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Pointwise Redundancy in One-Shot Lossy
Compression via Poisson Functional Representation

Cheuk Ting Li

Abstract

We study different notions of pointwise redundancy in variable-length lossy source coding. We present a construction of one-
shot variable-length lossy source coding schemes using the Poisson functional representation, and give bounds on its pointwise
redundancy for various definitions of pointwise redundancy. This allows us to describe the distribution of the encoding length in
a precise manner. We also generalize the result to the one-shot lossy Gray-Wyner system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Lossy source coding concerns the problem of compressing a source such that the reconstruction is close to the source
with respect to a distortion measure. For fixed-length codes where the compression has a fixed number of bits, the optimal
compression rate in the asymptotic setting where the blocklength tends to infinity is given by the rate-distortion function [T,
[2], whereas the optimal second-order term is given in terms of the d-tilted information [3]], [4]].

Variable-length codes, where the length of the compression can depend on the source, have also been studied. Variable-
length codes are natural in universal source coding settings [3], [6], where the source sequence X1, ..., X,, follows an unknown
distribution, and the encoding length should adapt to the distribution. Variable-length codes are also useful in non-universal
settings where the source distribution is known. For example, for lossy compression with a fixed upper-bound on the excess
distortion probability, [[7] studied a construction where we assign empty codewords in case of excess distortion, resulting in a
reduction of the expected length.

For another example, D-semifaithful codes [8], [9] concerns the setting where the distortion must be bounded almost surely.
Such an almost sure distortion constraint necessitates the use of variable-length codes, since fixed-length codes generally
cannot achieve the rate-distortion function. In [10]], it was shown that the (average) rate redundancy Inn/n + o(Inn/n) can be
achieved for D-semifaithful codes. For a pointwise converse result, it has been shown in that liminf, ¢,,(X™)/n > R(D)
almost surely, where £,,(X™) denotes the encoding length of the source sequence X", and R(D) is the rate-distortion function.
Pointwise redundancy of D-semifaithful codes in the finite blocklength setting has been studied in [12] (see Section [[V). The
convergence rate of the encoding length to the rate-distortion function has been characterized in [13]. The case for sources
with memory was investigated in [14]]. Also refer to [13], for results on universal D-semifaithful codes. Variable-length
codes are also useful for entropy-constrained quantization [17]], [18].

Another motivation for variable-length codes is that there is a logarithmic gap between the expected length of one-shot
lossy compression (there is only one source symbol X) under the expected distortion constraint E[d(X,Y")] < D [19], and the
optimal asymptotic rate given by the rate-distortion function R(D). More precisely, it was shown in [19]], via a construction
called Poisson functional representation, that there exists a prefix-free code with expected length

< R(D) +log(R(D) + 1) + 6. (1)

Also see [20]], for related channel simulation results, and for a related result on epsilon entropy. This is a lossy
analogue of variable-length lossless compression, where Huffman coding gives a constant gap between the expected
length of one-shot compression and the optimal asymptotic rate. This would not be possible for fixed-length codes, which has
an optimal one-shot length arbitrarily larger than the optimal asymptotic rate even for lossless compression.

In this paper, we utilize the Poisson functional representation [[19], [24]] to construct one-shot variable-length lossy source
coding schemes. We study three notions of pointwise redundancy, namely pointwise rate redundancy (PRR) measuring the
difference between the encoding length and R(D) (studied in [12]|, [14]), pointwise source-wise redundancy (PSR) measuring
the difference between the encoding length and the d-tilted information in the source [12]], [4]], [23] (studied in [12]}), and the
pointwise source-distortion-wise redundancy (PSDR) measuring the difference between the encoding length and a measure of the
amount of information needed to encode the source within a given distortion. We give bounds on these pointwise redundancies,
where the PSDR admits an especially simple bound. We also generalize the results to the one-shot lossy Gray-Wyner system

261, [19].
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Notations

Entropy is in bits, and logarithm is to the base 2. Write [a]+ := max{a, 0}. Write {0,1}* := (J;— {0, 1}* for the set of
sequences with any length. For ¢ € {0,1}*, write || for its length. For random variables X,Y’, write Px for the distribution
of X, and tx.y (z;y) = log (;;DI;%(:C, y) for the information density. Write X" = (X1,...,X,,).

