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Abstract

Random binning is a widely utilized tool in information theory, finding applications in various
domains. In this paper, we focus on the output statistics of random binning (OSRB) using the Tsallis
divergence T,. Our investigation encompasses all values of « within the range of (0, 00). The proofs
provided in this paper cover both the achievability and converse aspects. To accommodate the unbounded
nature of T, we analyze the OSRB framework using the Rényi’s divergence criterion with the order
of infinity, denoted as D.,. During our exploration of OSRB, we encounter a specific form of Rényi’s
conditional entropy and delve into its properties. Additionally, we demonstrate the effectiveness of this
framework in establishing achievability results for wiretap channel, where Tsallis divergence serves as

a security measure.

I. INTRODUCTION
The concepts of distance between probability measures and correlation metrics are closely
intertwined and widely utilized in information theory and machine learning. These metrics play
a crucial role in various applications, such as quantifying security levels [1]-[9] and bounding
generalization errors [10]-[13]]. Several well-known distance measures are commonly employed,
including the total variation distance, KL divergence, Rényi divergence, and Tsallis divergence.

The total variation distance is a popular metric defined as
1
Ip(e) = a(@)lrv = 5 3 |p(@) - a(2)]. ()

KL divergence, another widely used measure, is defined as

D(p(x) || q(x Zp log( g) 2)
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Rényi divergence generalizes KL divergence and is defined as

- log (ZB: p(fﬂ)%(fﬂf”) 7 3)

where « is a parameter that determines the order of the divergence.

Do (p(2) || q(x)) =

Tsallis divergence is another generalization of relative entropy, given by

To(p(x) || g(x) (Zp a—1>. €5

Correlation measures also play a significant role in various scientific domains. Two well-known
measures are Shannon’s mutual information and Rényi mutual information. Shannon’s mutual

information is defined as

z)p(y)

Y)=> plx,y)log ]f()(;;;i’y).

Rényi mutual information of order «, proposed by Sibson, is defined as

7 log Z[Zp p(ylz) ]W :

where « belongs to the range (0,1) U (1, 00).

[o(X5Y) =

These different metrics exhibit various relationships with each other, with some metrics being
stronger or weaker than others. Bounding one metric often leads to bounding another. For
instance, Pinsker’s inequality states that mutual information is a stronger measure than total

variation distance, as shown by the inequality:

o)~ p)p0)lry < /310G Y. ®

Moreover, Rényi mutual information is a non-decreasing function of its order, implying that any
upper bound on Rényi mutual information with an order greater than 1 yields a bound on mutual
information.

Random binning has long been recognized as a valuable tool in information theory, particularly
for establishing achievability results. One essential technique for analyzing random binning is
the method introduced in [14]. This work investigates the output statistics of random binning
(OSRB) and demonstrates that, when the binning rate is below a certain threshold, the bin index
variable becomes asymptotically independent from other variables as the block length increases,
based on the total variation criterion. In [15], the asymptotic analysis of OSRB is extended to

a stronger measure of mutual information.



This paper adopts Tsallis divergence as a metric, which is a stronger measure compared to
Rényi divergence, Rényi mutual information, and total variation distance. The asymptotic analysis
of OSRB is conducted based on this measure. In this context, the binning rate is constrained by a
conditional Rényi entropy. Various definitions of conditional Rényi entropy have been proposed
[16]-[21]. The conditional Rényi entropy introduced in this paper is based on the framework
of OSRB analysis using Tsallis divergence, giving it operational significance. Furthermore, the
properties of the introduced conditional Rényi entropy are thoroughly investigated in this work.
We explore the OSRB framework by considering 7, across the entire range of a € (0, c0),
providing both achievability and converse proofs. For the case of & = oo, where T, is unbounded,
we utilize D,, as a substitute for the OSRB analysis. We present our OSRB theorems in
three distinct scenarios. Firstly, we consider a scenario where the binned sequence is generated
independently and identically distributed (i.i.d.). Secondly is randomly chosen from an e-typical
set. Lastly, we investigate a scenario where the binned sequence is mapped form an e-typical
set and then passed from non-memoryless virtual channel. We analyze the second and third
cases as determinstic and stochastic encoders, respectively. By utilizing the OSRB theorem for
determinstic and stochastic cases, we are able to achieve higher achievable rates. In particular,
we focus on the wiretap channel and derive a secure rate using the Tsallis divergence and D
as the security criterion. Our results can be seen as an extension of work presented in [2], where
the wiretap secure rate is computed using Rényi divergence with a parameter o € (0,2] U {oo}
the measure of secrecy. Moreover, we present an applications of our OSRB framework. The
application is in establishing the achievability rate region for the wiretap channel using Tsallis
divergence and D, as a secrecy criterion.

The remaining sections of this paper are structured as follows. Section [[Il provides the necessary
preliminaries. In Section [, we introduce a specific type of conditional Rényi entropy and
investigate its properties. Theorems for asymptotic OSRB based on the Tsallis measure criterion
are presented in Section Section [V] explores the applications of Tsallis-based OSRB in
analyzing the achievability rate regions of the wiretap channel problem. Finally, Section [VI]

presents the concluding remarks of the paper.

II. PRELIMINARIES

This section begins by introducing the relevant notations and providing a definition of random

binning. We then identify a counting problem and discuss the necessary properties of Tsallis



divergence.

A. Notations and Definitions

Random variables are denoted by capital letters and their values by lowercase letters. Alphabet
sets of random variables are shown in calligraphic font. The n-ary Cartesian power of a set X’
is denoted as X". The notation pY(z) represents the uniform distribution over the set X. We use
[/] to denote the set {1,2,...,¢}. We use 1{-} to denote the indicator function; it is equal to
one if the condition inside {-} holds; otherwise, it is zero. For a real number z, its integer part
and fractional part are denoted by |z| and {z}, respectively. All the logarithms in this paper

are in base two.

Definition 1 (Random binning). In the process of random binning, each realization of a random
variable is randomly assigned to a bin index. Therefore, random binning can be viewed as
a random function denoted as B : X — [M]|, where each symbol x € X is uniformly and
independently mapped to a symbol b € [M)]. Consider two dependent random variables X and
Z with a joint probability mass function p(z, z). By applying random binning, we map the set
X to [M]. As a result, the induced random probability mass function on the set X x Z x [M]

can be expressed as
P(x,2,b) = px z(x, 2) 1{B(z) = b}. (6)
Consequently, we obtain the conditional probability mass function as
P(blz) =) pla|2) 1{B(x) = b}. )

Here, the use of capital letter P indicates that the induced probability mass function on x, z,b

is random.

Definition 2. A channel p(x|z) is referred to as a singleton channel if, for any x1, s, 21, 23 such

that p(z1)p(z2) > 0, the following condition holds.

p($1|21) :p($2|Z2)- (8)

On the other hand, if the above condition is not satisfied, the channel is classified as a non-

singleton channel.



B. Counting

The count of positive integer solutions for the linear equation
1+ T+ ...+ 10 =0, 9

is given by

a—1\ (a—1)!
<€—1) S ((=Dlia—0Y (10)

It is evident that the following inequality holds.

(2‘:11) <a®. (11)

C. Some useful properties of Tsallis divergence

By using the inequality logz < x — 1, we can establish the following inequalities for Tsallis

and Rényi divergences.

To(p(z) | 9(2)) = Da(p(z) | q(x)) o€ (1,00) (12)

Da(p(x) | ¢(x)) = Tolp(x) | ¢(z)) o€ (0,1). (13)

Moreover, the limit values of the Tsallis divergence are given by

lim To (p() || ¢(x)) = D(p(x) || 4()), (14)
and
lim T, (p(2) || () = o0, (15)

for two different distributions p(z) and ¢(x).
Due to the unbounded nature of the Tsallis divergence as « approaches infinity, it is less
appealing for investigation. Therefore, the paper focuses on analyzing D, instead, defined as
Da(p(o) [ a(2)) = 1o max 2 ). (16)
In comparing the definition of 7,, and D,, in equations (B]—{4]) for two different distributions
on X", it can be observed that they exhibit similar behavior for o € (0, 00) as n approaches to
oo. This observation suggests that if one of them converges to 0 or oo, the other also converges

accordingly.



III. CONDITIONAL RENYI ENTROPY

In this section, we present a candidate for the conditional Rényi entropy and thoroughly
examine its properties. This particular entropy emerges naturally when bounding the output of
random binning using the Tsallis divergence. Since the properties of this entropy will be utilized
in the subsequent theorems, we introduce it earlier. Although the conditional Rényi entropy we
introduce in this paper has been previously discussed in [16] and some of its properties have
been investigated in [21]], we provide a comprehensive overview of all its properties here for the

sake of completeness.
Lemma 1. Consider the function

Ha(X|2) =

ia log (ZP(Z) Zp“(:c|2)>- (17)

Then it has the following properties
1) Let p(z,z) = p(x)p(2), then
Ho(X|Z) = Ha(X), (18)
where H,(X) is the Rényi entropy of order .
2) H.(X|Z) is decreasing in oo € R. To be more precise, it is strictly decreasing for non-
singleton channel p(z|z).
3) lim,_1 Ho(X|Z) = H(X|2).

