— Z R)) (132)
JE[2:K] ™, sd le[j—1]

< Y exp(—nn) Y exp(—n(R; — > Rp)) (133)
JE[2:K] 5j leli—1]

< (k= 1) exp(—nn), (134)

where (132) follows since Pg;|xn(s;j|z") < 1 for all (z",s;) and (134) follows since Zsj = |M;| = M; < exp(n(R; —
Zze[jq] Ry)).

D. Proof of Lemma 6
For any (u,a®, B%) € Ry x [0,1]%* satisfying (15), for i € [4], define F; = B; (cf. (33) to (36)) and for i € [5 : 7], define

Fsi=149:paiRy > FL N log Qxawlaihong) oL (135)
n Px (z;)
i€ [n]
aj  Qx,wi,ws, (Ti|wi i, wa ;) .
le[j—1] ie[n] X[ W, Wi L
Fr = {g :pB;D; > Mﬂ; Z log exp(di (z;, %1,:)), Vj € [k]} (137)
1€[n]
Furthermore, let
(o) i=k+2+ Y pay. (138)

JE[K]
Using Lemma 5 and definitions in (135) to (138), we obtain that
Pgn)(Dk) — (2k + 2) exp(—nn)
<pr{ N 7} (139)

i€[7]
<Pr {n(;m( ) (RF, D*) + e, Z log f, ‘:01‘31 B )} (140)
i€[n]
< exp {n)\(,un(o‘k’ﬁk)(Rk, DY + c(u, ™)) + logE{eXp ( - A Z log fé“%kﬁk)(Tz))} } (141)
i€ [n]
—exp {n(asl™ S (RE,DF) ety = 100 Q o) (142)
n

where (141) follows from Cramér’s bound in [29, Lemma 13] and (142) follows from the definition of QOuma®,85) ({Pi, Qi}tiem))
in (42).
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Choose 7 such that

k k 1 k k
== M@ PR, DY) + e, oF)y — QI (P, Qidiem), (143)
ie.,
QTP Qibiciy) = Mun P (RY, D)
n= T - . (144)
(1, o)
The proof of Lemma 6 is completed by combining (142) and (144).
E. Proof of Lemma 7
Recall that for each ¢ € [n], we use t; to denote (x;, y;” Z,w’ff, :%’f ‘) and use T; smnlarly
Recall that the auxiliary random variables are chosen as w; ; = (:10Z Lyt yt s1) and wy; = s; for all § € [2: k).
Using the definition of £’ “ ot ﬁ in (41), we define
RO (k) = exp (= Mog £45 7 (). (145)
Recall the joint distribution of G in (31). For each j € [n], define
C; =" Palg) [T hh™ " o), (146)
g 1€ [4]
) P h()\Ha B%) ;
PC(;)\,;L,ak,ﬁk)\g(g) — c(9) Hle[J] Qi Py (t )7 (147)
Ci
[eY é
A;)\-,,LL., kﬁk)({QuH}lG[n]) — (148)
j—1
Combining (42) and (148), we have
exp (=00 = B T ng ™ ] (149
i1€[n]
Ock. k
= Palo) [T ngls™ ") (150)
geg i€[n]
a k
= [T A" ({qi Py (151)
i€[n]
Furthermore, similar to [23, Lemma 5], we obtain the following lemma, which is critical in the proof of Lemma 7.
Lemma 11. For each j € [n],
DTN L A ek Ry i—1 a
A; M B )({Qzapz}ze[n]) — Zpé K B3 (g)héi,Pjﬁ )( ) (152)
geg
Furthermore, for each j € [n], define
oF gk Ap,ak R —
POt 8N (1) > PG g), (153)
T YT 1Yk 1
Li—1 ni—1
Ty 5Ty @1,]+17 !wk,]Jrl
Using Lemma 11 and (153), we have that for each j € [n],
PN L ok gk ok
AT (Qy, Piiepny) = 3 PO (1)n8%, ) (1), (154)

tj

Recall that the auxiliary distributions {Q;};c[) can be arbitrary distributions. Following the recursive method in [23], for
each i € [n], we choose @; such that

Qit:) = PO (). (155)
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Let Q¢,|p,>» where C; € T; and D; € T;, be induced by Q;. Using the definition of h(A “ o " )( t;) in (145), we define

A, ,ozk, k SO,
couti ) = G 1)

i,

Pxiykziw’“ﬂyl,iwlyl(xia yz"i,wg’i [y, wi4)\
QX y’C ik 1|y1 Wi (xlu y2 z7w2 z|y1 iy W1 z)

- Y
><< H PX].J-Yj,iwf’vg(xj,in,i,wl,i)) <PXiW1’i(:vi|w1,i)> re

jezn @,y it (E4lYs0wis) Qx,\w ; (wi|w1,:)

Xi|Wi7 “(fzaw{z“) e
(156)

QX%IWJ 1,4 (I“wl 7,1 z)

XH(

JE[2:K]

