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Abstract

We investigate the second order asymptotics (source digpgrof the successive refinement problem. Similarly
to the classical definition of a successively refinable smune say that a source is strongly successively refinable
if successive refinement coding can achieve the second opdenum rate (including the dispersion terms) at both
decoders. We establish a sufficient condition for strongessgive refinability. We show that any discrete source under
Hamming distortion and the Gaussian source under quadiistiortion are strongly successively refinable.

We also demonstrate how successive refinement ideas caretdenupoint-to-point lossy compression problems
in order to reduce complexity. We give two examples, the igidamming and Gaussian-quadratic cases, in which a
layered code construction results in a low complexity sahémat attains optimal performance. For example, when the
number of layers grows with the block length we show how to design a@(nl"g(")) algorithm that asymptotically
achieves the rate-distortion bound.

Index Terms

Complexity, layered code, rate-distortion, refined stroagering lemma, source dispersion, strong successive
refinability, successive refinement.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the successive refinement problem, an encoder wisheswtbassource to two decoders with different target
distortions. Instead of designing separate coding schethessuccessive refinement encoder uses a code for the
first decoder which has a weaker link and sends extra infeomab the second decoder on top of the message
of the first decoder. In general, the performance of a suseessfinement coding scheme is worse than separate

coding for each decoder. However, for some cases, we cantamaausly achieve the optimum rates for both
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decoders as if the optimum codes were used separately.drcdéise, we say the source is successively refinable.
Necessary and sufficient conditions for successive refinemere independently proposed by Koshélev [1], [2]
and Equitz and Covef [3]. Rimoldi[4] found the full rate-digion region of the successive refinement problem
including non-successively refinable sources. Kanlis aataidan([5] extended the result to the error exponent that
guantifies “how fast the excess distortion probability destaTuncel [6] characterized the entire region of rate-
distortion-exponents with separate handling of the tworeewents. Both lines of work considered error exponents
in the spirit of Marton [[¥], which characterized the erroperent for the point-to-point case.

For the point-to-point source coding problem, Ingber andhtoan [8] and Kostina and Verdul [9] independently
proposed an asymptotic analysis that complements the expmnent analysis. In this setting, the figure of merit
is the minimum achievable rate when the excess distortiobahility e and the block length. are fixed. This can
be quantified by the source dispersion. For an i.i.d. souite law P, the minimum rate can be approximated by
R(P,D) + /V(P,D)/nQ~'(¢), where R(P, D) and V (P, D) are, respectively, the rate-distortion function and
dispersion of a sourc® at distortion levelD. We can consider this rate as a “second order” optimum rabei@v
the classical rate-distortion function is the first ordesul®.

With this stronger notion of optimality, it is natural to aslhether successive refinement schemes can achieve
the second order optimum rates at both decoders simultalyedun obvious necessary condition for the existence
of such schemes is that the source be successively refirsabbee refer to such a source as “strongly successively
refinable” (formal definitions follow in the sequel). In thigper, we present a second order achievability result for
the successive refinement problem. As a corollary, we darisefficient condition for strong successive refinability
and show that a sourde is strongly successively refinable if all sourdesn the neighborhood aP are successively
refinable.

In the second part of the paper, we show that successivemedimecodes can be useful in the point-to-point source
coding problem when we want to achieve lower encoding coxitglelhe idea is that finding the best representing
codeword in a successive manner is often easier than findicgdaword from the set of all codewords, which
normally has exponential complexity. Moreover, storing@xentially many codewords is often prohibitive, while
successive refinement encoding can reduce the size of cokiebOur findings here contribute to the recent line
of work on reducing the complexity of rate-distortion codefs [10]-[12] and references therein.

We aim to study the general approach of using successivalgmnrto reduce complexity. We denote this approach
by “layered coding”, a family that includes all coding scresrthat can be implemented in a successive manner.
Basically, the layered coding scheme is searching for amogpiate codeword over a tree structure where the
number of decoders corresponds to the level of the tree. driged the tree, the faster the codeword can be found,
and therefore the lower decoding complexity. In order taioetthe encoding complexity significantly, we generalize
the result to the case where the number of decoders is inegeadth block lengthn. This is different from the
classical successive refinability where only a fixed numibelegoders are considered. On the other hand, the larger
tree structure restricts the class of coding schemes, aéftite too many decoders may cause a rate loss. Our

result for this setting characterizes an achievable tadtibetween encoding complexity (how fast can we find the



codeword) and performance (how much do we end up comprgsdioge that SPARC[[12] and CROM [13] are
manifestations of the layered coding approach that attaodgerformance.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Secfibn B, mevisit the known results about successive
refinement and source dispersion. Secfioh Il provides tioblpm setting. We present our main results in Section
V] where proof details are given in Sectioh V. Secfion VI editated to a layered coding scheme, and we conclude
in Section V.

Notation X™ andX denotes am-dimensional random vectdX, Xo, ..., X,,) while 2™ andx denotes a specific
realization of it. When we have two random vectors, we usenibation such asX} = (X1, X12,...,X1.,)

and X;l = (XQJ, X272, - ,Xgm).

1. PRELIMINARIES
A. Source Dispersion

Consider an i.i.d. sourc&™ with law P where the source alphabet & and the reconstruction alphabet is
X.Lletd: X x X — [0,00) be a distortion measure whedéz",7") = (1/n) 7, d(z;, ;). It is well known
that the rate-distortion functioR (P, D) is the optimal asymptotic compression rate for which digtarD can be
achieved. However, this first order optimum rate can be aeldi@nly when the block length goes to infinity.
Beyond the first order rate, we can considelﬂ\aeymptotic behaviors which are excess distortion expoi¢iand
the source dispersionl[9]. [116]. The former considers hat tfae excess distortion probability FI(X", X”) > D}
is decaying, while the latter considers how fast the minimumber of codewords converges R{P, D) when
excess distortion probabilityand block lengt are given. It was shown that the difference between the mimm
rate for fixedn and R(P, D) is inversely proportional to square root of More formally, letRp p (n) be the
minimum compression rate for which the excess distortiabability is smaller thare. The result is given by:

Theorem 1 ([16]): SupposeR (P, D) is twice differentiablB with respect toD and the elements aP in some
neighborhood of P, D). Then

V(P,D 1
whereV (P, D) is the source dispersiongiven by
V(P,D) 2VAR [R'(X, D)] @
2
rzeX TEX

1These asymptotic approaches analyzesteess distortion probabilityOther approaches exist which analyze dlverage achievable distortion
[14], [15].

2\We sayR(P, D) is differentiable atP if there is an extensio(-, D) : R™ — R which is differentiable. Under this definitiori?’ (, D)
and V' (P, D) are well and uniquely defined. Details are given in Appefidix A



and R'(z, D) denotes the derivative a&(P, D) with respect to the probability’(z):

R'(x,D) 2 [%]Q—P'

We have a similar result for the Gaussian source under quediiatortion:

(4)

Theorem 2 ([8]): Consider an i.i.d. Gaussian sourdg® distributed according taV'(0,02), and quadratic dis-
tortion, i.e.,d(z",2") = (1/n) >, (z; — &;)*. Then

0.2
Rpp.e(n) = %log ot \/;Q_l(e) +0 (107%”) . (5)

Note that the dispersion of the Gaussian sourcg(i#, D) = 1/2 nat$/source symbol for alD < o2.

B. Successive Refinement

The successive refinement problem with two decoders canrbeufated as follows. Again, leX™ be i.i.d. with
law P. The encoder sends a pair of messages, m») wherel < m; < M; for i € {1,2}. The first decoder takes
m, and reconstructX’*(m, ) € X* where the second decoder takes; , ) and reconstructX’y'(m,, my) € Ay
Note thatX; and.X, denote the respective reconstruction alphabets of thedeéesoThei-th decoder employs the

distortion measuré;(-,-) : X x X; — [0,00) and wants to recover the soureg with distortion D;, i.e.,
di(z™, X)) < D; for i € {1,2}. (6)
The rates of the code are defined as
1
Rl =— 10g M1 (7)
n
1
Ry =~ log M Ms. (8)
n

An (n, Ry, Ra, D1, D2, €)-successive refinement code is a coding scheme with blogkHerand excess distortion
probability e where rates aréR;, R2) and target distortions areD,, D»). Since we have two decoders, the excess
distortion probability is defined by F{di(X",X?) > D, for somei|.

Definition 1: A rate-distortion tuplé€R;, R2, D1, D-) is achievableif there is a family of(n, R§”>, Ré”), D+, Do,

e()-successive refinement codes where

lim R™ =R, forie {1,2}, 9)
n—o0
lim €™ = 0. (10)
n—oo

The achievable rate-distortion region is known:
Theorem 3 ([4]): Consider a discrete memoryless souktewith law P. The rate-distortion tupléR, Ra, D1, D5)
is achievable if and only if there is a joint lai, ; ¢ of random variable$X, X1, X») (where X is distributed

according toP) such that
I(X;X,) <Ry (11)

I(X;Xl,XQ) SRQ (12)



E [di(X, X)} <D, fori e {1,2}. (13)

In some cases, we can achieve the optimum rates at both decidwiltaneously:

Definition 2: Fori € {1, 2}, let R;(P, D;) denote the rate-distortion function of the souf¢evhen the distortion
measure isl; (-, -) and the distortion level i®;. If (R,(P, D), R2(P, D3), D1, D2) is achievable, then we say the
source issuccessively refinable &D,, D»). Furthermore, if the source is successively refinabl@at D) for all
non-degenerat®,, D- (i.e., for whichR; (P, D1) < Ra(P, D2)), then we say the source ssiccessively refinahle
A necessary and sufficient condition for successive refiityalis known.