II. MAIN RESULT

A lossy compression scheme with positive integer description for the source X € X, X ~ Px with reconstruction space Y
consists of a (possibly stochastic) encoder given as a conditional distribution Pg|x from X to Z¢, and a decoding function
g : Lo — Y. Given the source X, the encoder produces the description K € Zx¢ using Py, and sends it to the decoder
which reconstructs Y = g(K). We often impose an expected distortion constraint. Let d : X x Y — [0,00) be a distortion
function. Then we may require that E[d(X,Y)] < D for a fixed D € R. Note that if we want to bound the probability of
excess distortion P(d(X, }7) > D) < e instead, then we can still consider it as an expected distortion constraint by introducing
a new distortion measure d'(z,y) = 1{d(z,y) > D}, and imposing the condition E[d'(X,Y)] < €.

For a lossy compression scheme with variable-length description, we instead have the stochastic encoder Py x from X
to {0,1}* (now the description is M € {0,1}* instead of K), and a decoding function g : {0,1}* — ). We can choose
whether to impose the prefix-free condition or not. If we impose the prefix-free condition, then it is required that M € C,
where C C {0,1}" is a prefix-free codebook. Note that a scheme with positive integer description can be converted into a
variable-length scheme without the prefix-free condition [27]], since K can be encoded into |log K | bits given by the binary
representation of K without the leading digit. It can also be converged into a prefix-free variable-length scheme, for example,
by using the Elias delta code [28]] that encodes K into < log K + 2log(log K + 1) + 1 bits.

We now present the main result in this paper.

Theorem 1. Fix any Px, Py|x and Qy satisfying Py |x(-|x) < Qy for Px-almost all x’s. Consider any finite collection
of functions 1; : X X Y X Z~o — R that are nondecreasing in the third argument (i.e., 1;(x,y, k) is nondecreasing in k for
any fixed x,y) for i = 1,...,L. Then there exists a lossy compression scheme with positive integer description K € Z~q and
reconstruction Y such that

E[¢i(X,Y, K)] <E[¢i(X,Y,0])] 2
fori=1,... L, where (X,Y) ~ PxPy|x, and J € L~ is distributed as
J{X =2Y =y}

N Geom((dP#Xilx)(y) + 1)_1) 3)

Theorem[dlis versatile. For example, if we want to impose an expected distortion constraint, we take ¥;(z,y, k) = d(z,y). If
we want to impose an excess distortion probability constraint, we take v;(x,y, k) = 1{d(z,y) > D}. If we use a fixed-length
code with n bits, and want to bound the probability that K cannot be encoded into n bits, we take ¢;(z, y, k) = 1{k > 2"}  If
we use a variable-length code without prefix-free condition, and want to bound the expected length, we take v, (x, y, k) = log k.
If we want the prefix-free condition, we may instead take v;(x,y, k) = logk + 2log(logk + 1) + 1 (using Elias delta code
[28]]). We will later see in Section [Vl how we can choose ?; in order to bound the pointwise redundancy.

We now describe the construction of the coding scheme for Theorem I which utilizes the Poisson functional representation
[19], [24]]. Here we use a construction mostly similar to Theorem 2], with a refined analysis using techniques in .

Let 0 < Ty < T, < --- be a Poisson process with rate 1 (ie., T}, Ty — T1, T3 — Tp (S Exp(1)), and Y7, Ya,. .. 0y
be independent of (7;);. The process (Y;,T;); (which is a marked Poisson process) serves as the “random codebook™ of the
coding scheme. Given X, the encoder outputs
K := argmin T. 4)
' “(dPyx (1X)/dQy ) (Yi)

Given K, the decoder outputs ¥ = Y.
The following result was given in Equation (29)] (after substituting j = 1).