In the following, for simplicity, we let ¥ := 1 — kX — Z e[k Apaj. Combining (153) and (154), we obtain that for each
I € [n],

A, .ock, k
AP QP icin)
ak7 k
=Eq [hd 5" ()] (157)

kL ki A N N A
lg ot B )(T)<PXZY2k,ilW2k,’LZ|Y1,lW1,l(Il’yle’le|y17l’w1’l)) < PXJ-,ZD/J',LW{:ZL ('rj7l|yj7l,w{,l)>
= Qu, Py H . j

kK ] o, Jsl
QXLYzlfilW;’ll\Yl,zWLl (Il, Y1) Wa |yl 1, W1 l) jE[2:K] QX],,L‘)/},YLWIJ:ZL (xj,zlyg,z, wl,l)

Apo 1,1 ALQ s
Py jw,, (zi]wi,1) s ]{XHW” 1l(xh7”{l )\
. Il . 159

QXL‘Wl,l(xllwlxl) QXL\WIJ:”(‘T“wll

JE[2:K]
gt INT Py ity [YLiW i (@, v whylynwi) T\
<(E 5(% , )(Tl) E 2.1 Vo (159)
Q VoW Bl K
Qxyk«lW;«lll 1,0 l,l(xlayzpw2,l|y1,luw1,l)
7,1 A Apo
. < ”Y“W”(x%ﬂyj,l,w“)]) <E PXL|W1,L($l|w17l)]> 1
1
JE[2:K] QXJL\YJLWf (x7’l|y3xl’wll) QXZ|W1,l(xl|wlvl)
XLIWJ ”(Il’wll DT\ M
X H (160)
jE[2:k] QXZ|WJ v, wll ")

| /\
"U

GO a8 (Qj)> (161)

o -
< Q0,06 )(Qg) > (162)
(-,

L+ KO+ 3 e Onay

Q00,6 (Q;) )
P(TJ) 14 k6 + 276 (K] Opo

Q(evﬂv )B ) 164
P <_ 1+k9+2je[k] G,uozj> (164)

I /\

(163)

where (160) follows Holder’s inequality, (161) follows from the definitions of Q00,85 (+) in (17) and 5(“’ N )( -) in (156),

(162) follows from the result in (46) and (47), and (164) follows from the definition of €2 (O:1:0%,8%) i (18) and the fact it is
sufficient to consider distributions @Q); with cardinality bounds W; ; < |X| and W5 ; < |X|? for the optimization problem in
(163) (the proof of this fact is similar to [23, Property 4(a)] and thus omitted).

The proof of Lemma 7 is completed by combining (151) and (164).

FE. Proof of Lemma 9

1) Proof of Claim (i): For any Qr € Q (see (14)), let Pr € Pg, (see (55)) be chosen such that Pyyx|x = Quwr|x and
Pi lv,wi = Qx,jy,ws forall j e [k].

In the following, we drop the subscript of distributions when there is no confusion. For any (8, 1, ok, ﬁk) € Ri x [0, 1]2’C
satisfying (15) and

1
g pa; <land Vi€ k], 0 < ,
jelzek Sl

(165)
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using the definition of Q(®-#2"8%)(Q1) in (17), we obtain
exp ( - Q(e"“’ak’ﬁk)(QT))

e P(X, YF)Q(X, Y™ WYY, Wh) ([ QUX1Y, W) f
S (Q(X)Q(Y’“IXW’“)Q(X YR\ Wk\1|m,W1,X1>(HJ€[2k Q(X;|X, Yk, Wk, Xi~ 1>)>

Opory j 1 Opo
) () g )

JE[K]

e (ggDe(Qgﬁl@l))GWl(J_gk]( ()(()%J;))WJ)‘%XP( o g{; Bid; )] (167)
-z (an) (i) (1L (%)M)exp(—eu%]@dxx,)z»))] o

g (J.em (ggl%)m> (169)
(s [(GR) B0) ™ (1L, (50857 ) ) - e )]

2k] JE[K]

XWJ 9
(53]

() <n<>><z>>1>
— <IEPT (ngﬁﬁ)/l)) (761[_2[k] (P X)|(I|/II;J/J1 )uaj) exp( Jg[; Bid; )
j— pas T\
jel[;[:k] <%) D (172)

01— f2:r) H05)

= <]EPT

(i)™ (L (i) ™) o (-5 ) 7 )

JE[2:k JE[K]
Opa;
(Xt
X H <EPT <W (173)
JE[2:K]
H k ok
—exp< 01— > pa))Q —=——0"5 > (174)
e[k ( 2 jela:k] MO )
where (167) follows since i) with our choice of Pr € Py, we have
P(T) = P(X,Y") P(W*IX) (] P(X;1Y;. W) (175)
JE[K]
and ii) the following equality holds
QUYL WA, Wh)  Q(Xa|Y1, W) a76)