Theorem 4 ([1], [3]): A sourceP is successively refinable &4D,, D) if and only if there exists a conditional

distribution Py such thatX — X, — X; forms a Markov chain and

1,X2]X
Ri(P,D;) = I(X; X;) (14)
E |:di(X7 Xz):| <D (15)

for i € {1, 2}.

The condition in the theorem holds for the cases of a Gaussiance under quadratic distortion and for any
discrete memoryless sources under Hamming distortione Noat the successive refinability is not shared by
all sources and distortion measures. For instance, synm@aussian mixtures under quadratic distortion are not
successively refinablé [17]. The above results of sucoessiinability can be generalized to the casé ofecoders.

Note that we can also define successive refinability ustté, D1, D2) where R(P, D1, D2) is the minimum
rate Ry such that(R, (P, D1), R, D1, D3) is achievable. Using Theorelmh 3, we can characteRi¢e, D1, D-),

R(P,Dy,Dy) = inf I(X; X1, X5). (16)
E[d:1 (X, X1)]<Du,
P3y %p1x¢ Eld2(X,X3)]< Do,
I(X;X1)<R:(P,D1)

Definition[2 implies that the source is successively refiaat| D, D-) if and only if R(P, D1, D3) = Ra(P, Ds).

I1l. PROBLEM SETTING
We consider the successive refinement problem with two d@sodletX” = (X;,---, X,,) be ii.d. with law
P, where the source alphabetts An encoderf(") = (fln), fg(”)) maps a source sequence to a pair of messages,
F a1 M) (17)
Fmam (1, M) (18)
The first decoder receives only the outputjé?) (X™), and therefore we say that its rateRs = (1/n) log M.
The second decoder receives the output of both functionis sate isR, = (1/n) log M1 M.

Decoder 1 employs a decoQéf‘) :{1,---, M} — X and decoder 2 employs a decoggf) AL, My} X

{1,--- , My} — )?2”, whereX; and X, are the reconstruction alphabets for each decoder. Decdu#s its own



distortion measurel; : X x X; — [0,00) with a target distortionD;. Both d; and d, are symbol by symbol

distortion measures which induce block distortion measitme
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(19)

for all i € {1,2}, 2™ € X", &} € X andiy € X3. The setting is described in Figure 1.

m ~
X" —— Enc - Decl1l — X7

Dec 2 —— X}

Fig. 1. Successive Refinement

Definition 3: We say that(n, M1, M2, D1, D2, €1, €2) is achievableif there exists an encoder-decoder pair that

satisfies
Pr[d: (X", g{" (1" (X)) > D1] <ex (20)
Pr[da (X", 65" (£ (X™), 57 (X™))) > Do <ea, (22)

and such a code is called(a, M1, Ms, D1, Da, €1, €2)-code.

Note that we consider thievo error events separately, unlike in the definition of a susigesrefinement code
in Sectio1I-B. Our goal is to characterize the achievdbleM,, Ms, D1, Da, €1, €2) region in general. Motivated
by successive refinability, we define strong successiveatefity as follows.

Definition 4: The source isstrongly successively refinable (D1, Ds, €1, €2) if (n, My, Mo, D1, Do, €1, €3) IS

achievable for somé/,, M, satisfying

Hog s = 1a(P D)+ PP g 1) o () @2)
%bngMg = RQ(P, Dg) + @Qil(q) +o (%) (23)

where R;(P, D;) and V;(P, D;) are the point-to-point rate-distortion function and theiwrse dispersion for the
i-th decoder. Furthermore, if the source is strongly sudeglgsrefinable at( D1, Do, €1, €2) for all non-degenerate
D1,Ds,¢€1,¢2 (i.e., Rp p,,(n) < Rp,p,(n)), then we say the source srongly successively refinable

While standard successive refinability implies that thecessive refinement structure does not cause any loss
in the compression rate (asymptotically), strong sucees®finability implies that we also do not lose from the
dispersion point of view.

Note that in order to verify that a source is strongly suceessrefinable, it is sufficient to find an achievability

scheme since the converse will follow from the converse imfpim-point source coding.



IV. MAIN RESULTS

Our results in this section pertain to discrete memorylessces under general distortion, as well as Gaussian

sources under quadratic distortion. The results are giega, lwith proofs in SectionlV.

A. Discrete Memoryless Source

Let X™ be i.i.d. with distribution” and the distortion measures be: X x X; — [0,00) anddy : X x Xy —
[0,00). We assume that the alphabets X, and X, are finite, and therefore distortion measurgsand d, are
bounded by some constaiit;. We further assume that(z) > 0 for all 2 € X’ since one can remove the source
symbol from X that has zero probability. Then, the following theorem jleg the achievable rates including the
second order term:

Theorem 5 (Achievability for Discrete Memoryless Sourdgsume that bottR, (P, D) and R(P, D1, Ds) are
continuously twice differentiable with respectfn , D, and the elements d@? in some neighborhood ¢, D1, D).

Then, there exists atm, My, Ma, D1, D2, €1, €2)-code such that

L log My = Ry(P, Dy) + ) L) Dl (log") (24)
n

1 V(P,D 1

~log M1 My = R(P, Dy, D2) + 4y Dy, Do) (%) (25)

where
Vi(P, D1) £VAR [R{ (X, D1)] (26)
2
- Z P(x)(R! (z, D1)) Z P(2)R)(z, Dl)] (27)
reX xeX
V(P,D1,Ds) £VAR [R'(X, D1, D5)] (28)
2

=" P(x)(R'(x,D1,D2))* = | Y P(z)R(x Dl,DQ)] . (29)

reX xeX

Similarly to Theorem(11,R}(z, D1) is the derivative ofR;(P, D) with respect to the probability?(z) and
R'(x, D1, D9) is the derivativ% of R(P, D1, D2) with respect to the probability(x):

/ aRl(Q Dl)
By, Dr) = { 90() L?P (50)
aR(Q Dl,Dg)

By applying the above theorem to the special case wh&B, Dy, Dy) = Ry(P, D) for all P in some

neighborhood ofP, we get the following corollary.

3Similar to the definition ofR’ (x, D), we can define®’ (x, D1, D2) using an extension. The®' (z, D1, D2) andV (P, D1, D2) are well
and uniquely-defined as well, where details are given in AdpeAl



Corollary 6: SupposeR;(P, D;) is continuously twice differentiable with respect i3 and the elements aP
in some neighborhood ofP, D;) for i € {1,2}. If all sourcesP in some neighborhood oP are successively

refinable atD,, D2, then there exists afn, M1, Ma, D1, Do, €1, €2) code such that

Log s = (P D)+ PP 1) 0 (21 (32)
n n n
1 Vo (P, D 1
~log M) Mz = Ry(P, Dy) + %Qfl(@) +0 ( °i”> : (33)

i.e., the sourceP is strongly successively refinable @1, Do, €1, €2).
The corollary is becaus®(P, D,, Ds) = Ry(P, D) for all P in some neighborhood oP implies that their
derivatives at P, D, D) coincide, i.e.,

e - R o

Since the source dispersion is the variance of the deragtiwe havé/ (P, D1, D2) = Va(P, D2).

Remark 1:Any discrete memoryless source under Hamming distortioasmes is successively refinable. There-
fore, Corollanf 6 implies that any discrete memoryless seumder Hamming distortion is alstronglysuccessively
refinable providedR(P, D) is appropriately differentiable. Note that the size of th §D : R(P, D) is not
differentiable is at most|X’| [18].

B. Gaussian Memoryless Source

Let X" be an i.i.d.N(0,0?) source, and suppose the distortion measure is quadratiotatdecoders).
Theorem 7 (Achievability for Gaussian Memoryless Sour@ée memoryless Gaussian source under quadratic

distortion is strongly successively refinable, i.e., & > D; > D,, there exists ar{n, My, Ma, D1, D2, €1, €2)

Liog ity = log 9 + \ / Q7! <1°g ”) (35)
n n

1 logn

— log M1M2 IOg -— —|— Q . (36)
n n

V. PROOF

code such that

A. Method of Types

Our proofs for finite alphabet sources rely heavily on thehoétof types[[19]. In this section, we briefly review
its notation and results that we use. Without loss of geitgrale assumeY = {1,2,...,r,}. For any sequence
™ € X", let N(a|z™) be the number of symbal € X in the sequence™. Let thetypeof a sequence™ be anr,
dimensional vectoP,» = (N(1|z™)/n, N(2|z™)/n, ..., N(r;|2™)/n). Then, denoté,,(X) be the set of all types

on X", i.e., Pp(X) = {Py | 2™ € X"}. The size of the seP,,(X) is at most polynomial im, more precisely,

Pr(X)] < (n+1)". (37)



For given typeP, definetype classof P by
Tp = {2" € X" | Ppn = P}. (38)

We can also define type clags. = {Z" € X™ | P;» = P,»} using a sequence™ € X™. We can bound the size

of type class.