4) Data processing inequality for o € (1, 00),
Ho(X]Y) < Ho(X]2), (19)

such that X —Y — Z forms a Markov chain.
5) Suppose o € (1,00) and X € [0,1], then Hy(X|Z) for fixed p(x|z) is a convex function
of p(z). More precisely, we have

1
— log(ZZ: (Wwal2) + Ans(2) ) - > )
A (0% A (0%
“log( D ;a(2) Y p*(ale) | + o log| Y pa(2) Y _p7(xl2) | 20)
where X\ = 1 — X and py(z) and p(z) are two different probability mass functions over
the alphabet Z.




6) In the limit as o — 00,

~ 1
lim H.(X|Z) = log(—) 21)
a—o0 max, . p(z|z)
~ 1
lim Hu(X|Z) = 1og<,—). 22)
a——00 min, ., p(z|z)

7) Let (X™, Z™) be i.i.d. random variables distributed according to p(x, z), i.e.,

n

p(z", 2") = Hp(:ci, ). (23)
Then,
Ho (X" 2" = Z (X:|Z:) = nH.(X]|Z). (24)
8) H,(X|Z) is non-negative.
9) For singleton channel p(x|z) and any oy # s € R, we have
0.,(X|Z) = Ha,(X|2). (25)
The proofs of the properties are given in Appendix [Al

Lemma 2 (Harris’ inequality). Let f,g : R — R be non-decreasing functions, and let X be a

real-valued random variable taking values in R. Then

E[f(X)g(X)] = E[f(X)]E[g(X)], (26)

which by induction and paying attention to the fact that the multiplication of non-decreasing

and non-negative functions is non-decreasing, we have
¢

J4
Hfi(X)] > HE[fi(X)] 27)

i=1

E

when f;(X) is non-decreasing and non-negative.

IV. STATISTICS OF RANDOM BINNING

In the subsequent analysis, we examine the output statistics of random binning based on the
Tsallis divergence criterion. We consider two separate cases, namely « € (0, 1) and « € (1, 00),
and present two theorems that encompass both achievability and converse proofs. Additionally,

we provide a theorem specifically for the case of o = oo, where we utilize D, as a measure.



A. Statistics of random binning over i.i.d random variable

Theorem 1. Consider the scenario where o € (1,00) and B : X™ — [2"F| represents the set of

all random mappings with a rate of R, satisfying
R < H,(X|2). (28)
As n approaches infinity, we observe that
Es [T (P(b,2") || 90 p(=") | = 0. (29)
Furthermore, if R > H,(X|Z), then we have
Es T (P(b,2") || 90 p(=") | = oo. (30)

Proof. We begin by proving the theorem for o € N, and then we proceed to generalize it. It is
important to note that the proof initially focuses on the single-shot scenario and later extends to
the asymptotic regime. By considering the definition of Tsallis divergence in equation ), we

obtain

Es | T (P(,2) 1| 20) p(2)) | = ﬁ <EB Moy Pa(b|z)p(z)] - 1) 31)

<ZP )(MeEs P (bzlwzﬂ)—l), (32)

where is due to the symmetry and linearity of expectation.

Using the multinomial expansion, we now compute the expectation by substituting (7)) in (32)).

MEg [p(b - 1|z)ﬂ (33)
— M (mez)n{zs(:c) - 1})1 G4

= M°Eg Z Hp ;| 2)1{B(z;) = }] (35)

..... To 1=1

= M°Ej Zpa(xﬂz)]l{lg(xl) =1}

+ ( Z P (z1]2)p(22]2) H]I{B x;) =

T1#£x2

+ Z P2 (21]2)p* (22]2) H]l{B xi) =1} +.. )

T1FT2




+< Z P> 2(z1]2)p(22]2)p(23]2) H]l{B (z:)

T1FT2FT3
+ Z p* 3 (11 2)p? (22| 2)p(23]2) H]I{B x;) = )
T1£T2F£T3
+
+ Z Hp($i|z)]l{8($i):1}] (36)
T1F# - F Lo 1=1

_ Ma—l Zpa($1‘2>
1
+M°‘_2[ Z p* H(w|2)p(a2]2) Z P2 (11| 2)p? (2] 2™) —i—]

T17£T2 T1F#T2

SR G I D G B EABITENE
T1F£T2FT3
+ Y e @l p(anl ) + -
T1F£T2#£T3

ot > [ptlo) (37)

T1F£ToF# - Fxo 1=1

< Mot Zpa(x\z) (38)
T _Ma*(zpa—l(ﬂz)) + M2 (3 al2) ) (o pAels)) + - .
T _MQ-S(ZpH(ﬂz)) + M (3 al) ) (o pRel)) + - .
Y (39)

where (36) comes from the fact that the set X'“ can be partitioned as U_;. A, where A, is the

set of a-tuples in the following form

Ag: {(l’l,...,1’1,113'2,...,l’g,...,l’g,...,l’g) T GX,jE [ﬁ],l’z%l’],’&%]}, (40)
- ~ - ~ - N 7

a1 a2 €7

with a1 + ... 4+ ay = a. In other words, 4, means that we divide the set X'* into ¢ parts and
the data inside each part are equal, while they are not equal to the data of other parts.
Counting how the power « is divided into ¢ parts yields an upper bound of (II)) for the

cardinality of the set A,. The equation (37) is a consequence of the fact that random binning
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maps independently and uniformly, or equivalently

Es

[118(:) = 1}] = ﬁ 41)

(B8)) arises from

¢ 1
)R | ERCIDES | IR 42)

T1FxT2F - Fxp 1=1
In addition, we benefited from

>o vl < 32 [l =1 43)

r1#Fxq 1=1 1yeesTa 1=1

The terms in (39), by Harris’ inequality, can be further bounded as

L L
Mt H (Z p‘“(x|2)> =M ] B [p“i—l(X |z)] (44)

1=1

¢
<MKy, [Hpai_l(X\z)] (45)

i=1

= Mt Zpa_“l(x\z), (46)

where Zle a; = «. By substituting these upper bounds into (32)), we obtain the following

upper-bound terms for Tsallis divergence.

Let (X™, Z™) be i.i.d. random variables distributed according to p(z, z). Suppose that we ran-
domly (and uniformly) bin the set X" into M = 2" bins. Then, with the increase of n, each

term forming the upper bound in (@7)) tends to zero if the rate applies in the following inequality.
R< Hy on(X|2), 0=1,...,a—1, (48)

or equivalently
R < min Hop1(X]2) @ .(x|2), (49)

which (a) results from the non-increasing property of H,(X|Z).

It should be noted that for the singleton case, according to property @} the value of H,(X|Z)
is constant.

Therefore, with the increase of n, the upper bound (39) tends to 1 and subsequently (32) tends

to zero. By letting n go to infinity, the proof of the theorem for @ > 1 € N is complete.
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The generalization of the achievability proof to real values of o and the converse part of the
proof can be found in Appendix O

Remark 1. Inequality shows that considering D,, instead of T, in the case of o € (1,0),
the result of Theorem [Il will be valid.

Remark 2. In case of a = 1, Theorem [Il shows that if R < H(X|Z) holds, then
Es[(Z; B)] = 0. (50)

This case can also be deduced from the results of [14], [15|]. More specifically, it has been
proven in [I4] that R < H(X|Z) gives results

Esl|p(z,b) — p(2)p” (b) | v — 0. (51)

Furthermore, in [15]], it is shown that (31) approaches zero exponentially fast, which subsequently
results in (30).

The following theorem holds for « € (0, 1).
Theorem 2. Let o € (0,1). Then

Es| T (P(0.2) 1| (0)p(=")) | = 0 (52

holds if and only if the binning rate satisfies R < H(X|Z).

The proof is provided in Appendix

B. Statistics of random binning for special type

Theorem 3. Let consider

1 n
o) = 32 | A S 1, = 21— ‘ 53
T (px) { \n; s = o} = pla) <e} (53)
and X", which X™ distributed over T"(px) with distribution of
~/.n ?: X

aneﬁn(px) [T p(z:)
1=d,< > [[et (55)

zneT M (px) i=1
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and
Pznixn = szip(i (56)
i=1

consider the scenario where o € (1,00) and B : T (px) — [2"%] represents the set of all

random mappings on a special type with a rate of R, satisfying

R<H(X Zp p(zlz) || p(2)). (57)

As n approaches infinity and ¢ — 0, we observe that
Eg |To(P(,2") || () a(z"))] =0 (58)
which p(z) =Y p(x)p(z|z) and q(z") = [, p(z).

Proof. Similar the steps in proof of Theorem [I] we start the proof with o € N, then we generalize
that. Unlike the proof of Theorem [1| we represent this proof in asymptotic regime. Most of the
steps in this part are similar to [I] based on expansion. Let consider the definition of Tsallis

divergence in (), so we have

Es[Ta(P(b, ") | 97 (Bla(=")] = — (E

gaeay] )

b,z™

- — (Zq M“EB< ;tzf;))a - 1), (60)

Z’!L

where (60) comes from symmetry and linearity of expectation.