Lemma 2 (Poisson functional representation [24]]). Consider two distributions P < Q. Let 0 < Ty < Ty < --- be a Poisson
process with rate 1, and U1, U0, ... i Q be independent of (T;);. Let U = Uy, where

T;
(dP/dQ)(U;)’

K := argmin,



We treat T; /0 = 0o here. Then U ~ P, and K has the following conditional distribution given U :

0= = Goon (<[ 50 }]) )

where U’ ~ Q.
Lemma 2] shows that Y'|X ~ Py x, and
K|{X=2Y =y}

~ Geom <(IE [max{ dP;(;g)(/M) (), dngi =) (Y/)H )_1> ) 5)

where Y/ ~ Qy. We have

E{max{dpy\x('m ) dPyx(-|x) (Y/)H

dQy T dQy
dPy | x (|z) dPyx(-|z) .,
= E[ 0y Wt —ag, )}
_ dPyx(-|z)
= iny(y) + 1

Therefore, the distribution Pr|x—z y—y in @) is first order stochastically dominated by Pjix—zy=y in @. -

Since the encoder and decoder cannot share common randomness, they cannot agree on a random codebook P := (Y;, T;);.
Therefore we have to “derandomize” the scheme and fix a codebook. By invoking Caratheodory s theorem in a manner similar
to [19, Theorem 2]E| there exist fixed choices of codebooks p1,...,ps and wy,...,we > 0 with ZJ wj = 1 such that

~

E[¢i(X,Y,(K)] Z E[gi(X, Y, ¢K) | = p;].

The encoder then randomize among these codebooks, by choosing the j-th codebook p; with probability w;. To allow the
decoder to know which codebook is used, the encoder transmits K’ = (K — 1) + j instead of K, where j is the index of
the codebook chosen. We have K’ < (K, and E[);(X,Y,(K)] < E[¢;(X,Y,{J)] since Pk x,y is first order stochastically
dominated by P x y, completing the proof of Theorem it}

We also remark that the K in Lemma [2l satisfies

Ellog K] < DxkL(P[|Q) + 1, ©)
which slightly improves upon the E[log K] < Dkr(P||Q) +e !loge+1 in and E[log K] < Dk (P||Q) + loge in [24].
To prove this, writing f(u) := (dP/dQ)(u), and letting U’ ~ @ be independent of U, we have

Eflog K] < E[log E[K|U]]

[log E[max{f(U), f(U")}]]
log E[f(U) + f(U")]]
[log(f(U) +1)]
[
[

Al

log f(U)] + Eflog (1+1/f(U))]

log f(U)] +log (1 + E[1/f(U)])
1

< Dyo (PIQ) + log2. ™

This offers a slight improvement for the strong functional representation lemma [19] to the following statement: for any jointly
distributed random variables X, Y, there exists a random variable Z independent of X such that Y is a function of (X, Z),
and

E
E
E
E
E

IN

H(Y|Z) <I(X;Y) +1log(I(X;Y) +2) + 2. ®)
Using the same arguments as in (Z), we can show that the J in Theorem [ satisfies
Eflog J] < E[Dkr(Pyx (-[X)[|Qy)] + 1. ©)
Note that E[Dxr,(Pyx (1|X)[|Qy)] = I(X;Y) when Qy = Py.

'The ordinary Carathéodory’s theorem would require £ 4 1 points. Here we require one fewer point since we only need inequality instead of equality.



III. EXPECTED LENGTH

In the following sections, we will present various consequences of Theorem[Il For example, substituting 11 (x,y, k) = d(z,y)
to be the distortion function, and 12 (x, y, k) = log k, we have the following variable-length lossy source coding result similar
to [19] (with slightly improved constants), showing that we can achieve an expected length close to the rate-distortion function
R(D) even in one-shot.

Corollary 3 (Variable-length lossy compression). Fix any Px, distortion function d : X x Y — R and D € R. Then there
exists a lossy compression scheme with description K € Z~q and reconstruction Y such that E[d(X,Y)] < D, and

Ellog K] < R(D) + 2.01,

where R(D) := inpr‘X:E[d(X)y)]SD I(X;Y) is the rate-distortion function. Hence, there exists a lossy compression scheme
with description M € {0,1}* without the prefix-free condition, and reconstruction Y, such that E[d(X,Y)] < D, and

E[|M|] < R(D) + 2.01.
If we require the prefix-free condition, we instead have

E[|M|] < R(D) + log(R(D) + 3.01) + 4.01. (10)