1y P (nH(P)) < |Tp| < exp (nH(P)) (39)

where H(P) denote an entropy of random variable with lav
We further consider the conditional types. [)¢tbe a set of alphabet where we also assgme {1,2,...,r,}
to be finite. Consider a stochastic kermil: X — ). We say thay™ € Y™ hasconditional typelV givenz™ € X™
if
N(a,blz",y™) = N(a|z™ )W (b|a). (40)
Then, we can defineonditional type clasef W givenz™ € X™ by

Tw(z™) = {y™ € Y" | y™ has conditional typdV givenz"}. (41)

We can also bound a size of conditional type class. For segueh € X" with type P, and for conditional

type W, we have

m exp (nH(P|W)) < |Tw(z™)] < exp (nH(P|W)). (42)

H(P|W) denotes a conditional entropy bf given V' where(U, V') are random variables with a joint la® x T

B. Proof of Theorerhl5

A key tool used in the proof is a refined version of the type ciogelemma([19]. We say a sé® is D-covering
a setA if for all a € A, there exists an elemebte B such thatd(a,b) < D. In the successive refinement setting,
we need to cover a set in a successive manner.

Definition 5: Let d; : A x B — [0,00) andds : A x C — [0,00) be distortion measures. Consider sdts A,
B c BandC, c C for all b € B. We sayB and {Cj }»cp successivelyD,, Dy)-covera setA, if for all a € A,
there existh € B andc € Cy such thatd; (a,b) < D; anddz(a,c) < Ds.

The following lemma provides an upper bound of minimum sikeeis that successively\D,, Ds)-cover a type
class7p.

Lemma 8 (Refined Covering Lemmd&pr fixedn, let P € P,(X) be a type on¥ where P(z) > 3/n for all
x € X. Supposd|VR(P, D1, D5)| is bounded in some neighborhood (@, D) where

0 0
VR(P, D17 DQ) - <a—l)1R(P7 Dl, DQ), a—_DQR(P’ Dl, DQ)) . (43)

Then for D1, D2 € (0,dys), there exist setd3; C )31" and By (£7]) C 235’ for eachi} € B; where B; and

{B2(27)}aren, successively Dy, Dy)-coverTp with following properties:
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o The size ofB; is upper bounded:

1 1
~log|By| <Ri(P, D) + ks Oi". (44)
o For all 2z} € By, the size ofB2(2}) is also bounded:
1 o logn
~log (|B1| - [Ba(a3)]) <R(P. D1, D2) + ha=o, (45)

wherek; and k. are universal constants, i.e., do not depend on the diftibP or n.

The proof of Lemmal8 is given in AppendiX B. The following cthaoy provides a successive refinement scheme
using By and {Bx(Z})}snep, from Lemmals8.
Corollary 9: For length of sequence and typeQ € P, (X), let R satisfy R > R1(Q, D) + klogn/n. Then,

there exists a coding scheme ffp such that
« Encoding functions argq 1 : 7o — {1,..., Mg} and fg 2 : To — {1,..., Mg 2}.

o Decoder 1 and Decoder 2 employ
94Q,1 Z{l,...,MQ,l}%X’ln (46)
902 :{1,..., Mg} x {1,...,Mga} — Xg (47)

respectively.

» For allz™ € 7g, encoding and decoding functions satisfy

di (2", 9q,1(f@1(z"))) <D1 (48)
da (2", 99 ,2(f@1(2"), f@2(2™))) <Dso. (49)

« The number of messages are bounded:

logn

1 3
R< ElogMQ"l <R+ (50)
1

logn

- log Mg 1Mq2 <R(Q, D1, D2) + (k2 + 1) (51)

The proof of Corollary P is given in Appendix] C.

Let us now describe the achievability scheme. Similar toitlea from [6], we will consider the four cases
according to the typ&) of the input sequence™. For each case, the encoding will be done in a different manne
Before specifying four cases, we need to defih®; and AR,. Let AR; be the infimal value such that the
probability of { Ry (Px~,D1) > R1(P,D1) + ARy} is smaller thare;, and AR, be the infimal value such that
the probability of{ R(Px~, D1, D2) > R(P, D1, D2) + AR5} is smaller thare,. Recall thatPx» denotes the type
of X™. The error occurs at decoder 1 if and onlyRf (Px~, D1) > R1(P, D1) + ARy, and therefore probability
of error at decoder 1 is less than. Similarly, the error occurs at decoder 2 if and onlyR{ Px~, D1, D3) >
R(P, D1, D3) + AR5, and therefore probability of error at decoder 2 is less #haffhe following lemma bounds
AR; andARs.
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Lemma 10:

AR, = LZDI)Q—I(Q)JFO(IOEL") (52)
ARy = MQ”(@) +0 (k’in) - (53)

The proof follows directly from[[16, Lemma 3].

We are ready to define four cases based on the type of the ssegoence as well as corresponding encoding

schemes.

1)

2)

3)

Q€ AVY 2{Q € Pp(X): Ri(Q,D1) — Ri(P,D1) < ARy, R(Q, D1, D3) — R(P, D1, Dy) < AR,}.
In this case, both decoders decode successfully. SR{¢g D1) < R(P, D1) + ARy, by Corollary[9, there
exist encoding and decoding functiofig 1, fg,2, 90,1, 90,2 such that

di (2", 9q.1(fq1(z"))) <D1 (54)
d2 (2", 9g,2(f@1(z"), fq,2(2™))) <D (55)
for all 2" € 7 and
Ryi(P,D1) + ARy + ky log” < %logM( O <Ry (P,D1) + ARy + (ky + 1)1°g” (56)
ElogM<0 DM <R(Q, D1, Do) + (ks + 1)losn (57)

We emphasize that we have (P, D,) instead ofR;(Q, D) in (86). This is because we need to aggregate
the codewords at the end of the proof. More precisely, we hafix the number of codewords for decoder
1 in order to bound the number of codewords only for decoder 2.

Qe AOD 210 e P,(X): Ri(Q,D;1) — Ri(P,D;) < ARy, R(Q, D1, Ds) — R(P, D1, D) > ARs}.

For thoseQ, the encoder onlyD; covers7g. Thus, decoder 1 will decode successfully and decoder 2 will

0,1)

declare an error. In this case, we do not need a message fodefe2 and we can think df/[ =1. For

decoder 1, by Theorefi 1, we can find encoding and decodingidmsg (1) : X — {1,.. .,Ml(o’l)} and
gV {1,..., MV} - X7 such that

dy (2", g OV (O (M) < Dy (58)

for all @ € AV and2™ € Ty where

Liog 0D — Ry(p, D1)+AR1+O<1Ogn). (59)
n n

Q€ ALY £2{Q € P,(X): R1(Q,D1) — Ri(P,D1) > ARy, R(Q, D1, Do) — R(P, Dy, D>) < ARy}
In this case, the encoder only, covers7g. Thus, decoder 2 will decode successfully and decoder 1 will
declare an error. In this case, we do not need a message fodatet. However, because of the structure of

successive refinement code, we need to reformulate the-fmeptint code for the second decoder into the
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form of successive refinement code. More precisely, we cahffjnctionsfg’o) AT = {1, .. pS O)}
andgo™” : {1,..., 053"} — X3 such that

dz (2", 357 (F5 % (@) < Dy (60)

for all 2" € T where

log n

1 ~
- log Mégl,éo) < Ro(Q, D2) + kq (61)
Let M3 and MYy be
lo 1 lo
Ri(P,Dy) + AR, + k2" < ~log M <Ri(P,D1)+ ARy + (ki +1) en (62)
1 (1,05 ;1,00 1 -(1,0) , logn
—log My Mys' <—log My . 63
o rog Mg Mgt slog Mg o+ (63)

For simplicity, we neglect the fact that the number of messagre integers since it will increase the rate
by at mostlogn/n bits/symbol. Leth be a one to one mapping froi, .. .,Mé{io)} x {1,.. MS’QO)}

to {1,...,M%3 }. Then, we can define encoding and decoding functiffg’ : X" — {1,..., M3},
f(1 0 {1,.. M(1 0)} andg (1.0), A{1,.. .,M(l’lo)} x {1,.. .,M (¢, O)} — XJ' where

7

(fl,) 10):0 ) ( 10) )) (64)

(1,0)

955 (m1,ma) =55 (h(my, m2)). (65)

Note that the first message is useless for decoder 1, but wetdmare since it will declare an error anyway.
On the other hand, decoder 2 will decode both andms successfully.
4) Qe ALY 2{Q € P,(X): Ri(Q,D1) — Ri(P,D1) > AR, R(Q, D1, D3) — R(P, D1, D) > ARs}.
The encoder sends nothing and the both decoder will decianeseWe can assuli(l’l) = Mz(l’l) =1
Finally, we merge all encoding functions together. Givenrse sequence”, the encoder describes a type of
sequence as a part of the first message ugiidog(n + 1) bits. This affects at mos(logn/n) bits/symbol
in rates. Based on the type of sequence, it employs an ergddiittion accordingly, as described above. Since
the decoder also knows the type of the sequence, it can entipdogorresponding decoding function. Since all

MO0 Mé{f) have the same upper bound, we can boind

Q1
Lrog by <Ry(P.DY) + ARy + (ky +1) /287 |2 8D (66)
<m(n. D)+ PP 0 (FET). ©7)
Similarly, we can show that
%1ogM1M2 < R(P,Dy,D;) + WQA(Q) +0 (loin) ) (68)

This concludes the proof.
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C. Proof of Theorerhl7

Instead of type covering arguments that we used in the pueveection, we use the result of sphere covering
for Gaussian sources.