Multinomial expansion combining by substituting (7)) in (60) implises that

e @1
. ( — z(;;)ﬂ{m):l})a] .
s ( ..... SIS (;)“)]1{8(9:9:1})] o
- 3 > EE S isen - 1)

. (g P~ (at, 2")plas, q)( 1)1 1{B(ap) = 1}
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. ( s P e, (s, ) TIE 1B = 1)

a sn

+ Zﬁ?‘m?#w? pa—3(x?7 Zn)p2(a}g, 2")p(xy, 2") - H?:l {B(z}) = 1}>

qe(=")
+

Zx;z;é---;émg [Tic, p(af, z")1{B(}) = 1}
_l’_
q*(z")

(64)

2P €T (px)

n

paeee 30 PTG | S R )

wy e wp#eg
a—2(,.n n n . n n . n
_ p (ZIZ' )y © )p(!lfQ,Z )p(x3az )

+ M- 3[ >
a—3 l.n’ N 2 xn’ N T ’Zn
X Z P )p° (xy, 2" )p(ay, 2")

4ot Z Hi:l (z7,2") (65)

i O
<yt Y P (66)
wne'];n(px) qa<z’ﬂ)
a—1/,.n n
b larase( 0y BN, (67)
TR G
a—2(,.n n 2(n M
Ma—2< Z b (ZIZ' y < ))( Z p (ZIZ' )y © ))_'_
a—2(n 2(-n
TR A GO Ny G
(68)
a—2(m n
T Tl (D D AL (69)
TR G
a—3(,.m N 2(n oM
_ p* (2", 2") p-(a, 2")
D S =) TR St
( ) ne;;( qa—B(Zn) . Zn q2(zn)
T €T (px) T €T (px)

4+ (14 26,)7, (70)
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equation (64)) is due to the fact that the set X'* can be partitioned as (40) in proof of Theorem [l for
« € N. The equation (63) is a consequence of the fact that random binning maps independently

and uniformly and uses (#1H43)) for z? instead of ;.
(68170)) is due to

y Mart qp( 5 men o
Ty F AT i=1 \z"€T(px) g (=")

combining with special case of (o; = 1)

> p(a", 2") _ Denernipy) PE")P("]2")

= (72)
€T (px) q(zn) ZSL‘”E'Ten(px) Q(xn)p(2n|xn)

o . ﬁ " D M
¢ Doemp PR 1 .

with ¢(z™) = [[;-, p(x:), and 6,, — 0 for n — oco.

This is clear that the upper bound obtained in (Z0), terms are created as follows
a—k(,.n n
a—Kk— n p T ’Z
MOTFEN gy Y W, k=0,1,...,a—2. (74)
zn €T (px)

Let consider (X™,Z") such as mentioned in Theorem [3l Suppose that we randomly (and
uniformly) bin the set X™ into M = 2" bins. Then, Lemma (@) implies that with the increase
of n, each term forming the upper bound in (74) tends to zero if the rate applies in the following

inequality.
R<H(X Zp (#l2) | (), k=0,1,...,a-2 (75)
or equivalently

R < min H(X) = Da—k(p(2]2) || p()) (76)

9 H(X) - Do (p(z]z) || p(2)), (77)

which (a) results from the increasing property of Dq (p(z|z) || p(2)) in o

for correctess of the

X EECE) | E s ]

=1 ZE"€7—€7L(;DX)
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with Zle a; = « for every realization of Z" = 2" let assume v, () measure be defined as

p(w(”x)") p(r("vz)")

ny q(zn N q(zn

Vn(x ) - Z p(wn’zn) - p(zn) (79)
zh€T M (px) q(z") q(z™)

HARRIS inequality implies that for f;(z) = %!, we have
n n . n ¢ n o .n o=
(C_I(Z)> Z P(Z>Z)H<p(37az)) '
MEDVP RN RTED NS S ANTED

Z 2" 2" = ", 2"\
Al =G T 2 ()] e

concluded in (Z3) with §,, — 0 for n — oo.

q(z")
since o) > 1+25

Therefore, with the increase of n, the upper bound (ZQ) tends to 1 and subsequently (60)
tends to zero. By letting n go to infinity and € — 0, the proof of the theorem for o > 1 € N is

complete. U

The proof for real a’s is in a way similar to the generalization proof of Theorem [1l and hence

1S omitted.

Remark 3. Let consider q(z") = [[;_, p(z:), converse part of proof for lemma 3] could be
concluded exactly by repeating the steps (283H283)), replacing (H(px) + 0,(€)) in (334) instead
of (H(px) — dn(€)), and

S () 0 LA A L B, )qu)w 82

2m 2 €T (px) q>(z") zneT M (px gk (z")
= S aen £
)
Z‘SL’) n(p(z)—e)
> log H <Z p(z ) (84)
a—k

P z|x
= Z n(p(x) — €)log Zp(z)ia_lg [2) (85)

: - e

instead of (340 for simplification respectively.

Remark 4. Achievability and converse part for special type on o € (0, 1) has no gain because

is coincided with i.1.d random variable on similar interval hence is omitted.



Theorem 4. As a = oo, consider X™ distributed over T"(px) with distribution of

[T, p(:)
aneﬁn(px) [ p(z:)

16, < ) f[p(rci)

:Ene'];n(px) =1

pla") =

and

Pznxn = sz |X;
if the binning rate satisfies the following condition
R< HX) = o) Dulofcle) [ 9(2)
then as n approaches infinity and ¢ — 0, we observe that
Eg[Ds (P(b, ") || p"(b) q(z"))] = 0

which q(z") = [[;_, p(2) and p(z) = >, p(z)p(z|2).

16

(86)

(87)

(88)

(89)

(90)

Proof. Similar to Theorem [3] the proof is given for asymptotic regime case by considering the

special type of 7"(px) versions of the variables.

For any
1
<P M 26, exp (-l (X) = 0a(0) 15, ((#) + D (p(Z10) [ ()
we have
Es| Do (p(0,2") || 11 )]
=Egp {log (max mE

b.zn

<lo (EB [max Mp

2

< log %log ZEB[exp<5Mp§;i;))]>>
b

S )

~ log | £ log [ M Y Ex[exp (5 | S P 2 L{B") = 1) >]>>

q(z")

O

92)

(93)

(94)

95)

(96)

97
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98)
" eT (px)

1 . exp (Mﬁp q(z 1
< log 3 log (M | 2" | max Lefl;[(px) ( i — 37 (99)

1 1
< log 3 log (M‘Z”\exp max Z M(e ( ) (100)
T aneTn o)

1 p(z", 2")
log(ﬁlog(MZEB[exp<ﬁM Z mED) ———1{5( )

< log llog(M|Z"DleIn%x [B Z pla”, 2") + B*M Z p2(;c nn ]
P P L ondrton i) e T
(101)
<log 1 log(M|Z"]) + 1 £ max Z p(a”, ") (102)
N p Bl = it 1"

2 p(xnv Zn)) p(xnv Zn)
+h Mxne%}ai)vz”( q(z") ) 2 q(z") (10

€T (px)
_ 1 npy o L p(z")
= log (B log(M|2"]) + 3 ﬂngga}x<q(zn)) (104)
T M max (ﬁ(m”)p (Zn‘xn)) S pen
e ET(px) 2" q(z") ey 127
(105)
< log <1 + 26, + % log(M|2"]) (106)
+ | B0 exp (= n(H(X) = 0,(6) + D p("1a") || a(=7)) ) (1 +25,) )
(107)
<26, + Zlog| 2| + L log M (108)

E E
+ MB(1+28,) exp (= n(H(X) = du(e) + 7Y (0(x) + D (p(z[2) || p(2)) ) (109)

where

e (©4) comes from Jensen’s inequality for f(z) = log .

o (93) follows from the following standard inequality for bounding the expectation of maxi-



18

mum,

..... 5

@6) is the consequence of symmetry.

K
E[ maXKZk} < Liog (ZE[exp(ﬁzk)D, V8 > 0. (110)
k=1

Putting (7) in (96) and because of that we have an independent and uniform mapping, (99)

18 the result.

« (I00) is due to 1 + = < exp(x), and (I0I) utilizes

e <l+z+2> 0<z<l (111)

(107) uses ). T (o) p”z) _ pE") <1 4 26, concluded in (72 combining with

q(z™) q(z™)
CH(X) = b,(e) < %log(ﬁ(w")) < _HX)40u(e), a"eT(px)  (112)

and 9,,,0,(¢),e — 0 as n — 0.