Proof: Consider any Py |x. Let (X,Y) ~ PxPy|x and Qy = Py. Construct a scheme by applying Theorem [I] on
U1 (z,y, k) = d(x,y) and s (x,y, k) = logk. We have E[d(X,Y)] < E[d(X,Y)] and E[log K] < Eflog(2J)] < I(X;Y) 42
by @). By considering Py|x approaching the rate-distortion function, we can have E[log K] < R(D) + 2.01. The result for
variable-length non-prefix-free description is because K can be encoded into |log K | < log K bits. The result for prefix-free
description follows from the inequality H(K) < E[log K] + log(E[log K]+ 1) + 1 in [19], and the application of Huffman
coding. |

We remark that it is possible to improve (I0) to
E[|M|] < R(D) + log(R(D) + 2) + 4.01 (11)

by applying the derandomization step in the proof of Theorem [I] after we construct the variable-length code. By (@), if the
encoder and decoder are allowed to share the Poisson process, we can have E[log K| < I(X;Y)+ 1, which can be compressed
into a prefix-free description M with E[|M|] < I(X;Y)+log(I(X;Y)+2)+3 due to H(K) < E[log K]+log(E[log K]+1)+1
[19]. The extra 1- bit penalty comes from a similar derandomization step as in the proof of Theorem[I] and the “0.01” penalty
(which can be made arbitrarily small) is to accomodate for the situation where the infimum in R(D) cannot be attained.

IV. NOTIONS OF POINTWISE REDUNDANCY

The pointwise redundancy of a prefix-free lossless source code f : X — {0,1}* for the distribution Py at X € X is
|M| + log Px (X)) [29]. The |M]| corresponds to the actual length of the encoding M = f(X) € {0,1}* of X, whereas
—log Px (X)) is the “amount of information” in X . For lossy compression, it is not entirely clear how to measure the “amount
of information” in (X, }7) (where Y is the actual reconstruction of the compression). To allow full generality, in this paper,
we define the n-pointwise redundancy (where n: X x ) — R is a function) as

M| = n(X,Y).
Here n(X, }7) plays the role of the “amount of information” in (X, f/) We discuss several examples of n-pointwise redundancy.
« Pointwise rate redundancy (PRR), studied in [12], [14], is given by
|M| - R(D),

i.e., we take 7(z,y) = R(D) to be the rate-distortion function at D, where D = E[d(X,Y)] is the expected distortion
of the scheme. Unlike the pointwise redundancy for lossless compression, here the “amount of information” term 7(z, y)
does not depend on the values of z,y.

+ Pointwise source-wise redundancy (PSR), studied in [IEI]E is given by
i.e., we take 1(z,y) = j(z, D), where D = E[d(X,Y)], and j(z, D) is the d-tilted information in x [23), [12], [4]
)z, D) :=—logE {Q_A*(d(””’y*)_D) , (12)

2The results on both PRR and PSR are called “pointwise redundancy” in [12]. Here we use the names “pointwise rate redundancy” and “pointwise
source-wise redundancy” to distinguish them.



where Y* ~ Py follows the Y -marginal of Px Py-|x where Py |x is the conditional distribution that attains the minimum
in R(D) (assume that the minimizer is unique), and \* := —R’(D) is the negative of the derivative of the rate-distortion
function at D. Note that n(z, y) only depends on z. The d-tilted information is considered as an analogue of the amount
of information — log Px (X)) in lossless source coding [4], and hence the pointwise source redundancy can be considered
as an analogue of the pointwise redundancy in lossless source coding. In [12], it has been shown that when the source
X = X" is an iid. sequence, and we require d(X™,Y™) = n~' 3"  d(X;,Y;) < D almost sure (i.e., this is a
D-semifaithful code), the every sequence of codes (indexed by the blocklength n) must have a PSR

|M| = (X", D) > —2logn
eventually as n — oo with probability 1. Also, there exists codes with PSR

|M| = (X", D) < 5logn
eventually as n — oo with probability 1.

+ Pointwise source-distortion-wise redundancy (PSDR), defined as
M|~ (X, D, d(X,Y)),
where we write
)z, D,0) = —logE [27”((1@’}/*)7‘;)}
= y(x,D) — X\*(6 — D), (13)

where Y* and \* are the same as (I2). Here 7(x,y) = j(x, D,d(x,y)) depends on both z and the distortion § = d(z, y),

and can be interpreted as “the amount of information required to convey z within a distortion 4”. Invoking [25] Lemma
1.4] (also see Property 1]), for Py-almost all g,

j(l’,D,d((E,y)) = Lx;y(.’f;y), (14’)

where Py is the Y-marginal of ()g ,Y) ~ Px Py|x, and Py |x attains the minimum in R(D). Hence, when Y is finite,
the PSDR equals |M| — tx,yv(X;Y) if Y is in the support of Py.