Theorem 11 [[20]): There is an absolute constat such that, ifR > 1 andn > 9, anyn-dimensional spheres
of radiusR can be covered by less thann®/2R" spheres of radius 1.
For simplicity, we refer to the sphere of radiudy r-ball and denote by3(z",r) = {z" : d(z",2") < r?}, the
set of points in the sphere centeredaét with radiusr. The above theorem immediately implies the following
corollary.

Corollary 12: Forn > 9 and Ry > R, > 0, we can find a sef C R" of size M that satisfies:

o For allz™ € B(0, Ry), there is an elemerit” € C such thatz” € B(2", R»).

o The size of the sed/ is upper bounded by

" log M <  log g—;+§1°i"+o<%). (69)
Let r; andr, be radius of the balls such that Pt? + - -- + X2 > rf| = e and P{X? + -+ - + X2 > r}] = eo.

First, consider the casg < e». It is clear thatQ ~!(e;) > Q@ !(e2) andr; > 7. We can further divide this case
into the following three cases,
1) X" € B(0,72), i.e., X +---+ X2 < r. In this case, we design a code such that both decoders cadelec
successfully.
Let Cgo,o) C R™ be the set that satisfies:
. Cgo,o)‘ _ Ml(o,o)
e B(0,r2) C Uinecio,o) B(i",+v/nD)
e LlogM{™” < Llog & +/EQ () + O (1°g")

which implies that there aer(O"O) number of\/nD;-balls that covers the,-ball. Upper bound oer(O"O)

can be found similarly to the proof of Theorémh 2. Sir@e!(e;) > Q !(e2), it is clear that

e el+0(1°g”) (70)
n

Similarly, we can cover a/nD;-ball with MQ(O’O) number of/nD,-balls. In other words, there exists
C(O’O) C R” that satisfies:
’C (0, 0)’ 0 ,0)
o B0, VADY) C U, oo BE", /D)
. %logMg(O"O) < %log g—; +0 (loi")

where upper bound oMéO’O) is because of Corollafy 12.

Thus, if 2 € B(0,r2), then we can findi}? € C§o,o) such thatz" € B(#%,+/nD;) which implies
(1/n) ||a™ — &7||> < Ds. Furthermore, since™ — &7 € B(0,/nD;), we can findi" € ¢{*” such that
o — &7 € B(¥",/nDy) which implies(1/n) ||z" — &} — #"||5 < D.. Finally, we can taket} = @} + 7"
and we get(1/n) ||lz" — 3|5 < Ds.
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2) X" € B(0,r1) but X™ ¢ B(0,73), i.e., 73 < X7 +---+ X2 <ri.
We will only send a message to decoder 1, and decoder 2 wiladean error. We can covei -ball with
Ml(o’l) number of\/nD;-balls where

L 1
1ogM1(01) 5o g——i—y/ Q (Oi") (71)

Therefore, there exis’(ﬁo’l) that satisfies:

C%O,l)‘ _ Ml(o,l)
e B(0,7m3) C Uinecio,l) B(2",v/nD)
e LlogM{®V <Lllog & +,/EQ () + 0O (1°g") :
We can thinkMg(O’l) to be one.
3) X" ¢ B(0,r1) andX™ ¢ B(0,rs), i.e.,ri < Xi+---+ X2
The encoder does not send any messages and both decodeedldltedan error. We can think boMl(O’Q)

and M.%? to be one.

Finally, we employ the codeboak = ¢\ uc!®Y uc{®? and the same faf, where|C; | = M; and|Ca| = M.

1ogM1 ;1og—+\/ —Q e +O(10gn) (72)
1 logn
1ogM1M2 <2 1og — —|— Q (e2) + O . (73)

Similarly, we can consider the case > e,. In this case, it is clear tha—! (61) < Q7 (ez) andry < 1o We

Then, we can see that

can further divide the case into the following three cases,

1) X" € B(0,m), i.e., X7 +---+ X2 <ri. In this case, both decoders can decode successfully.

We can findMl(l’O) number ofy/nD;-balls that covers,-ball where

logM(10)< log——l-q/ Q (e1 +O<1ogn). (74)

Similar to previous cases, we can def'ml%’o) to be a set of the ball centers.
Also, we can covek/nD1-ball with Mg(l’o) number ofy/nDs-balls where

1 1. D 1
~log M{M <= log —1 +0 ( Og") . (75)
n

2 n
SinceQ(e1) < Q7 (e2), it is clear that

1 logM(l O)M(l ,0) < /1 Q (logn) . (76)
n n

2) X" € B(0,ry) but X™ ¢ B(0,ry), i.e.,r? < X7 + -~-—i—X72I <ri.

We will only send a message to decoder 2, and decoder 1 wilaagean error. We can coves-ball with
M@D number of\/nDs-balls where

1 ~ 1 o2 1 logn
— (171) < _ —1
- log M <3 log Dy +4/ _2nQ (e2)+ O ( - ) . (77)
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Similar to the proof of Theorefl 5, we can split the message!) € {1,..., D} into (m{"" m{Y) e
{1, M5y {1, MYy such that

]\/[1(1.,1)]\/[2(1.,1) — D (78)
1 an 1 o? [1 logn

— )« - _ _

- log My < 5 log D, + 2nQ (e2)+ O - (79)
1 1 D 1

— logMél’l) <Zlog=t+0 ( ogn) . (80)
n 2 Do n

Recall that the decoder 1 does not care about the recoristruzlt the source, where, on the other hand,
decoder 2 will get botmz") and 1{"") and will be able to reconstruct the source basediBii:!.

3) X" ¢ B(0,r1) andX™ ¢ B(0,rs), i.e.,r3 < XZ+---+ X2
We will not send any messages and both decoder will declasgran We can think bothl(l’Q) andM2(1’2)

to be one.

Similar to the case of; < e2, we can combine the codebooks and get

1 1 o? /1 1 logn

- <Z -z — 0O

nlong <3 log D, + 2nQ (1) + O ( - (81)
1 1 o2 1 logn
2 log My My <=log = 41/ —Q ! oen 82
—log MM <3 OgD2+ 2nQ (62)+0( - > (82)

This concludes the proof.

Remark 2:If we havee; = e5 = ¢, radiusr; andr, are the same and the proof can be simplified. In this case, an
error will occur at both decoders if and onlyXf?+- - -+ X2 > r2 wherer = r; = r,. Since both decoders share the
same error events, encoding can be done successively inpéesinanner and we do not have to consider the case
of message splitting. More precisely, given codeb§oK (i), X2(j)) : 1 <i < M;y,1 < j < M,}, the encoder
finds i such that(1/n) HX” - X{l(i)Hz < D, and then findsj such that(1/n) HX" — X)) — Xg(j)Hz < D».

This is the key idea of Sectidn VI where we use the successfirement technique to construct a point-to-point

source coding scheme with low complexity.

VI. LAYERED CODES

We considered the successive refinement problem with twoddgs so far. In this section, we show that the
idea of successive refinement is also useful for point to tplmissy compression where we have one encoder
and one decoder. The intuition is that successive refinegmdihg provides a tree structure for a coding scheme
which allows low encoding complexity. More precisely, ifetlsource is successively refinable, we can add 1
virtual mid-stage decoders and employ a successive refimeseheme forl, decoders without any (asymptotic)
performance loss. For fixeH, this is a simple extension of successive refinement, haywexealso provide a result
for L = L,, growing with n. Since the number of decodefscorresponds to the level of tree and lardeteads
to lower complexity of the scheme, we have a great advantagerins of complexity by taking growingy = L,,.

Note that the tree structured vector quantization (TVSQ) lieen extensively studied, and also has a successive

approximation property. For example, in [21], Effros eta@mbined pruned TVSQ with a universal noiseless coder
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which enables progressive transmission of sources. Whigeatpproach guarantees optimality at zero distortion, it
cannot achieve the rate-distortion function in general.

The precise problem description is the following. leebe the block length of the coding scheme. The codebook
consists of sub-codebook&ﬁ"), Cé"), e ,Cg‘)) and each sub-codebook consistd\of codewords fol < i < L.

We consider the following encoding scheme which we kalered coding

e Finde; € Cf") that minimizes some functiot (2™, ¢1).

e Fori>2, givency,---,ci—1, find¢; € Cf”) that minimizesy; (z™, c1,¢2,+ - ,¢i—1),
where v, ...,1 are simple functions that depend on the specific implemientatf the scheme. One can think
of (c¢1,...,¢;) as messages for arth (virtual) decoder. The compressed representation efstiurce consists of
a length L vector (m4,---,my) which indicates the index of codeword from each sub-codkbhete that the

total number of codewords i&/; x --- x M, and the rate of the schemelis= Z L Jog M;. Once the decoder

i=1n
receives the message, it reconstrukts = ¢(ma,--- ,mzr) with some functionp.
Definition 6: An (n, L, {M,--- , M.}, D, ¢)-layered code is a coding scheme withsub-codebooks where the
size of thei-th sub-codebook i$/;, and the probability of excess distortion RX™, X") > D} is at moste.
Note that the definition of the layered code is exactly eqoahat of the successive refinement code except the

fact that the layered coding scheme only considers thertlmoat the last decoder.