QUX, YL WRLY;, 1, X1)  Q(X1|X, Yk, k)’
(170) follows from Holder’s inequality, (171) follows from the concavity of X for a € [0,1] and the choice of # which
ensures % <1 forall j € [k], (173) follows by applying Holder’s inequality and recalling that 3 . jefen) Hay < 1, and (174)
follows from the definition of Q*"8")(Pr) in (60). o
Therefore, for any (0, 1, a®, 3%) € R2 x [0, 1]%* satisfying (15) and (165), using the definition of Q(®#"") in (18) and
the result in (174), we have that

Qe > 91— 37 pay)Q(T=t——, 0, 8Y). (177)
je%;k] TN = Y oy My
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Recalling the definition of F(R*, D¥) in (21) and using the result in (177), we have

F(R*, D)
QO..0"8%) _ g (@85 (RE DF
_ sup UK (R*, D%) (178)
(0,1,0k,BK)€R2 x[0,1]2k: (15) 1+ (2k +2)0 + 3 (1) 20p0;
6(1 — Zje[?k] Maj)Q(ﬁ7ak7ﬁk) _ gﬂﬁ(ak,ﬁk)(}{k’Dk)
> sup ' sebar I (179)
(0,50, BF) ERZ X [0,1)2: L+ (25 +2)0 + 32y 2000
(15) and (165)
~ k k
001 = ey 1)@ (o 0, 6) — Ot 9 (¥, DY)
= sup sup
(u,ak,ﬁk)€R+X[O,1]2ki OER  max;e(g 0(1+pa;)<1 14+ (2k + 2)9 + ZJG[k] 29#(17
(15) and p<s—A——0r
JE[2:k] %I
(180)
~ Otk k
- sup (1= Bjeppn 10 1 o 84) — 20 (R, DY) (181)
(1.0® ,BF)ER 4 x[0,1]2F: 2k + 3+ pot + 30 e 21cy
(15) and pgizje[;k] =
Qe85 _ N (@ B*) (RE DF
_ sup + R RS D) (182)
(>\7ak)6k)eR+><[071]2k: 2k+ 3+ dat + Zje[2:k] )\(Zk + 3)Oéj + Ele[k] 2/\0&1
(15)
= F(R*,D¥), (183)
where (181) follows since
0 1
sup = min (184)
0ER , max; ey O(1+uoy)<1 1+ (2k +2)0 + Zje[k] 20pa;  jelk) 2k + 3 4 poy + Zle[k] 2pay
1
(185)

T2k + 3+ pot + 2y 2p00]
(182) follows by choosing A = TW and (183) follows from the definition of F in (64).
je[2:k j

2) Proof of Claim (ii): Recall the definitions of Q"8 (Pr) in (59) and PX"#) in (65). By simple calculation, one
can verify that

8Q(>\7ak=ﬁk)(PT) (o B*
i =B @71, (186)
82Q(>\,ak,5k)(PT) (o gk

7 = —Var, oo (@7 (T)). (187)

Applying Taylor expansion to Qa®8%) (Pr) at around A = 0 and combining (186), (187), we have that for any Pr € Py
and any \ € [1, ﬁ], there exists 7 € [0, A] such that
JjElk

1%

oL L = (0.0F 3" _(aF gk 22 _(a,B¥

Q"B (pry = QO0"8% (pr) + AE 0.0 58 (@& ()] - VAL gk (@71 (188)
- (a*,B* A2p
> AEp, [0, 7 (T)] - 55~ (189)
where (189) follows from the definitions in (59), (65) and (66).
Using the definitions in (59), (62), (56) and the result in (189), we have that for any A\ € [0, ﬁ],
j€lk] X
OB Q(/\,a",ﬁ")(pT) (190)
Pr €Psn
2

> AR(@"5) _ ¥' (191)

For any rate-distortion tuple outside the rate-distortion region, i.e., (Rk, Dk) ¢ R, from Lemma 8, we conclude that there
exists (a®*, g%*) € [0,1]%* satisfying (15) such that for some positive § € [0, p]

k(@B (RE DRy < REMTAN g, (192)
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Using the definition of F'(R¥, D¥) in (64), we have

QOa® 85 _ \g(e" 8" (RE, DF)

F(RF, DF) = sup (193)
(>\7ak)6k)eR+X[O)l]2k: (15) 2k +3+ Aat + Zje[2:k] /\(2]{3 + 3)Oéj + Zle[k] 2)\0[1
QOuakr g5) L (@F " 85 (pk Dk
> sup . ~ G - ) . (194)
ref0.1] 2k + 3+ Amaxje of + e M2k + 3)af + D20 2Aq;
A — X2
> sup ————=— (195)
aef0,1] 2k +9
52
R — 196
202k + 9)p’ (196)
where (195) follows from the results in (191), (192) and the inequality
2k + 3 + Amax o + A2k +3)a) + > 2X\af <2k 49, (197)

ielk JE[2:K] le[k]

resulting from the constraints that (a®*, %) € [0, 2]?* satisfying (15) and A € [0, 1].
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