While the n(z,y)’s in PRR, PSR and PSDR all corresponds to “the amount of information required to convey the source
within some distortion”, their difference lies in their “level of pointwise-ness”. The n in PRR is the “global average amount
of information” that does not depend on the point (z,y). The 1 in PSR is “source-wise”, in the sense that it is the “average
amount of information at = that only depends on the source z. The 1 in PSDR is “source-and-distortion-wise”, in the sense
that it is the “amount of information at x and distortion 0” that depends on both x and the distortion § between the current
source and reconstruction (not only the average distortion). Also note that both PSR and PSDR (but not PRR) can recover the
pointwise redundancy |M |+ log Px (X) for lossless source coding by taking d(z,y) = 1{z # y}.

All three choices of 7’s have expectation R(D). We have E[y(X, D)] = R(D) as proved in [25]. For PSDR, we have
E[y(X,D,d(X,Y))] = E[3(X,D) — A*(d(X,Y) — D)] = R(D) since D = E[d(X,Y)]. Therefore, when M is a prefix-free
codeword, the expectation of each of the three pointwise redundancies must be nonnegative.

V. POINTWISE REDUNDANCY WITHOUT PREFIX-FREE CONDITION

If we use a variable-length code without the prefix-free condition, then a positive integer description K € Z~ can be
encoded into |log K | < log K bits. Hence, we can bound the pointwise redundancy by log K — n(X;Y). Without the prefix-
free condition, the expectation of the pointwise redundancies may be negative, though the gap is at most logarithmic [27]. The
following corollary of Theorem [l gives a bound for the pointwise redundancy for general n(z,y).

Corollary 4 (Pointwise redundancy w/o prefix-free condition). Fix any Px, Py x, distortion function d : X X Y — [0, ),

and function 1 : X x Y — R. Then there exists a lossy compression scheme with description K € Z~q and reconstruction Y
such that E[d(X,Y)] < E[d(X,Y)], and

P (logK —n(X,Y) > 7)
< 277HE {2—77(X7Y)(2Lx;y(X;Y) + 1)} (15)
for every v € R, where (X,Y) ~ Px Py |x.

The result specialized for PSDR is especially elegant.



Corollary 5 (PSDR w/o prefix-free condition). For D > 0, under the regularity conditions in [IZI]E there exists a lossy
compression scheme with description K € Z~, reconstruction'Y, with E[d(X,Y )] < D, and with pointwise source-distortion
redundancy (see (13)) satisfying

P (log K — (X, D, d(X,V)) = 7) <277+

for every v € R. The above is also true when )(X, D,d(X,Y)) is replaced with 1x.y (X;Y'), where Py |x attains the minimum
in R(D).

We now prove these two results.
Proof: Construct a scheme by applying Theorem [[l on 11 (z,y, k) = d(z,y) and 1o (x, y, k) = 27"@¥) k. We have
P (log K — (X, ) = 7)
—_p (2777(X1Y)*’YK > 1)
<E |:2*77(X1Y)*’YK:|
= 27E 277X K]

? g 277 ¥)a]

— 97+l [Q*H(X,Y)E[J | X, y]}
® 9=+ {Z—n(x,y)(be;y(X;Y) + 1)} ,

where (a) is by @), and (b) is by (3). We now consider PSDR where 7(z,y) = j(x, D, d(z,y)). Consider Py x attaining the
minimum in R(D). We have

P (log K — (X, D, d(X,¥)) = 7)
< 9 7HE [2—3<X7D,d<X7Y>>(sz;wx;m T 1)}
© ey |:2—LX:Y(X§Y)(2LX;Y(X§Y) + 1)}

=277+ ( [2exr ] 4 1)

<%> —y

where (c) is by (I4), and (d) is because E[27*x¥(XY)] = [((dPxy /dPx Py)(z,y)) " Px,y (dz,dy) < 1. n

The term inside the expectation in (I3)) is unbounded, which might make the expectation problematic to bound, for example,
for PRR and PSR. Alternatively, we can also have the following result with a bounded expectation, which gives a meaningful
error bound for PRR and PSR. The downside is that the scheme has to be designed for a specific 7.