(I09) is because of log(1 + x) < x and

p(Z”|$")) (113)

Do) | (=) = mctog (L1

< max (pw'x")) (114)

eneTr(px)m \ q(2")
n(p(z)+e)
_ 1og1;[<m3x p]g?g)) (115)
=1 3 0(e) + Do (p(:) [ 2(2)), (116)

for 2" € T (px)-
Taking the minimum of over

pelo, exp(n(H(X) = 6,(e)) =n Y _(p(x) + ) Dus(p(zl2) || p(2)))]  (A17)

1
M(1+26,)

we get the following upper bound,

Es| Do (p(0.2") || p0) a(="))| (18)

xT

< 0n+ \l 2(1 + 26,) M log(M| Z]") exp (—n(H(X) —6(6)) + 1Y (p(x) + ) Dos (p(2]2) | p(Z)))

(119)
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provided that

J (1+ 25, log(M|ZI") exp (n(H(X) = 6,(6)) = 1 5, (p(x) + ) Dec (p(cl) | p(2)))

1

< e O (P = 00(0) =1 3 (00) + D p:12) [ 9(2)) ). (121)

which is true if

xT

(122)
Turning to the asymptotic regime, we consider (X", Z") and we set M = 2", Then if
R < (H(X) 5,0 = S (0(2) + D (p(z]) | p<z>)>, (123)
the condition (122)) is satisfied and we havg,
Eg| Do (p(6, ") | 90) p(=")) | (124)

T

< 26, + J 2n(1 + 20,)(R + log(|Z])) exp <nR -n <H(X) — ,(€) — Z(p(x) +€)Dy (p(z|a?) I p(z))

(125)
which for n — oo and € —, we have ¢, 0, (¢) — 0, therefore (I23)) tending exponentially fast

to zero. |

C. Random binning as stochastic encoder

Theorem 5. Let consider random variables (U, X) with distribution p(u, ), in addition assume

Jjoint distribution
plu, 2", 2") = plu™)pla ™) [ plzil ) (126)
i=1
over all realizations (u",x™) with

T (pux) = {(u",2") - u" € T"(pv), 2" € T (X|u")} (127)
which
To(X|u") = {x" : )% > 1) = ()}~ ol u)| < 26} (128)

T (o) = {u |5 S2 140w = ) - plw)| < } (129)

)
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with

ﬁ(un7 xn) — H?:l p(ul)p($2|ul) (130)
(Zuneﬁn(m]) I P(Ui)) (anem(xm) 1T p(zi|u,-)>
and
Ripxpaxpo)=  pax ——2=D(telu.2) || p(al)lpla, w)) + D(telu) | p(2)p(w) |

>, P(@)p(z|2)=p(2)
3. t(afu,2)t(zlu)p(u)=p(u,)

(131)
for (u™,x™) € T™(pyx), and o € (1,0) if
R < H({U) - R,(px,pzx,Pv) (132)
then as n — oo and € — 0 we have
Es[To (P (b, 2") || p¥ (b)a("))] — 0, (133)

for u € T™(py) random binning {B(u") : U™ — [2"%]}. Which p(z) = >, p(z)p(z|z) and
q(z") = 1=, p(zi) with U] < |X] + 1.

Proof. (126) implies that joint distribution between variables in this setup is as following

Pb,u" 2", 2") = p(u”, ™) 1{B(u") = b} Hp zi|xi) (134)
P(b, ") = > B aM{Bw") = b} [ [ plilz). (135)
(umz™)eT (pux) i=1

Therefore for o € N, we can write

Es[(a - 1>T (P, 2") || p”(b)g(="))] (136)
= M°Es Zq S bt e {B@)" = b} [[ plailz) | ¢7(")| —1
| b,2" (u,z™)ETI (PUx) i=1
(137)

= M°Eg | Y q(z") Y. b Bw) =1} [[eGle) | (=] -1

Zn (u”,m")éﬂ"(;nyx) =1
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= M°Egp [ZQ(Z”)( > ﬁ(un)( ﬁ(x”U")Hp(zixi))]l{B(U") 1}) qa(Z”)] -1
p) 2 €T (X ur)

2" uneTr( =1
(139)
Let define
Sl = Y pla"uf) [[ ez, (140)
€T (X |ul) i=1

rewrite (I39) with the expansion as following, we have

= M°Es ZW)( Yo P ()SUE up)g (") H{B(uy) = 1} (141)
z" uP €T (pu)
+ P u)p(up) S (" up) S (2" ) Hﬂ{b’ J=1}+- (142
(uy#uz)€T (pu)
Y R pu)p(ug) ST ) S (2" u) S (2", ug)g HHB J=1p 4
(ug #uy#ug )T (pv)
(143)
(144)

T > (ﬁﬁ(U?)S(Z”W?)ﬂ{B(U?) = 1}> q““(z”))] ~1 (145)

(AT (o) \i=1

— Ma—l n ﬁa(u?)sa(zn’u?) 146

;q@ >(un D e (146)
Y g (B ) (St

= (f £03)€T (0) =) a(=")

(147)

TR (ﬁ“‘z(U’fz_S:‘i (&, u?)) (ﬁ(US)S(j", u@)) (ﬁ(u;})S(j", u;})) L

= (uf ug A €T (o) ) a(=") a=")

(148)
(149)
@ 5(u™) S (2™, u™
(AU €T (o) i1 1

SMTY e Y p(uq)s(z(z)u)) (151)

2" ureT (py)
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+ Ma—2 Z q(zn) Z ﬁa—l(un)sa—l(2n7 un) Z ﬁ(uTL)S(Zn? un) 4.

a—1(-n n
Zn un €T (pu) "= uneT (pu) a(=")
(152)
(153)
. - p(u™)S (2", u™
+Zq(2 )H Z : )(in) ) -1 (154
Zn i=1 U"EITE" (pU) q
ode’ n Sa n n
P unr €T (py) 4 (Z )
~a—1(,n Sa—l n o ,n
ey e |y 3_1< (> ) (s o (156)
Zn u"eﬁ"(p[j) q <
(157)
+ (14 26,)* — 1. (158)
(I31H154) follows from
Saz ¢ ~cu; ()M Sai n ,n
YTy PR s
(u1#-Fug) €T (py) =1 (2 =1 \ueT(pv) A
(I55H138) is due to
Z ﬁ(un)s(znvu ) Z(u” " ET”(pUX)ﬁ(un’xn) Hz 1p(zl|x1) (160)
un €T (pu) a(=") a=")
Z(u" zn eT”(pUX)ﬁ(unv ") Hz—l p(zilz:) (161)
Zm” un Hz lp(u“ 'rl) H?:l p(’zl‘xl)
2w amerr o) PO 2") [T, pilw:)
< . - (162)
2@ ameropux) Lz PO i) Tlicy plail2i)
< <1+ 26,, 163
<1=s < + (163)

and (163) is due to (I30) combining with

> Hpuz > Hpmuz >1-4, (164)

un €T (py) ZneTr (X |un) i=1
for u" € T (py), when n is large enough and 6, is small.

Let assume Z™ = 2™ be fixed, in addition consider measure
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p")S(u",z") S n n .n
v(u") = o) 5 = pu ES(U ") (165)
Sunera) Bge S dumern D) S 2)

Harris’ inequality for non-decreasing function f;(z) = x%~! with Zle a; = « implies that

¢

q(2") p(u™)S(u", 5 S(um, 2" a;—1
(Zuneﬁwm)ﬁ(u m)S(zn, ur ) u; a(z") 11( ) (166)

Hﬂ( LCRLICEL n))_ (167)

q(z")
le v(um) [f( U5, 2 n)) (168)

q(z")

Z é _ o

i=1 | un€Ten (puv)

which we can conclude for every fixed Z" = 2"

2 [ ) ()

n
une’];n(pU) Q(Z )

un €T (pu)

(170)
This implied that for obtaining the binning rate that is enough to put for £ =0,1,--- , o — 2,
R < mi ! 1 ! (171)
min ——
k nla—k—1) °8

n *afk(un)safk(un’zn) )
S 0(2) Doy ()

which decreasing property of R in « implies that k£ = 0, therefore via simplification in lemma
completes the proof.
The proof for real ’s is in a way similar to the generalization proof of Theorem [1] and hence

1s omitted. O

Remark 5. Converse part is similar to Theorem (3), and uses

9—n(H(U)+6;,(€)) < ﬁ(u") < (1 + an(e))g—n(H(U)—%(ﬁ)) (172)

(ﬁ(U")S (u”, 2")

.
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since

2‘11 ZU"GT"(pU) [Tizi p(w)
(1 4 20, ( Hp (u:) (174)
< (14 26, (€))2 " HW)=0n(9) (175)

combining with

> Hpuz>1— n(€) (176)

uneTn(py) i=
when u" € T (py) with € — 0.

Remark 6. Achievability and converse part for stochastic encoder in the case of o € (0,1) are

similar to Theorem [2 and we have R < H(U|Z) condition on random binning rate instead of

H(X|Z).

Remark 7. Obtaining the random binning rate in case of Do, has steps coincided to Theorem

and we have

R < H(U) — R, (px,Pz|x:Pv); (177)
which
R (px,pzix.pU) = pax [—D(t(zlu, z) || p(z]z)|p(z,u)) + D(t(z|u) || p(2)|p(w))].