A. Layered Coding Schemes

We show the existence of layered coding schemes for a Gaussiarce under quadratic distortion and for a
binary source under Hamming distortion. For fixdit is easy to have a layered coding scheme, since sources
are successively refinable in both cases and we can applyutieessive refinement schemes. In this section, we
generalize the result even further in two aspects. Firstcoresider how fast the coding rate can converge to the
rate-distortion function, and provide an achievable raiguiding a dispersion term. Then, we alladwto be a
function of block lengthn, and provide a layered coding scheme foe= L,, growing with n. Our next theorem
shows an existence of a rate-distortion achieving layecgting scheme for given and L.

Theorem 13:For i.i.d. Gaussian sources under quadratic distortion idrtl binary sources under Hamming
distortion, there exists én, L, {M,..., My}, D, ¢)-layered code such that

L
> : log M; < R(D) + 1/ L2) D) g1 +Lk10gn 0 (log”) (83)
X n

1= 1

for some constant where theO (logn/n) term does not depend ot or L.

The proof and discussion of Theorém 13 are given in SeficA¥and Sectiofl VI-AR. Note thakklogn/n is

also in the class of(log n/n) for constantZ, however, we will also consider the case whére- L,, grows with

n. We would like to point out that the lag¥(log n/n) remains the same even whén= L,, increases as grows.
1) Gaussian source under quadratic distortiofor Gaussian source under quadratic distortion, we carrgkre

Theorenl¥ to the case of multiple decoders. As we mentiondtkimarK2, we choose all to be equal tc.



17

Lemma 14:Let a source be i.i.d. Gaussiavi(0, %) under quadratic distortion. For all, there exists a

(n,L,{My,---,Mr}, D,e)-layered code such that

1 1 o? 1 1 logn

- <Z -z — 0O

nlong _210gD1+”2nQ (e)—i—O( - (84)
1 1 D;_ 1 )

“log M; <= log ==L 1 3798 goro << (85)
n 2 D; n

for any D1 > Dy > --- > Dy, = D where theO (logn/n) term depends on but not onL or the D; values.
The choice ofy; and ¢ will be specified in the proof. The fact that tli¢(logn/n) term is not dependent on
the specific choice oD;’s and L is important in cases we consider later whér@and D; vary with n.
Proof: Consider the successive refinement problem with targeortishs D, > --- > Dy = D and target
excess distortion probabilities = - - - = ¢, = €. Given sub-codebook, .. .,Cy, the basic idea of the scheme is
as as shown in Algorithinl 1. Note that the input of the alganiik a given sequence® and the set of sub-codebooks

Ci1,...,Cr, where the output is the collection of sub-codewotgls, . . ., ¢, -

Algorithm 1 Encoding Scheme.
SetD; > Dy > ---> Dy = D, and letx(®) = z™.

for i =1to L do

Find a codeword:,,, € C; such that|[x("=1) — CWHE < nD;.
If there is no such codeword, declare an error.
Let x(0 = x(=1) _ .

end for

We construct sub-codebooks based on Corollaty 12.rLie¢ a radius such that PK? +--- + X2 > r?| = .
Similar to the proof of Theoreilnl 7, we can fidd; number of\/nD;-balls that covers the-ball where

1 1 o2 1 logn
“log My <=log T+ 1/ —Q! . 86
“log My <3log -+ <e>+0( n) (86)

Again, the termO (logn/n) only depends om where we provide the details in AppendiX D. Then, for 2, we
can cover,/nD;_1-ball with M; number of\/nD;-balls where

%logMigélongg—_il—f—i%loin. (87)
The i-th sub-codebook;; is a set of centers of/nD;-balls, and thereforé;| = M,.

Suppose the encoder foung,,, - - , ¢m,_, successfully, which implie§cy,, + -+ cm,_, — :z:"||; < nD;_;.
In other words,z" is in the ball with radius,/nD;_; where the center of the ball is a,, + - - + ¢, ,. Then,
by construction, we can always fing,, € C; such that;(z", ¢y, - - -, ¢m,) = |[emy + -+ - + ¢, — 2|3 < 0D
We can repeat the same procediirédmes and find(my, ma, ..., mp).

The error occurs if and only if the evet? + - - - + X2 > r? happens at the beginning, and therefore the excess

distortion probability ise. The reconstruction at the decoder will béc,,,,, ..., cm.) = Cm, + -+ + Cmy - [ |
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The overall rate of Lemmia_14 can be bounded by
L

E 1 log M; (88)
L
i=1

logn L D logn

i—1

< — o
< log —i—\/ Q +O( )+ZE [ D, +3 - } (89)
1 o2 1 logn logn
—§log5+\/%Q () +3(L—-1) - —|—O< ) (90)

2) Binary source under Hamming distortioffthe next lemma provides a similar result for a binary souroden
Hamming distortion.

Lemma 15:Let the source be i.i.d. Berp) and the distortion be measured by Hamming distortion fonct
where the target distortion iB. For large enough, there is a(n, L, {M,,--- , My}, D, ¢)-layered code for alL
andD; > Dy > --- > Dy, = D such that

1 Vip,D) __ logn

Sog My <ha(p) — ha(Dy) + VL Qo) + 0 (ET) (o)
L tog My <ha(Di 1) — ha(D) + ks log" , for2<i<lL (92)
n

whereO (logn/n) only depends om, we denote dispersion of Bepj(source withV (p, D) = p(1 — p)log?((1 —
p)/p), and a binary entropy function withs(p) = —plogp — (1 — p) log(1 — p) andks is a constant that does not
depend on any of the variables.

Proof: Similar to the proof of Lemm&14, we can consider the suceessfinement problem with target
distortionsD; > --- > Dy = D and target excess distortion probabilites= --- = ¢;, = e. The basic idea
of coding is very similar to the Gaussian case. The diffegeiscthat we use Hamming instead if balls, and
therefore we need Lemnha 8 instead of Corollary 12. A Hammialtywith radiusr is defined by

A n RN
Bu(r) 2 {y" €{0,1}": Y yi <1}, (93)
=1
Given sub-codebooks,, . . .,C, the basic idea of the achievability scheme is the following

Algorithm 2 Enoding Scheme.
SetDy > Dy > ---> Dy = D, and letx(?) = z".

fori=1to L do
Find the codeword,,, € C; such thatd(x~", ¢,,,) < D;.

If there is no such codeword, declare an error.
Let x() = x(=D g ¢, .

end for

Similar to Algorithm(d, the input of the algorithm is a giveegaiencer™ and the set of sub-codeboaks . ..,Cy,

where the output is the collection of sub-codeworgls, . .

5 Cmy -
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In the first stage, similar ta [16, Theorem 1], we can find a sotbeboolC; with size M; such that the excess

distortion probability is smaller thanand

V(p7 Dl)
n

logn

%bng < h(p) — h(Dy) + Q Ye)+0 (—> . (94)

n
Similar to the Gaussian case, the tethilogn/n) only depends om, where the detail is provided in Appendik E.
Fori > 2 and the given typ&), Lemmd8 implies that there & ; Hamming balls with radius.D; that covers

all sequences of typ€ where

1 I
- log Mg, <R(Q,D;) + k1 Oin

(95)
logn

=h(Q(1)) — h(D;) + k1 (96)

_
LetCq,; be a set of centers of Hamming balls with radius;, and thereforéCq, ;| = Mg ;. Thei-th sub-codebook
C; is union of Cg ;s for all type Q € T(D;—1,D;) = {Q € P.(X) : D; < Q(1) < D;_1} and zero codeword

(0,0,0,---,0), i.e.,

C; ={(0,...,0)}U U Co.i- (97)
QET(Di—1,D;)
Then, we have
1 1
—log M; = = log|C;] (98)
n n
1
<1 ;
< —log |1+ > cqal (99)
QET(D;-1,D;)
1
< -1 I+(n+1 Mg 100
“n Og< (n )QGTE%?:D» Q"> (100)
1
< h(Di—1) = h(D;) + (kr + 1) 22 (101)
where [I0D) is becaudq (D;_1, D;)| < nD;_1 —nD; + 1. We can sek;3 2 ki + 1.
Suppose the encoder could fing, , - - - , ¢;n,_, successfully which implied(c,,, ® - ® cm,_,,2") < nD;_1.

In other words,z™ is in the Hamming ball with radiueD,_; where the center of ball is at,,, ® --- @ ¢im,_,-
Then, by construction, we can always fing, € C; such that); (¢, .-, cm;) = d(Cm, ® -+ D e, ™) < nD;.
We can repeat the same procediirémes and find(mi, ma, ..., mp).

The error occurs if and only if the first sub-codebook failstwer the source™ at the beginning, and therefore
the excess distortion probability és The reconstruction at the decoder will b&:,,,, ..., ¢m, ) = Cm, BB cmy, -

]

Remark 3:We would like to point out that Lemniall5 is limited to memosgdebinary sources while Theorem
holds for any discrete memoryless sources. The main differ is the operation between source symbols. More
precisely, in Lemm#_15, the source is encoded and then ther*esequence (modulo 2 difference) is encoded
again. Note that Hamming distortion is closely related tie tiperation. However, It is hard to generalize this idea

to non-binary sources because there are no correspondiagedces when the distortion measure is arbitrary. The
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modulo|X| difference could work, but it is complex to analyse even wtiendistortion measure is still Hamming
distortion.