Corollary 6 (Pointwise redundancy w/o prefix-free condition). Fix any Px, Py|x, distortion function d : X x Y — [0, 00),
Sfunctionn : X x)Y — Rand v € R. Then there exists a lossy compression scheme with description K € Z~ and reconstruction

Y such that E[d(X, }7)] < E[d(X,Y)], and

P (logK —n(X, 37) > ”Y)

< E [min {27100 ey (X)), 1)
where (X,Y) ~ Px Py |x.

3The regularity conditions in [4] are: R(8) is finite for some J, there exists a finite set £ C ) such that E[minycg d(X,y)] < oo, and the minimum in
R(D) is achieved by a unique Py|x.



Proof: Construct a scheme by applying Theorem [ on 1 (2, y, k) = d(z,y) and v2(z,y, k) = min{27"@¥ =7k 1}. We
have

P (log K — (X, ) = 7)
< B [min {27500k 1]
< E [min {27051 1]

< E [min {277V HE T | X, Y, 1}}

< E [min {27105 o () ), 1)

VI. POINTWISE REDUNDANCY WITH PREFIX-FREE CONDITION

If a prefix-free coding scheme is desired, we can apply the Elias delta code [28] to obtain the following slightly more
complicated result.

Corollary 7 (Pointwise redundancy with prefix-free condition). Fix any Px, Py |x, distortion function d : X x Y — [0, ),
Junction 1: X x Y — R, and v € R. Then there exists a lossy compression scheme with prefix-free description M € {0,1}*
and reconstruction Y such that E[d(X,Y)] < E[d(X,Y)], and

P (IM] = n(X.¥) =)
< B[ min {2712 ([(X,Y) 444 +1)?
@ 1) 1y
where (X,Y) ~ Px Py |x.
The result specialized for PSDR is given below.

Corollary 8 (PSDR with prefix-free condition). For D > 0, v € R, under the regularity conditions in [4] (see Corollary ),
there exists a lossy compression scheme with prefix-free description M € {0,1}*, reconstruction Y, with E[d(X,Y)] < D,
and with pointwise source-distortion redundancy (see (13)) satisfying

P ('Ml _](Xvad(Xv i/)) > ’7)
<27PE[([kx,y (X;Y) +9]4 + 17,

where (X,Y') ~ Px Py|x, and Py |x attains the minimum in R(D).

We now prove the two results.
Proof: Let L(t) := t + 2log(t + 1) + 1. Let L™ be the inverse function of L (take L~1(a) = 0 for a < 1). Construct
a scheme by applying Theorem [ on 1 (z,y, k) = d(z,y) and ¥o(z,y, k) = min{2-L @)+ME 1}, and encode the
description K by Elias delta code [28] that takes < L(log K') bits. We have

P (|M] = 9(X,¥) = 7)
<P (L(ogK) - (X, ¥)> 1)
(logK > L (X, ) +7))
(2 L (X)) ¢ > 1)

<E {mln{2 L 1(”(X’Y/)JF"Y)K, 1}}

YE [min {27 L7 X)Ly 1}}

<E [min {27 L7 X INIR 7| X Y], 1}}

OF ) [min {27 L7 X4 (gexiv (XY | 1), 1}} 7



where (a) is by (@), and (b) is by @). To bound L~!(a), note that for a € R with a — 2log([a]+ +1) — 1 >0,
L(a —2log(fa]+ +1)—1)
=a—2log(a+ 1)+ 2log(a — 2log(a + 1))
<a,

and L~'(a) > a — 2log([a]+ + 1) — 1. This inequality holds for all a € R as well since L~(a) > 0. Hence,

P (IM] = n(X.¥) =)

<E {mm (27X Y) =7 +2108((XY )]s+ D42 (guxiv (X3Y) 4y ) 1}}
- E[min {27142 ([ (X, V) + 4]y + D)2y (K5 1), 1}].
We now consider PSDR where 7(z,y) = j(z, D,d(x,y)). Consider Py |x attaining the minimum in R(D). We have
P (|M| —xy(X;Y) > 7)
SE[27 7T (X, V) 4 9] + 1)@ W) 1))