>, p(@)p(z|z)=p(2)
22 twlu,2)t(z|u)p(u)=p(u,z)

(178)
V. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we explore the application of Tsallis-based OSRB in analyzing the achievability
rate regions for the wiretap channel problem.

The wiretap channel is modeled as a conditional distribution py 7 x, so that X is the channel’s
input, Y is the information received by the legitimate receiver, and Z is the leakage output
received by the eavesdropper. Assuming the message set is M = [2"!], the goal is to send the
maximum amount of information securely to the legal receiver. Considering mutual information
as a measure of security, it is well known that the rate R < I(X;Y) — I(X; Z) can be achieved
for any input distribution p(x). Here, we assume Tsallis divergence as a security measure and

provide an asymptotic analysis of the achievable rate.
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A. Wiretap channel with deterministic encoder

Theorem 6. Let py 7 x be an arbitrary wiretap channel, in addition assume q(z") = [[}_, p(z;)
with p(z) = > p(z)p(z|z), M = [2"%] be the message set, and a € (1,00). Then, for any
arbitrary distribution px over T (px) with

S H?:lp(xz) 179
Bla”) Zx"eﬂ"(px)n?:lp(xi) {17

and € — (O there exists a code that can send a message M with rate R, reliably with vanishing

error and strongly securely
Tim 7, (p(m, 2 || p¥(m) q(z”)) ~0. (180)
Provided that the rate satisfies

R<I(X;Y) Zp p(zlz) || p(2)). (181)

Proof. Let B = (m, f) : X™ — [2"%1] x [2"/%2] be a random binning that uniformly and
independently maps each sequence z" to two bin indices, m € [2"'] and f € [2"?2]. More

precisely, if the condition R; + Ry < H(X) holds [14, Theorem 1], then we have
i B[P, £) = pm) pDllav] =0 (182)

In addition, if the condition Ry > H(X|Y) is met, the decoder, having (F,Y™), can reliably

decode the sequence X". More specifically, we have

lim Eg [IP’(X" £ X”)] —0, (183)

n—o0
by taking the expectation over all random binnings 5. Finally, using Theorem [1l the constraint

Ri+ Ry < H(X) — >, p(x)Do (p(z|z) || p(2)) results that

lim Eg | T, (P(m. £,2") | p(m) p(£) a(=")) | = 0. (184)

n—o0

On the other hand, using Lemma [5] in Appendix [E, we obtain that for at least half of the (B, F')

pairs

Tim T, (p(m, ") || p(m) a(z")) = 0. (185)
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Therefore, by choosing the positive real numbers R, R, so that

Ri+ Ry < H(X) (186)
Ry > H(XIY) (187)
Ri+ Ry < H(X) =Y p(x)Dq(plzl2) || p(2)). (188)

the reliability and security constraints are established, and M and F' become independent. Based
on property 2] of Lemma [T} it can be concluded that H(X) — Y p(z)Da(p(z|z) || p(z)) <
H(X|Z) < H(X), which shows that satisfying condition (I88) leads to satisfying condition
(I86). Therefore, condition (I86) can be ignored.

Therefore, using (I83), (I83) and Markov’s inequality together with a union bound, for any

¢ > 0 and sufficiently large n, there exists f € [2"/2] and a random labeling 3, such that
B[X" 2 X"|60, F = f] <€, (189)
and

T (plm, =" [F = 1) || /(m) (")) = 0. (190)

Now we construct the code as follows. We consider M as the message that is uniformly
distributed according to (I82), and then we transmit the codeword X" = B, (M, f). Based
on ([189), the legitimate receiver decodes the message with an asymptotically vanishing error
and the eavesdropper does not obtain any information from the message according to (190).

Take note that our coding strategy establishes the distribution as

p(mlf) p(a"|m, f) p(z"|z"). (191)

However, it is imperative that condition (I90) is satisfied with the ensuing distribution.

p”(m) p(z"|m, f) p(z"|z"). (192)

This assurance is provided by Lemma [6] which guarantees that a vanishing decrease in message
rate results in an asymptotically diminishing Tsallis divergence for the distribution in (192)). This

concludes the proof. O

Corollary 1. For o = 1, the rate R = I[(X;Y)—1(X; Z) can be achieved with an asymptotically

vanishing error and with a strong security measure of 1(M; Z") < e.

Proof. The proof according to property [3] of Lemma [l is straightforward. U
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Remark 8. Inequality (12) suggests that all the achievability proofs for T, as a security measure
also holds for D, when o € (1,00).

Remark 9. Suppose we are in the o € (0, 1) case. Using Theorem [2 and similar to the proof
of Theorem [6] the achievable secrecy rate with secrecy criterion T, is equal to R < H(X|Z) —
H(X|Y). In [2], taking into account the stronger criterion D,, the same achievable region has

been obtained.

As already mentioned, due to the infinity of 7., we consider D, instead. Therefore, using

Theorem 4] we have the following secure rate region.

Theorem 7. For an arbitrary wiretap channel assume q(z") = [[;—, p(z:) withp(z) = > p(z)p(z|x),

there exists a code that can send a message M with rate R, reliably with vanishing error and

strongly securely with
lim D (p(m, 2") || pY(m) q(z")) = 0. (193)

Provided that the rate satisfies
R <I(X;Y) Zp (p(z]2) || p(2))- (194)

Proof. The proof steps are similar to Theorem [6l We choose positive reals R;, Ry such that

R=R, (195)
Ry > H(X|Y) (196)
Ri+ Ry < H(X Zp (p(z|z) || p(2))- (197)

R, guarantees negligible-error decodability and based on Theorem [ condition (I97) satisfies
strong security. Eliminating R, from and (I97) and setting the message rate equal to R;

proves the theorem. 0]

Corollary 2. If the binned sequences are generated independently and identically distributed
(i.i.d.), then by repeating all the steps in Theorems (6{7) and combining them with Theorem [I}

the achievable secure rates are

R < H,(X|Z)— H(X|Y) (198)
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for T, and
R < Ho(X|Z) — H(X|Y), (199)

for Dy, respectively, where o € (1,00). In the case of random binning over e-typical sets, the

achievable rate is higher because

H.(X|2) < H(X ZP (p(z|z) [ p(2)) (200)
and

Heo(X]2) < H(X Zp (p(z|z) [ p(2))- (201)

Therefore, the results for i.i.d. sequences are omitted. The proof of equation 200) for T, with

a € (1,00) are presented below.

For T,, with o € (1, 00) presented such as below.

Proof.

ZP p(zlz) || p(2)) (202)
> (o) log i %jp(w) log (ij(z) (p ;Zj)) ) 203)
=3 i =D () log<$) . - i =Y p(a)log (Zp(z) (igi?) ) (204)
= 3 () log( ! ) (205)

a-19 P (@) X p() (45

= [t 10e (Z pa*(x)pl-a(z)p“(zu))) (206)
> 1fa log(Zp ()0 4@)) (207)

— (10 Y0 (p (“))a> 208)

p(2)

: ! ~log (Z p(2) Zpa@:\z)) (209)

z x

= H,(X|2). (210)
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Equation (207) follows from Jensen’s inequality for f(x) = logx.

Proof of equation (201) for case D, is such as following

H(X) =Y p(z)Doo(p(2]z) || p(2)) (211)
= Z p(z) log 1 (z)log (max p(zlz) ) (212)
- p(z) = = p(2)
=" p(a)log — (213)
:r: p(z) <maxz pp(z) )
1
=> p(z)log <7p(x,z) ) (214)
z max, m
1
> log| ———= (215)
(maxxvz pp(;) >
= Ho (X|2). (216)

B. Wiretap channel with stochastic encoder

In this section we derive an optimal rate for wiretap channel when the encoder is stochastic
instead of deterministic encoder. In the achievability part we uses OSRB technique for variable

(U, X) derived in Theorem

Theorem 8. For a wiretap channel with conditional distribution pyz x and joint distribution

p(x,u) such that U ~ p(u) and U] < |X|+ 1, there exist a code with rate

which message could be sent with vanishing error and strong secrecy under Tsallis divergence

for a € (1,00). ie.
lim T, (p(m, =) | o (m)a(=")) = 0 @18)

with q(2") = [[;, p(z) and p(z) = >__ p(x)p(z|x) which R. (px,pzx,pv) defined in (I31).

Proof. Similar wiretap channel with deterministic encoder the proof structure included two parts

Secrecy and reliability condition.
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Let consider an arbitrary random variable U™ over 7."(py) with distribution

-/ n H?:1 p(uz)
_ L , 219
p(u ) Eu”eﬁ"(py) Hi:l p(ul) ( )

B =(m, f):U" — [2%] x [2"72] is a random binning that maps uniformly and independently

each sequences " to bin indices.

o Secrecy condition: Based on Theorem [3l secrecy condition could be satisfies if
R=FR (220)

Ri+ Ry < HU) — R, (px,pzx,Pv) (221)
more precisely under condition (221)) we have

lim Es [T, (p(m, f,2") || p” (m)p” (f)p(z"))] = 0. (222)

n—o0
« Reliability condition: For satisfying the reliability condition let consider Ry > H(U|Y)

therefore having (F,Y™) the sequence U™ could be decoded with vanish error, so we have

lim Eg [P(U" ”] U")} —0 (223)

n—oo
which Ep is expectation over all of the random mappings.