The overall rate of Lemmia_15 can be bounded by
L

3 % log M; <hs(p) — ha(D1) + @Q—l(e) +0 (k’i”)
i=1
L logn
3 (D) — ha(Dy) + 1 (102)
=2
—hs(p) — ha(D) + 7V(p;LD1)Q-1(e) + k(L — 1)105” +0 (k’i”) . (103)

B. Discussion

1) Rate-Distortion Trade-Offin both [90) and[{103), it is obvious that the choicelohas an important role.
For simplicity, we only consider the case whe¥g = M, = --- = My = M, and we neglect the fact that the
number of message¥ is an integer. We can find/ and D; > Dy > --- > Dy, which satisfy [(84) and(85) (or
(@1) and [[9R)) with equality. For example, in the Gaussiasecave can find/ and Dy, --- , D, sequentially:

%1ogM 1og—+\/7Q (log"> (104)

Di, 1 10g n
33—
Di + n

Clearly, the number of possible reconstructions\i$’ = ¢ and the rate of the scheme 8= (1/n)Llog M.

1 1
—log M =3 log for2<i< 1L, (105)
n

On the other hand, the complexity is of ordef x L since the encoder is searching a right codeword dver
sub-codewords at each stage. Thus, for fixed fateve can say that the coding complexity (or size of codebooks)
scales withL exp (nR/L) which is a decreasing function @f. This shows that largelt provides a lower complexity

of the scheme. It is worth emphasizing that we can/set L,, to be increasing witln. This is because the bounds
in both corollaries hold uniformly for all.

On the other hand, in both corollaries, the overall rate camdunded by

G+, K 0 (121) (106)

for some constant, where we denote by?(D) and V(D) the rate-distortion function and the source dispersion.

F Q! (1Og ") . (107)

We can see that there is a penalty telflihn(log n/n) because of using layered coding.lf, is growing too fast

However, the optimum rate is given by

with n in order to achieve low-complexity of the scheme, then the peenalty terml,,(logn/n) can be too large
and we may lose (second-order) rate optimality. This shdwesttade-off between the rate and complexity of the
scheme. Consider the following two examples, which aredvi@i both the Gaussian and binary cases.

« If L, = L is constant, then the scheme achieves the rate-distornibtha dispersion as well, but the complexity

is exponential (albeit with a smaller exponent).
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o If L,(logn/n) — 0 asn — oo, we can achieve the rate-distortion function. For exaniple,, = n/log® n+1,

then the achieved rate is

R:R(D)+O( = > (108)

logn
i.e., the scheme achieves the rate-distortion function &screases, while the coding complexity is of order
ﬁ;—nnm"g". Note that the excess distortion probabilitys fixed. We would like to point out that the rate is

near polynomial inn.

o If L,(logn/y/n) — 0 asn — co, we can achieve the source dispersion. For example, i \/n/log” n +1,

R=R(D) + \/@Q_l(e) +0 (m) . (109)

Note thatR — R(D) is inversely proportional ta/n with coefficient,/V (D)Q~!(e), in other words, lay-

ered coding can achieve the second order optimum rate. Oothle® hand, coding complexity is of order

then the achieved rate is

(v/n/log® n)nV™leen which is better than the original exponential complexity.

2) Generalized Successive Refinabilitye would like to emphasize another interesting featureydrad coding.
Layered coding can be viewed as a successive refinement schiginl decoders. Since our result allosis= L,
to be increasing with, this can be viewed as another generalized version of ssigeagfinement. If the source is
either binary or Gaussian antn,,, ., L, (logn/n) = 0, the source is successively refinable with infinitely many
decoders, where the rate increment is negligible. For coisgra in the classical successive refinement result, the
number of decoders is not increasing and the rate increnegnielen neighboring decoders is strictly positive. In
[13], this property is termeéhfinitesimal successive refinabilitpnd the results here establish that Gaussian and

binary sources are infinitesimally successively refinablerees (under the relevant distortion criteria). Morepver

if we further assuméim,, ., L,, “’jﬁ" = 0, each decoder can achieve the optimum distortion includisgersion

term. In this case, we can say that the binary and Gaussianesoare strongly infinitesimally successively refinable
sources.

In [13], the authors also pointed out that infinitesimal ®ssive refinability yields another interesting property

leen _ (), where the decoder received the

n

calledratelessnessConsider a binary or Gaussian source With,, ., L

first few fraction of messages, i.ém, mo, ..., mqz) for some0 < a < 1. Based on the proof of Lemniall4 and

Lemmal14, the decoder will still be able to reconstruct therse sequence with distortioR («R) which is the

minimum achievable distortion at rateR. If we havelim,, o L, l‘i%l = 0, an even stronger ratelessness property

can be established. In this case, the decoder can achiewptineum distortion including dispersion terms.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have considered the problem of successive refinementanfilicus on the optimal rate including the second
order dispersion term. We have proposed the concept ofrfgtsaccessive refinability” of the source and obtained a

sufficient condition for it. In particular, any discrete meryless source under Hamming distortion, or the Gaussian
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source under quadratic distortion are strongly succdgsieéinable. We also show that the complexity of point-to-
point source coding can be reduced using the idea of sugeasfinement. For binary and Gaussian sources, we
characterize an achievable trade-off between rate and leaitypof the scheme. We establish, for these cases, the
existence of schemes which are infinitesimally successikefinable, rateless, achieve optimum dispersion, with
sub-exponential complexity. Alternatively, essentigiglynomial complexity is attainable if one is willing to dac

off from attaining the dispersion term.

APPENDIX
A. Derivative of Rate-Distortion Function
For fixed D > 0, the rate-distortion function is a mapping betwe@p to R whereC,,, = {(x1,...,2m) : x; >
0,Vi,> v, x; = 1} C R™. Note that the tangent space 6f,, is (m — 1)-dimensional hyperplane that contains
C,, itself. We sayR(-, D) is differentiable atP = (p1,...,pm) € C,, if there is an extensio®(-, D) : R™—R

which is differentiable aP. The derivative ofR(-, D) is defined by a derivative of its extension, i.e.,

(110)

- - - T

OR(P,D) OR(P,D) OR(P,D) m

, et eR
(9])1 81)2 8pm

R'(P,D) 2 R/(P,D) = (

SinceC,,, is smooth, the derivativ&’ (P, D) is well-defined in the following sense[22, 4p]. Léli(-, D) :R™=R
be another extension dk(-, D), then for anyQ € C,,, we have

(Ri(P.D),Q — P) = (R'(P,D),Q — P). (111)

This implies that the derivative along its tangent planehis $ame regardless of the choice of extension. This is

enough to use Taylor series since
R(Q,D) = R(P,D) + (R'(P,D),Q — P) + high order terms (112)

Now, consider the well-definedness Bf P, D). For an extensiork(-, D) : R™—R, the source dispersion is
defined by

~ 2 ~ 2
~ " (OR,(P, D) " OR,(P, D)
— / — ? A ’ .
V(P,D) = VAR [Ri(P, D)| _Z; ( o | P ; o ") (113)
SupposeR, (-, D) is another extension aR(-, D), then [I11) implies that
R\(P,D) = R'(P,D) + al,, (114)
for somea € R wherel,, = (1,1,...,1)T € R™. Then, we have
~ 2 ~ 2
- " [ OR,(P,D) " OR.(P,D)
/ i P .
VAR[ 1(P,D)} =X (781% Pi ; Ty (115)

2

" [ OR(P,D) <=~ ORi(P,D)
=y -3 i 116
‘ Opi = Opj pi ) P (116)
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m

" [ OR(P,D OR(P,D
-y OR(P, D) -y (P, D)

o oo bi| i (117)

i=1 j=1
—VAR [R’(P, D)} . (118)
Therefore,VAR [R’(P, D)] does not depend on the particular choice of extension.
The same argument holds f&' (P, D1, D2) andV (P, Dy, D3) as well. More precisely, for ang) € C,,, and
extensionsk(P, D1, D;) and R, (P, D1, D,), we have
(R'(P,D1,Ds),Q = P) = (R{(P, D1, Ds),Q — P). (119)

Also, VAR [R'(P, D1, D2)] does not depend on the particular choice of extension.

B. Proof of Refined Covering Lemma for Successive Refinement

The proof is similar to the proof of [5, Lemma 1], however, vavé to consider vanishing terms more carefully in
order to deal with source dispersions. Given type clBsswe want to construct sef8; C )?1" and By (z}) C )?2"

for all 7 € By such that

Tr C |J Bi(@}, Dy), (120)
#reB;
By, Dy)c | Ba(df,Dy) forall i} € By, (121)
a3 eBa(ay)

whereB; (2}, D) = {z" € X™ : d;(=™,3}') < D} for i € {1,2}. We construct such sets using conditional types.
Let

1 R

D} :Dl—_|X|"Xl"dM (122)

n

* 1 $ *

Di =Dy — = |X|- ‘Xl‘ - (])@] + 1) das. (123)

n

Then, there exist probability kernel®; : X — X; and W, : X x X; — X, such that

I(X; X1) =Ra(P, DY) (124)
I(X; X, X,) =R(P,D?, D) (125)

where the joint law of X, X1, X) is P x W, x W, and

E [dl (X, X)) } ZP YW (1 ]2)dy (z, &1) < D (126)
E[dg(x,f(g)} = 3 P@)Wi(d1]2)Wa(da|z,é1)de(x, #2) < Dj. (127)

The structure of kernels are described in Fidure 2.
Let [W;] and[W3] be rounded versions 6, andW> so thatn[W1](Z1|z) P(z) andn|[Ws](&2|z, 21)[W1](21|z)
P(x) are integers for alk, &1, Z2. Clearly, for allx, &1, 2,

1

[Wh](21|z) — Wa(21|z)] SnP(a:)

(128)
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Xt ——— W X > X —— X7

Wo: X x X — X — XJ

Fig. 2. Structure of Kernels

(W)@l d1) = Wa(dalr, )] <= 1 (129)

“n[Wi](@1|2) P(x)

Let 7w, (z™) be the conditional type class @f;] givenz™, and 7y, (2", 27) be the conditional type class of

[Ws] given (z™, 7). Then, following lemma shows that*, 7 and Z} from those type classes satisfy distortion
constraints.