QB[22 ([xay (X5Y) 4+ 9] + D227 D) 4 1)]

d
< 27PE[([x v (X5Y) +9]4 +1)°]E [Qﬂx;Y(X;Y) * 1}

=27 [(lx.y (X3 Y) + )4 + 1)),

where (c) is by (I4), and (d) is by rearrangement inequality. [ ]

VII. LosSY GRAY-WYNER SYSTEM

We now generalize Theorem [T to the lossy Gray-Wyner system [26]], which is a network with one encoder and two decoders.
In the one-shot lossy Gray-Wyner system (see [19]), the encoder observes the source pair (X1, X2) ~ Py, x,, and produces
three descriptions Ko, K1, Ko € Z~. Decoder 1 observes Ky, K7, and outputs }71 Decoder 2 observes Ky, K2, and outputs
372. We are interested in bounding the distortions d; (X1, }71) and da (X3, 372), where d; : X; x )V; — R are distortion functions.
The following is an extension of Theorem [Tl to the one-shot lossy Gray-Wyner system.

Theorem 9. Fix any Px, x,, Puix, x,» Pyvi|x,,0: Pyvs|x.,u- Consider any collection of functions ; : X1 X Xo x Y1 X Va2 X
73, — R that is nondecreasing in each of the last three arguments for i = 1,...,L. Then there exists a lossy compression
scheme for the one-shot lossy Gray-Wyner system with positive integer descriptions Ko, K1, K2 € Z~o and reconstructions
Y1, Y5 such that

E[v:(X1, X2, Y1, Ya, Ko, K1, K>)]

< E[¢i(X1, X2, Y1, Yo, 0o, J1, Jo)]

for i = 1,...., where (X1, X2,U,Y1,Y2) ~ Px, x,Pux, x, Pvi|x,,0Pys)x,,0» and Jo,J1,Jo € Lo are conditionally
independent conditional on (X1, X2,U,Y1,Y2), and have the following conditional distributions

Jo| (X1, X2,U, Y1,Y2)

-~ Geom((2LU:X1,X2(U§X1;X2) + 1)—1)

and for i =1,2,

Ji | (X1, X2,U,Y1,Y2)
~ Geom((2LYi?X¢\U()/'L§XiIU) + 1)_1)'

Proof: Here we use a construction mostly similar to [I9] Theorem 4]. Generate marked Poisson processes (Ui,Tw)i,
= = — iid o did o did .
(Y14,T1,); and (Yo, T5,;):, where U; < Py, Y1, “ Py, and Yo, “C Py, (see the proof of Theorem [0). Given X, X5, the
encoder outputs B
Ky := argmin; Ty ;27 VX1 %2 (ViiXn.X2), (16)



Let U = Ug,. Consider the process (Vi ;,Ty ;2 v» (UY14)), and let (Y{,,T{,)i be the same process but with the “T™

coordinate sorted in ascending order, i.e., 77 ; < T7 , < ---. Note that (Y{ ;, 77 ;); is conditionally a marked Poisson processes

with }71’71- conditionally i.i.d. following Py, |y given U (see [24, Definition 2]). The encoder produces
K, := argmin; T} iQ*LYl;XﬂU(Y{,i%Xl\U).

Define (72’71-, TQ’Z)l and K> similarly. Given Ky, K1, K>, the decoder computes U = Ug,, and outputs Y; = Y{)Kl, Yo = 72’)K1.
By the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem [I Ky, K1, Ko are first order stochastically dominated by Jo, J1, Jo
respectively. The proof is completed by invoking the same “derandomization” argument as in the proof of Theorem [l where
we use K = ((Ko— 1)+ j to communicate which codebook to use. [ |

Note that E[log Jo| < I(U; X1, X2)+1 and E[log J;] < I(Y;; X;|U) + 1 by [l Therefore, Theorem[9 implies the asymptotic
lossy Gray-Wyner rate region [30]. Nevertheless, it is unclear what is the correct notion of “pointwise redundancy” in a setting
with three descriptions. We leave the generalization of the pointwise redundancy bounds in Sections [V] [Vl [VIl to the lossy
Gray-Wyner system, and possible connections to the second-order region [31]], for future studies.
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