Lemma [F] implies that there exsist a fixed realization of (B, F) such that

Tan T (plm, 21 £) || o (m)a(=")) = 0 24)
lim P[U" £ U™y, F = f} —0. (225)

Similar to deterministic encoder our coding strategy establishes the distribution as

p(ml|f) p(u”|m, f) pla”|u") p(z"|z"). (226)
However, it is imperative that condition (224) is satisfied with the ensuing distribution

p” (m) p(u"m, f) pla”[u™) p(2"]2"). (227)

This assurance is provided by Lemma [6] and Remark [I6] which guarantees that a vanishing
decrease in message rate results in an asymptotically diminishing Tsallis divergence for the

distribution in (227). Let consider € — 0 this concludes the proof. O
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Remark 10. The proof of secrecy rate in case of D, for stochastic encoder follows similar

steps with rates

R=R, (228)
Ry + Ry < HU) — R (px, pz|x.Pv) (229)
Ry > H(U|Y) (230)

which Rloo(vapZ\vaU) deﬁned in m

Remark 11. The achievable secure rate with OSRB method for o € (0,1) under Tsallis

divergence is I1(U;Y) — I(U; Z), similar to mutual information criterion so is omitted.

Remark 12. In [2], the secure rate is computed for o € (0,2] U {oo} for both of deterministic
and stochastic encoder. The secure rate computed in Theorems (618) for o € (0,00) U {o0}

coincides with the results in [2| Theorem 5-6] for « € [0, 2] and extends it for o € (2, 00).

Remark 13. T, and D, have similar behavior for o € (0,00) when n — oo, demonstrating
that the secure capacity with the D, is equal to that with T, for o € (0, 00). The achievable rate
provided with T,, in (6) and @), which is equal to one as presented in [2] with D, (also proven
to be capacity), implies that the computed Tsallis-based secure rate provided in this paper is

also the capacity.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we conducted an asymptotic analysis of OSRB utilizing the Tsallis divergence
criterion. Specifically, we examined the conditions on the binning rate, denoted as R, that would

satisfy the following expectation over all random binnings.

lim Eg | T, (p(m, ) || 2" (m)a(=")) | = 0. @31)

n—oo
where X and Z are random variables with a joint distribution p(z, z), and g : X" — [M] is
a random binning function. Our analysis covers the entire range of o € (0,00) U {oco} and
provides both achievability and converse proofs. Additionally, we investigated the binning rate
by employing D, as an alternative to 7,,. By leveraging the established theorems for asymptotic
OSRB analysis, we were able to examine the achievable rate region for wiretap channel.

Generated by IEEEtran.bst, version: 1.12 (2007/01/11)
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APPENDIX

A. Proof of Lemma

1) Let X and Z be two independent random variables or equivalently p(x, z)

hence

(X|2) = - log Zp<z>2pa<x|z>>
= 1ialog ZW)ZP“(!E))
= 1ialog ;ﬁ“(@)

= H,(X).

dH,(X|Z)
da

dHaéiﬂZ) - _1 s log <§p(2) ;p“(x|z)>

1 >0, p(2) 32, p°(x]2) log p(x]2)
L—a 3.p(2) 2,2 (2]2)

— ﬁ log <Zp(z) Zpa(ﬂz))

1 2. p(2) X, 0 (x]2) log pl !

2) To prove it, it suffices to show that < 0 holds for o € (1, 00).

_|_

Ca—-12 Xp() X, po ()
E[p;“zl] logE[pg‘zl] —E[pggl logpi";l}

- (a = 12E[p2!]

<0.

(238)) is obtained by taking the common denominator and the following

E[p | = 3 ple, ) plal)™!
=YY p(al2),

p(x)p(2),

(232)

(233)

(234)

(235)

(236)

(237)

(238)

(239)

(240)

(241)



3)

4)

5)
6)
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where the expectation is over p(z, z). Moreover, (239) follows from Jensen’s inequality

for the convex function g(c) = clog c. Further, “=" occurs when the channel is singleton.
Using L’Hopital’s rule, we get
= d o
lim Ho(X]Z) = ——— <log > p(2) Zpﬂz) (242)
z x a=1
_ 2..p(2) 22, p°(x]z) log p(x|2)
=— (243)
S el |
= —Ex [ logp(z]2)] 44)
= H(X|2). (245)

Data processing inequality
. 1
Ho(X|Y) = ;——log Zp<y>2pa<x\y>> (246)
Yy T
1 (R *(z|Y 247
= g o B [ ) 47
1
=1 g 08| Erz ;pa(le) ) (248)
1
= ——log| EzEy|z ;pa(:qy) ) (249)
< ——log| Ez > p(z|2) ) (250)
= H,(X|2). (251)

([250) follows from Jensen’s inequality for g(c) = ¢*,a > 1 and p,z = Eyz[p(z|Y)].

The proof is straightforward using Jensen’s inequality for the concave function g(c) = logc.
By tending « to infinity and keeping the maximum term, the result is
. . 1 o
Jim Ho(X]Z) = lim -——log (Z p(z)p (x|2)> (252)
= O}I—I;Ic}o — log <p(z) - (rx;ixp(x\z)) ) (253)
= lim log p(z)

a—oo |l —

+ lim

a—0o0 — X

log <max p(x|z)) (254)
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= ]0g<;) . (255)
max, . p(z|z)

7) Let p(z™, z") =[], p(z;, z;) then

- 1
Ha(Xn|Zn) = 1_alOg <ZP(Z")Zpa(xn|Zn)> (256)
1 i n N
1 n
T 1-a log ] | (Zp(zi) Zpawz») (258)
i=1 Zi T;
= Zﬁa(Xi|Zi> (259)
=1
= nH,(X|Z). (260)

8) According to the property of decreasing H,(X|Z) with respect to « (property ) and
non-negativity of H..(X|Z), the proof is complete.

Aa(X|2) > Au(X|2) = log(—) >0 (261)
max, . p(z|z)
9) According to the definition of the singleton channel, we have
max p(z, z) = min p(z, 2), (262)
which subsequently, based on property [6] leads to
Hyo(X|Z) = H o(X|2). (263)

The decreasing property of H,(X|Z) completes the proof.

B. Proof of Theorem 1l for real o’s

Achievability part of the proof

Starting from (34)) for real o € (1, 00), we have
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Let consider a € (1, 00),

(Zp(x\Z)]l{B(fv) = 1}> ]

L {a}]
= M°Eg (Zp(m\z)ﬂ{l’f(:c):l}) (Zp(flz)ﬂ{B@):l}) (264)

M“Epg

T

< M* Z ( Z EB(x1),....B(ze) [HP ;] 2)1{B(x;) = 1} (265)

ar+tag=|a) \T17#Fz

7\ {o}
'(Eza(f)zs(ml) ..... B(x,) [Z (Z|2)1{B(z) = 1} (266)

T

Y {a}
=Mt ) > (H P (]2 ) ~ <% - Z p(:ci\z)> (267)

art-tag=|a) A FT,

cuet Y% (prmz))-<MLaJ-a+2p{a}<xi|z>> (268)

o1t tay=|a] T17-Fay

SD BRI o | (R
la]

al+- o= T1FFwp =1
¢ ¢
P S (e prmz))) (269)
i=1 R =l
¢
oy <MLaJ—f(H >l
artFag=|af i=1 @i
¢ ¢
+ ZMQ_Z(HZPW(‘”’"Z)) . (Zpaj+{a}(l»j|z))> (270)
¢
- ¥ MLC“JJ(H (Zpawz))
a1t Foy=|a J =1 T
_I_ZMa é(zp% {a} )H(Zpaz ZL’z ))) 271)
Z#J ‘

where (263) is the result of Jensen’s inequality for the concave function f(z) = z{®}. Inequality

@70) comes from

4 0
o I @ilz) < T paile). (272)

T1F£ToF - Fxy 1=1 i=1 x;
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Moreover, (268) arises out of

{a)
(Z :c> <y al (273)

Substituting 271) into (32)), considering (X™, Z™) and M = [2"%], the rate R must satisfy the

following inequality.

R< min {Ho(X|2), Hoprio)(X|2)} = Ha(X|2), (274)
i€
1<a; <]

where equality results from the decreasing property of I:[a(X |Z) with . Let fix Z = z and

nondecreasing function of f;(x) = 21, for correctness of

ZpLaJ Z—H (z]2) :Ux\z 2
l
—prz_z[Hfz-(MXl ] H o7 z[fz |z>>] (276)
=1

LaJ—Z(X|Z)] (275)

=11 [ZPC” (fClZ)] 277)

we used HARRIS inequality for f;(z) with Zle a; = |af.