Lemma 16:For anyz™ € Tp, 2} € Tiw,)(z") andzy € Tiw, (2", 27), we have
dy(z",27) <Dy (130)
do (2", 25) <Ds. (131)
The proof of Lemm&_16 is given in Appendix F.

To construct the codebook, we further [€] be a marginalized type of; and[V] be a marginalized kernel

from X; to X,. More precisely,

[QI(&1) =Y WA](d1]2) P(x) (132)
TEX
Tol|T *; jg X jl 1 JA?l x xX).
M](Ialxl)—[Q](il);[WzK |, 21)[Wh](Z1]x) P(x) (133)

We further letGy = Tig), Gi(2") = Tiw, (z"), Ga(@7) = Ty (87) and Ga (2™, &7) = T, (a2, 27) for all
z" € Tp, 2% € G1. It is clear thatG, (™) c G; and GQ(:C”,:E?) C Go(2}). We generate codebook randomly
based on these sets.

Let ZM = (Zy,---, Zyr) be a randomly generated codebook whére. .., Z,, € )31" are i.i.d. random variables
that has uniform distribution ove®,. Also, for givenZ; = z;, let =¥ = (Bia1, -, 2iN) C )22” be i.i.d. random
variables uniformly distributed ovefs(z;). The size of codebooR/ and N will be specified later. We denote

U (ZM) the set of source words that are not covered by the codeBdbki.e.,
U (ZM) ={a™ € Tp : dy (2™, Z;) > Dy, forall 1 <i < M}. (134)

Also, for eachl < i < M, let L{Q(Ef\’) be the set of source words that are coveredZbyout not covered by the

codebook=Y, i.e.,

Us(EN) ={a™ € Tp : dy (2™, Z;) < Dy, do(a",E; ) > Do, forall 1 <j < N}, (135)
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If we can show thaf [[t/(Z2™) U (UM,1:(ZN))|] < 1, then we can say that there exist s&s and B (i7)
that satisfy [120) and(121). This is because the randonabiarionly gets integer values, and the fact that its
expectation is less than one implies that there exists antefethe variable being equal to zero with non-zero
probability, as required. We will show that the expectatiam be made to be less than one, by takidgand N
to be large enough, but not too large so thai (44) (45) atisfisd. Note that this argument is similar to that
of [19, Chapter 9].

We begin with union bound.

M
E [th(ZM)U (U e (EM)|] = > Pr [x”eul(ZWU(Uuz(E?)ﬂ (136)

zneTp

M
< > Prlameth(ZM)]) + Y0 D Pr[at e Up(E))]. (137)

zneTp xn€Tp i=1

We can bound the first term using type counting lemma.

> Pt eth(Z™)] = Y (1—Prldi(a", Z1) < D) (138)
z"€Tp zneTp
< 1 ‘él(xn) ) 139
‘ZT SRt (139)
‘Gl(l'n)
<m;— exp (— Ten M) (140)
< Y e (—m+ ) epmEh)x) - HIGD)M) 24D
z"E€Tp
= [Tplexp (=(n+ 1)~ ¥ expn(H((X1|X) - HZ))M) (142)
< exp(nH (P)) exp (—(n + 1)~ 1% exp(—n1(x; [£2]))M) (143)

where the joint law of X, [X1], [X2]) is P x [W1] x [W5]. Note that[1411) is because 6F{39) and](42), wHile [143)
is due to [(3F).

We can bound the second term using a similar technique.

Pr(z" € Up(EN)]

= Pr[dl(x”, Zz) < Dl, dQ(In, Ei,j) > DQ,V_]] (144)
1 ~n n = . Am
=—— > Prldi(a",4}) < Dy,dy(a",Zi ;) > Da,Vj | Z; = 7] (145)
Gl #7eC)
1 - o
=—— > Priy(a",51) > Da| Z; = 7]V (146)
|G1| 7 €eGL
dl(zn,i?)SDl
1 |Gaam, a7)
= exp | —Nt— ! (147)
|Gl i?eZGl ( |Ga(27)]

dl (Inii?)SDl
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= Y e (<N ) R epn(H (%] [X0) - HK)XK) . (148)
z1eG,
dy(z™,27)<D1

Finally, we get

M
> > P (a" ety(EN))

zne€Tp i=1
< M{[Tp|exp (= N(n+ 1)~ HEHB exp(—n(H () [£]) - H(X)IX, [5]))) (149)
< M[Tp|exp (= N(n+ 1)~ exp(—nr (X [X]|1X0))) ) - (150)

We chooseM and N that satisfy
(n 4+ DB expnr (X3 [X0]) < M < (n+ DR exp(nr(X; [X0])) (151)
(n+ 1)FHBTR2 oxp (1 (X (]| [£1])) < N < (n+ DFHBFR exp (X [Xo)][(X0]). (152)

If we apply suchM and N to (I37), [14B) and(150), it automatically giveEs[[i/(Z™) U (UM, 1s(EN)) |] < 1
forn > |X] - ‘Xl‘ +4+ H(P) 4+ I(X;[X1)). Therefore, there exists sely and B,(i7) that satisfies[{120) and
(I21) where

2~|X|-’)€1‘+8

1 N
Zlog |By| <I(X; (%)) + logn (153)
n

1 ) A 2-|X|~’)€1’~‘2?2‘+2-|X|~’2?1’+16
- log (|B1] - |B2(27)]) <I(X;[X1], [X2]) +

logn (154)
n

for all 7 € B;. Note that we boundog(n + 1) by 2logn.
Then, the following lemma bounds the gap betwdéi; X;) and I(X;[X1]) (also for I(X; X, X,) and
I(X;[X1],[X2])) where the proof is given in Appendix| G.

Lemma 17:
. Co 20X
|15 %) = 10X 1) < logn (155)
n
o o 41X)- 2| - | X

15 %0, %) = 1[50, [Ka])| < . log . (156)
With (I53) and [(I54), we can bound the size®f and By (2})’'s by

) ) 4~|X|-’)91‘+8

—log |B1| <I(X;X;) + —————logn (157)

n n

6~|X|-‘)€1’~‘232‘+2~|X|~‘231’+16

1 o o
o log (|B1] - [Ba(27)]) <I(X; X1, X3) + logn (158)

n

Recall that we seX that satisfies/ (X; X;) = R(P, D). Thus, the final step of the proof should be bounding
the difference betweeR(P, D,) and R(P, D7), and also betwee®(P, Dy, D3) and R(P, D}, D}).

Lemma 18:For large enough, we have

logn

R1(P, D7) <R:i(P,D1) + (159)
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logn

R(P, Dy, D3) <R(P, D1, Do) + (160)
The proof is given in Appendik™H
Finally, we have
Tlog|B1| <Ry(P,Dy) + (4-]¥] || +9)125" (161)
log (|B1 - |Ba(@1))) SR(P, Dy, Do) + (6 %] - | &1 - [ R] +2- 1] | 2] + 17)105". (162)
We can see that the coefficients of thign/n terms are
oy :4-|X|-}2€1\+9 (163)
by =6+ 1| ||| R| 4212 || 417 (164)
which are independent of the distributidghand block lengthn. This concludes the proof of the lemma.
C. Proof of Corollary[®
By Lemmal8, there exisB,, { Ba(i7)}srep, that successivelyD;, D;)-coverT, where
%10g |Bi| <R1(Q, D1) + ks 10571 (165)
1 . logn .
~log (|B1| - [B2(31)]) <R(Q, D1, D2) + ks for all &7 € B;. (166)

For simplicity, we neglect the fact that the number of messaand the size of sets are integers. A&} ; = e™#
and letMg » that satisfies\Mq 1 Mg 2 = |B1| - maxznep, |B2(27)[. Then, [50) and[(51) hold by definition. Then,
we can find an one to one function

he | (@7 x Ba(@) = {1,..., Mga} x {1,..., Mg} (167)
#7€B;
such thati} can be uniquely recovered based onlymenwhere(my, mq) = hi (27, %), i.e., there exists a function
h such thati? = h(m;). This is becauséB; | < Mg ;.

For all z™ € Tg, there existsi] € By and i} € By(&}) such thatdy (¢, £}) < Dy andda(z",£5) < Ds.
Let fo,1(z™) and fg 2(«™) be the first argument and the second argumerit(f’, 2% ), respectively. Further let
go.1(m1) = h(my) andgg 2(m1, ms) be an inverse function di(-, -). By construction ofB; and{B2(27)}aren;
encoder and decoder satisfies| (48) dnd (49).