For

~

Zpa—£+1 ) > (Zpaﬁ{a}ﬂ ) H <Z aitl(y )) (278)

i=1
i#£]

let consider f;(x) = x% 1, g;(z) = g+l

prz_z[ ~(X]2) przzlgg p(X|z)) fi(p(X|Z))] (279)

i=1

VA
> Epypy. [gj HEpX‘Z . [fz |z>>] (280)
=

(Zpaﬁ{a} )lepaz ] 281)

i#]

with Zle a; = |«]. With this, we conclude the achievability proof.

Converse part of the proof

Our objective is to demonstrate that for o € (1,00), if R > H,(X|Z), then it follows that

Es [T, (P(b,2") || 9V (b)p(z"))] — oc. (282)
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By putting (34) in (32), we have

Es T (P(b,2) | p°(0) p(2)) |

= - i - (MO‘IEZIEB <;p(a:|Z)]l{B(x) = 1}) ] - 1) (283)
> M gk, S p B = 1}] - (284)
- S re Y p ) - - 285)

(284) is the result of the following inequality for o > 1.

(Z :)3) > ap (286)
Let (X", Z") and M = [2"], then we have

Es [T, (P(0.2") | 0 0)p(z)) | > 2 ns-e(xio)

which with R > H,(X|Z), the right side tends to infinity as n increases, and the converse part

1
a—1

: (287)

of the proof is complete.

C. Proof of Theorem

Proof.
Achievability part of the proof

(o= 1) By T (P(b,2) | /(0) p(2))|
— By Zp ( *(b|z) — )] (288)

— Eg Zp )(MePe(b=1]2) - )] (289)

= E Ep | M <Z p(x]2)1{B(z) = 1}) - 1] (290)

T

gy | ae ZedEUB@ =1 o)
(s p(@l2)1{B@) = 1})

_ a - 1{B(x) =1} -
e -M (Zx:p( | )(pr(fIZ)ﬂ{B(:E) = 1})1—a> 1] (292)
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1{B(z) =1}
= EzEp@) Es@)s [ (Zp (. p(@]2)1{B(z) = 1})1_a> _1] =

> BB | M* [ S p(al2) HBE =1} — -1 o
T Basew | (Sl = 1))

> EzEp) | M| plal2) HB(x) = 1} — | -1 (295)
e (EB(EHB(QU) {Zf p(Z|2)1{B(7) = 1}])

> By | M pla]2) M| -1 (296)
: (% +p(l2))

—E I 1 297

“5e\ (o) ) D

where (294) and (293) are obtained by applying Jensen’s inequality on functions f(z) = < and
g(z) = 272, respectively.

Let M = [2"] and (X", Z™), it suffices to prove that by increasing n

1 -«
z <—1 +Mp(x|z)) ] — 1. (298)

Using (297), We define the following typical set.

Ex,

AP = {(a" ") 2 Tha|) > H(X|Z) o), (299)

€

which h(z|z) = log and € is an arbitrary positive number. By the weak law of large

p(x z)’

numbers, we have lim,,_,, p(A”) = 1, so we can write

1 -«
( 1+ InR—h(X™|Z"™) )

E
7 1 4 2nf-h

[ 1 -«
>Exz ( — (X"|Z")) 1{(2™,2") € A?}] (300)

1 e n .n n
ZEX’Z (1+2n(R—H(X|Z)+e)) ]]-{(.CL’ ) # )e Ae }] (301)

1 11—«
(1 + 2n<R—H<X|Z>+e)) ] (302)

1 11—«
(1 T 2n<R—H<X|Z>+e>) ] : (303)

= p(A?)
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Therefore, with the increase of n, the condition R < H(X|Z) — ¢ makes (303) tend to 1 and
the achievability proof is complete.

Converse part of the proof

Starting from the definition of 7}, in @), we have

Eg|Tu(P(b,2") || 2V (0)p(=")) | (304)
== i - Ep bz M p(z")Po(b]2") — 1] (305)
:ailEB ZMa S P(h = 1]27) — ] (306)
s o)

T i DILE M <ZP(=’”"|Z")]1{B($") = 1}> - 1] : (308)

(B06) is on account of symmetry, and (308) is the result of substituting (7). Suppose that A"
is the e-typical set of 2" sequences defined as

:{z":‘%iﬂ{zi:z}—p(z) <€}. (309)

Decomposing the sum into typical and non-typical z" sequences in (308]) gives

08 = ) e (prz”)n{e(x“) = 1})& - 1]
N ﬁ ; p(z"Eg | M <Z p(z"|z"V1{B(z") = 1}>a = 1] (310)

> g 3 | (;p<x"|z">n{6<x"> - 1})@ - 1]
+ - i - %ﬂp(zr‘) (MEB Z:p(w"lzn)ﬂ{B(w") = 1}>a - 1] (311)
= - i : ;np(z M® <Z;p(a7"|z")]l{8(x") = 1}>a — 1] , (312)

where (311) is a direct consequence of applying Jensen’s inequality to the concave function

f(x) =2z% a € (0,1). Given z", we define the conditional €¢'-typical set as

{ ‘ Z]l{ xi, zi) = (x,2)} — p(x, 2)

< e’}. (313)
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n

Once again, the approach involves dividing the sum over z" into two parts: one for typical
sequences and the other for non-typical sequences. Building upon , We can obtain an upper

bound for the expectation term as follows.

M® <Z p(z"|z")1{B(z") = 1}) — 1] (314)

67

<Eg | M| 3 pl ) {BE") =1} | —1

eV

a

+Es| | M D pla"]z)1{B@") =1} (315)

bidd=3%

<EB{M“ Zp(m”z”)]l{[)’(x")l}) —1

n *
zhevy

+ (MEB > pla"z")1{Ba") = 1}} (316)

v

T EVy, gk

mk*memww>u “1 4 [ 3 e (317)

< Z p(l’”|zn) — - 1| + Z p(l’n|2n) : (318)
v (Mp(a:"|z")> et

where (313) is derived from the inequality

(x+y)" <a®+y", (319)

which holds for o € (0,1). On the other hand, (316) follows from Jensen’s inequality applied
to the concave function f(x) = x® with « € (0, 1).

By taking into account the sequences " € v and conditioning on the knowledge of their
binning index, while employing the law of total expectation, it is possible to establish an upper
bound for the expectation term in (317). Consequently, this leads to the derivation of (318) in

the following manner.

6%

Eg | M| > pla”|z")1{B(z") = 1} (320)

HALIS) 2
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_ B | Mo Z p(z"|z")1{B(a") } — (321)
505 (Sanes @ 21{B(E) = 1})
"2 1{B(a") = 1
= Epy Espwy | M| D Pl IBE) = 1) I—a (322)
5 (Lanews plE |2 1{B(E") = 1})
1 M*p(a™|=z") M—-1

=Esu;) | 37 > T <0

M (P2 + e @ LB = 1)

(323)

= Epw:) pla”|2") T—a (324)

e Ml-o <p(xn‘zn> 4 anﬁn@; p(z"|z7)1{B(7") = 1})
- p(a"]z") (325)

l—-a-
e, (Mp(ar|en))

(321) is simply a restatement of (320). In (322)), we utilize the law of total expectation by taking

into account that expectations are applied to each 2" € v individually. Then, by applying

Egis(n) step-by-step to each sequence 2" € v, and considering that B is a randomly uniformly

mapping, we arrive at (323). Further simplification and the elimination of the summation term

in the denominator yield equation (323).

By combining equations and (318), and considering that « is within the range of (0,1),

we obtain the

Ey [Ta (P,

For every sequence z" € v, we have the inequality p(z"|z") > 27 "UH(

following lower bound for Tsallis divergence.

(z"]z")
p(z") P 1| 320
a—1 zneZAg xnzem <J\4p(x"|,z"))1

07

<) 97 0)p()| =

DN I (327)

(0%
2ne AR gk

1"
X12)+<") Hence, when

we set M = 2"% and choose R > H(X|Z)+ ¢”, the right side of (326) converges to 1/(1 — ),

which is strictly positive. This establishes the completion of the proof. O
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D. An asymptotic analysis on OSRB rate with special type

Lemma 3. Let p(x, z) be an arbitrary joint probability distribution. Let X™ distributed over
T (px) with distribution of

- n H?:1 p(xz)
= - 328
pa”) Zx"ETE"(pX) [Ti=, p(:) 329

-6, < ) f[p(:ci) (329)

zreT(px) i=1

and

pZn|X7L = HpZz|Xz (330)

i=1

Then for any a € (1,00) and € — 0 we have

] 1 . pa k(l’n,2n>
JL%M1°g< 2 >q<>) o

znaneT(px)

) + Z (p(=]2) | p(2)) (332)
which q(z") = [T, p(z).
Proof.
N " p“"“(w",Z")
< —nlo— k- D(H) ~ 6,0 +log| Y q(Z")ﬁ(x”)W) (334)
z2naneT™(px) q (Z )
< —n(a— k= D)(H(X) = 5,()) +1og | 3 ﬂf)%) (335)
= —n(a—k— 1)(H(X) = 6,(e) +log | > Hp(zi)z%’?gi)> (336)
) o) | "
< —nfo—k — D(H(X) ~5,(c)) +log [ | (Zmz)ppa_k D ) (337)
= —n(a —k = 1)(H(X) — 6u(e)) +n Y (p(x) +€) log <Z p<z>p;;_,§f';§>> (338)

=-—-nla—k—=1)(H(X)—0,(6)) + n(la — k — 1) Z(p(x) + €)Do—i(p(z]z) || p(2)). (339)
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(B34) uses L log(p(z")) < —H(X) + d,(¢) for 2™ € T*(px). In (333) (z") fixed since

> d T )Zq(z“)fM (340)

_k n n _k
z”,:c”ETEn(PX) qO‘ (Z") anET (pX qa (Zn)

Z?’L

a—k( n|zn
Y (CoL et (341)

—k
= q**(z")

finally let n — oo and € — 0, this implies that d,,(¢), §,, — 0 which completes the proof.

E. An asymptotic analysis on OSRB rate with special type in stochastic encoder

Lemma 4. For a € (1,00) in we have

. 1 . ﬁa(un)sa(un’ Zn))

lim —1 342
sy s 2t ’TZ()( ) .
< —H(U) + R, (px,pz|x, pv) (343)

which R, (px,pzx,pu) defined in and € — 0.

Proof.

. 1 n P (u")S*(u”, Z"))

lim ————1 344
_ 1 ny (P (u")S (u", 2")

-l 2 () s

< lim ;1 log[ A pa—l(u")} +log Z q(z”)(ﬁ(u”)S“(u”,zn))

n—00 n(Oé— ) un€Te(pu) e T (py) qa(zn)
(346)
1 _ p(u™)S(u”, ")
< lim |—(H(U) -4 (¢)) + log [ (14 26,,(e))* ! z"(
f | 010 )+ | @ 2nr S e (PGS
znun €T (py)
(347)
. . 1 ~/ nyQa/,n n\. l-a/.n
=—H(U) +n11_{20m10g Z pu")S*(u", 2")g " (") (348)

z" 7“7L€7—€n (pU)

)
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ilD(t(z\u,x) I p(zl2)lp(x, w) + D(t(z|u) || p(2)Ip(w))

<-HU)+ max —
Tz xu «
> p(x)p(2|z)=p(2)
22, tzlu,2)t(zlu)p(u)=p(u,z)

(349)

Equation (347) follows from (I72) with ¢/ (¢),d,(¢) — 0, when n — oo and ¢ — 0. For
correctness of last step in (349), follow (450-455) in [2].
O

F. T, and D, on conditional probability distributions

In the following Lemma, we show how 7, and D, on the conditional distribution is related

to T, on the joint distribution.
Lemma 5. Let consider arbitrary distribution of q(z"), let a € (1,00) and assume that
Eg| T (P(m, £,27) || pm) p(£) a(:"))] < (350)
then with probability at least § over all pair (B, F),
T (PO, 2211) 1| 2m) a(=7)) < n(e), (351)
where 1(€) is a constant depending only on € and it vanishes as € vanishes.

Proof. According to the contractivity property of 7T, for o > 1, the following result is obtained

from (330).
Es| 7. (P() | 99)] < (352)
Then the non-decreasing property of 7, with « results
B[ D(P(f) 1 95))| < (353)
In addition, by applying Pinsker’s inequality and Jensen’s inequality, we have
Es[IIP() - p"(F)llrv] < eve, (354)

where c is a constant and it is equal to w% if we take two as the base of logarithm. From

here, with a probability of at least %, we have

IP(f) = p"(f)llrv < 8ev/e, (355)
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Further, the assumption (330) implies that with probability at least X, we have

Ta (p(m. £,27) || pm) (1) (")) < 8. (356)
Thus with with probability at least % both the inequalities (353) and (3536) are simultaneously
satisfied. Let 3 is one of those codebooks for which both the inequalities (333) and (336) are

simultaneously satisfied.

Representing the total variation distance as a f-divergence, we can rewrite (333) as below,

U,
pU(F)
E ‘ _ 1‘ < 8ey/e, 357
(8 s o
which with a probability of at least 1 — 1/8c¢+/e (over random variable F' conditioned on fixed
binning () gives
U,
)p ) _ 1) < \/8cv/e. (358)
p(f)
In other words, by defining J(¢) := \/8¢\/€, we have with probability > 1 — §(e),
U,
1= ot < 28 <9 4500, (359)
p(f)

Let G be the set of all f for which (339) holds. Further (336) implies

*(m, 2", f)
1+ 8(a—1)e > P — (360)
m;f (g(f)a(z"))
Using the definition of G, we have
p*(m, 2", f)
sl ez = (361)
e m,zzn:,f (L&pY(a(zm)
> p*(m, 2", f) a62)
(m,zngeg (ﬁpU(f)Q(zn))a_l
_ p*(m, 2" f) (p(f) )O‘_l 3
(m,zngegp(f) (Lq(z)""" \pUf) (363)
1 p*(m, 2"|f)
= T+ o)t ) et (364)
(1 + 5(6)) (m’zngegp (Mq z”)) 1
G +615 Z pim Zn‘F -1{F € G} (365)
(m,zm M
- WEF [(1 + (a = 1T, (p(m, 2"|F) || pY(m) q(z”))>]1{F c g}}

(366)
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Define d(¢) := (1 + d(¢))* (1 + 8(ox — 1)e) — 1. Observe that 4(¢) vanishes as e vanishes.
Rearranging (366) implies,

(o= DEF | (Tu (plm, =" ) || p(m) q(=")) ) L{E € G}| < 1+5(e) = PIF € 6] < 6(e) +3(e)
(367)

Thus with probability at least 2 — P[F' ¢ G| > 2 (for small enough ), we have

T (p(m, 2 [F) || p(m) a(=")) < n(e) (368)

where 7)(€) := ﬁ(d (€)+ 4(€)). Finally the probability of occurring (368) over the pair (3, F)
is at least the probability that (333), (336) and (368) occurring simultaneously. By Bayes rule,

. oy . 3 2 . 1
this probability is at least 5 - £ = 3.
This statement concludes the proof. 0]

Remark 14. Similar to Lemma [3] another result could be concluded by repeating the steps for
D, instead of T,, with

n'(e) = 8¢ + log(1 + d(e)), (369)

where 1/ (€) replaced of 1(¢€), and 6(€) = +/8c\/€ defined in Lemma [5

Lemma 6. Let consider arbitrary distribution of q(z"™), suppose there are two distributions over

the variables (m, f,x", z2") given by

©  pmlf) pl"im, ) p(z"|2"),
@ pY(m)p(a"|m, f)p(z"|2").

Assume that the following condition holds for distribution (1.
T (pa(m. 2"1£) [ pYm) g(=)) < €.
Then, there exists M' € M’ with |M’| > | M|/2, such that for distribution in ),
T (pa(m'2"11) 1| 97" a(7)) < 6(6).
Moreover; the function §(§) converges to zero as & approaches zero.

Proof. Given that

1

T (pi(m,2"1) || pm) a(7)) = mM4GMW”W=ﬂ

pY(M) q(Z™)

a—1

)a - 1] <& (370)
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we can deduce, by employing Markov’s inequality, that a minimum of 3/4 of the instances

m € M, satisfy

EZn

(]91(77% Z"F = f)
pv(m)q(Z™)

Furthermore, it can be deduced from (370Q), by combining the contractivity property of the

)a] <1+44(a— 1) (371)

Tsallis divergence with Pinsker’s inequality, that

| T R

TV

Epr

where ¢ = y/In2/2. Thus, employing Markov’s inequality once again, it can be inferred that
for over 3/4 of realizations of m € M, the following inequality holds.

1—4\/§< ( )

Hence, for a minimum of half of the M members, both constraints (371) and (373) are met. By

= /) < 144c\/€ (373)

selecting these qualified members and assigning them to the set M’ with |[M’| > |M|/2, we

obtain
T (patm 2"1) || 9(') ("))
_ 1 Evazn[(%(szw:f>)a<pl<M',Z“|F=f>)“_1] (374)

a—1 p(M', Z"F = f) pY (M) q(Z™)
1 pU (M) >Q<P1(M'7Z"IF=f))a
= Enp zn -1 375
e e [<p<Mf|F —5) \warezy G
1 1 “
<3 {(1 + 4 — 1)§) (W) - 1} =0(¢), (376)
where (376)) are derived from (373) and (B71), respectively.
O
Remark 15. Similar to Lemma 6 holds for D, instead of T, with
ey 1
§'(§) =&+ 10g<71 — 20\/2) 377)

replaced of §(€), and ¢ = %
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Remark 16. For generalization of Lemma |6] from deterministic encoder to stochastic encoder

consider new distributions

®©  p(m|f)p(u"|m, f)p(a"u") p(z"]z"), (378)
@ pY(m)p(u"|m, f) p(a"u") p(z"[z"), (379)

over variables (m, f,u™, x", 2"), and repeat the steps similar to lemma 6
b ) ) ) p p
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