Note thatM 1 has to be an integer, and may not be exactly equan’o However, we can s€tl/n)log Mg 1
to be close taR, i.e.,

-1 -]
R< ~logMg, < R+ 28" (168)
n n
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n

D. BoundO (l"ﬂ) term for Gaussian case

Theorem 19 (Berry-Esseen Theorém|[23]et Z™ be i.i.d. random variables witR [Z;] = 0, E [Zﬂ = ¢?% and
E {|Zi|3} = p < . Let F,, be the cumulative distribution function ¢§_." , Z;)/(c\/n) and® be the cumulative
distribution function of the standard normal distributidrhen, for alln,

Cp
o3\/n’

sup [Fa(z) — @(2)] < (169)

In [24], Shevtsova showed the optimuthis smaller thar%.

Let X" be i.i.d. Gaussian random variables with zero mean andnaia®. Then, forr? > no?, we have

n n X?*G’Z r2—no?
Pr [Zi:l X12 > TQ] =Pr [217\1/(27102 ) > V2no? :| (170)
r? —no? 1 15066
< + = 171
@ ( V2no? ) 22v/2ncb (71
where we want this probability to be smaller thanThus, we can set such that
15
2 2 2n—1
= + V2 - . 172
r° =no noQ (e 4\/%> (172)
By Corollary[12, we can cover-ball with M; number of\/nD;-balls where
1 1 2 51 1
Zlog My <:log —— + 22981 4 Zogk, (173)
n 2 nD1 2 n
2 2MnH—1 15
1 no® + vV2no*Q NI 1 1
—Zlog ( AV ) 4 2loen 1y, (174)
2 nDy 2 n
1. o2 1 2 15 5logn 1
=—log— +=log |1 Q7 e — - —log ks 175
2ong+2og<+ -Q (e 4_2n)>+2n +—log (175)
1 o? 1 15 5logn 1
<-log— + —— 1(— )+— + — log ks. 176
280, P U@ ) Tae T (70
Using Taylor's expansion, one can bou@d’ (e — 15/(4v/2n)) by Q~'(e) + O (1/4/n). Finally, we have
1 1 o? 1 5logn 1
“log M; <=log — 4+ —Q* = ~ 177
nog 1_2 Ong—i_mQ (€)+2 n +O<n>7 ( )

whereO (1/n) term does not depend ah or D;.

E. BoundO (logn/n) term for binary case

Let X™ be i.i.d. Bernoullip) wherep < 1/2. Then, forl/2 > ¢ > p, we have

Pr[y°1, Xi > ] =Pr [% > (¢ —p) ﬁ] (178)
n 1 P
=0 ((q_p) p(l—p)) TSR Y (7o)

where we want this probability to be smaller thanThus, we set; such that

_ p(L—p) 14 6 L
g=p+ " Q ( 5 np(l—p)3>' (180)
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By Lemmal[8, we can covef with My number ofy/nD;-balls where

" log My <h(q) — h(Dy) + by 22" (181)

<h(p) + (¢ — P (p) — B(Dy) + 1y 28" (182)
p(L—p) 1 1 l—p logn

<h(p) + - Q <e N )3) log 5 — h(D1) + k1 (183)

)iy [P (- ) (54

Using Taylor’s expansion, one can bouQd* (e —1/(2+4/np(1 —p)3)) by Q~'(e) + O (1//n). Finally, we have

1 1 logn 1
— < _ 01 -
Log My <h) ~ KDy + =@ 0+ E 0 (1), (185)
whereO (1/n) term does not depend ah or D;.
F. Proof of Lemm&_16
For anyz™ € Tp, 27 € Tjw,)(2™) and 2y € Ty, (2™, 27), we have
ZP Wh](@1]a)dy (2, £1) (186)
1 .
<§P o)Wi(21]2)dy (z, 21) + - |X] ’)ﬁ’ dnr (187)
1 .
SDI+E|X|' ’XlldM (188)
=D;. (189)
Similarly, we have
dy(a",35) = > P(a)[Wa](d:1|2)[Wa] (222, £1)da (@, &2) (190)
. . . . 1 A 5

< Y Pa)Wa(a|o)Wa(dale, #1)da(z, 31) + D %Wg(:i:2|:zr,:i:1)d2(:zr,:i:1)

x,L1T2 T,T1,T2
1 . N
+E|X|"Xl"‘Xz‘dM (192)
1 A 1 . .
<5+ — || - || das + = 2] - || - | e das (193)
=D>. (194)

G. Proof of Lemm&a17
Let Q be

zeX
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Therefore, we have

Q1) — =Y Pla)(Wi(d1]z) — [Wi](d:|2)) (196)
reX

<D P@) Wildi|e) = [Wh(@ fo) (197)
zeX

<> % = |—f| (198)
zeX

which implies||@Q — [Q][|, < |X] - ‘Xl‘/n. By [19, Lemma 2.7], we can bound the difference betweeroergs:

bl

(%)~ H())] < - tog 121 (199)
x| - }Xl}
< log n. (200)
Using 7(x) = —xz log z, we can also bound the difference between conditional pigso
|H(X1[X) = H([X\)|X)[ <> Pla)| Y r(Wi(@a]e)) — 7([Wh](1]2)) (201)
reX jle/—\?l
<N P(x) > T (Wi |z) — [WA)(@]a)]) (202)
reX F1€X,
<Y P@) Y 7T (ﬁ) (203)
reEX jle/—\?l
< Z log (nP(z)) (204)
reX
x| - }Xl}
< log n. (205)

This is becauseiP(z) > 3 for all z. Equation [204) is because(z) — 7(y)| < 7(lz —y|) if |z —y| < 1/2.

Finally, we get

10X; %) = 10G )| < | () = HD)| + [HRUX) - HR1X) (206)
_M logn + M logn (207)
i 4] g (208)

Similarly, we can bound the difference betwelrX ; X1, X5) andI(X; [X1],[X5]). Recall that X, X;, X,) has
a joint law P x Wy x W, and (X, [X], [X2]) has a joint lawP x [W;] x [Ws].
Let Q and[Q] be

Q(i1,32) =Y Wi(dr|z)Wa(a|z, 41)P(z) (209)
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[Q)(d1,32) = Z[Wl](fl |2)[Wal(Z2|z, 21) P (). (210)

x

Then,Q and[Q] should be similar:

Qa1 82) = [QUr,82)| < 30 P(@) Wa(a|a) Waldalo, 1) = [W)(0r o) WaGafo )| (211)

<ZP |W1 $1|{E WQ(ZC2|$ .Il) [Wl](.f1|I)W2(ZE2|$,{f1)|

+ ZP W1 $1|{E)WQ($2|{E .Il) [Wl](£1|x)[W2](£2|x,i“1)| (212)
SZEW@ .%'2|.’L',CC1 +Z% (213)
<214, (214

which implies HQ - [Q]Hl < 2]X|- ‘Xl‘ : ‘Xg‘/n. By [19, Lemma 2.7], we can bound the difference between

entropies
o o 21X - || - | &
’H(XLXQ) — H([X4], [Xz])‘ < - ‘nl‘ ‘ 2‘ log 21| (215)
i
<—F———Flogn. (216)
n
Note that
(Wi (&1]x)Wa (@22, 21) — [Wi](@1]2)[Wa](22]x, 1))
< Wi (@1 |2)Wa(Z2|z, 21) — [Wi(@1]x) W2 (22|z, 21)]
+ W] (@1 |2)Wa (Z2|@, 21) — [Wh] (@1 |2)[Wa] (222, &1)] (217)
. nP1(x) W (az, 1) + npl(x) (218)
2
= wP() (219)
Since we assumed thatP(x) > 3, we have
|H (%, %ol ) - H(K] (X))
< ZP Z (Wi (21]z)Wa (22|, 21)) — T([Wi](@1|2)[Wa)(22]z, £1)) (220)
< ZP Z (IW1(21|2)Wa(2|x, £1) — [Wh](21]2)[Wa](22]2, £1)]) (221)
N
21| - | X
- ‘ 1 2’ log nP(x) (223)

2



32

<— L 11T logn. (224)
n

Using [216) and[(224), we can bound the gap between mutuziniations:

1(X; X1, Xe) = I(X [0, [Ka)| < |H (K, ) — HERL )| + |H (K, Xl X) - H(IX), [X:]1X)

(225)
21X || - [ 21X | |- ||
< logn + ———————logn (226)
n
41X || - | Xy
< logn. (227)
n

H. Proof of Lemm&_18

We know thatD¥ = D; — |X|-|X;|das/n. Using the convexity and monotonicity properties of the+aistortion
function, we find an upper bound on the difference betwBéR, D7) and R, (P, D1):
_Rl(P, Dy) — R1(P, Dn) <R1 (P,0)

228
DT — Dy - Dy ( )
log | X|
< . 229
<2 (229)
Therefore, we can bounf; (P, DY) using Ry (P, D1 ):
~ log | X
Ra(P,D}) <Ry(P,D1) + 1] -| i dag 21T (230)
1
1
<R\(P.D;) + 22 (231)
for large enough. Similarly, by the mean value theorem, there existssauch that for large enough,
R(P, D}, D3) — R(P, D1, D2) <(VR(P, Dy, D}), (D1 — Di, D> — D3)) (232)
1
<8t (233)
n
where D} = ¢D; + (1 — ¢)D3, Dy = ¢Dy + (1 — ¢)Dj.
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