arXiv:2307.02644v2 [cs.IT] 28 Feb 2025

Achievable Rates for Information Extraction from a Strategic Sender

Anuj S. Vora, Ankur A. Kulkarni

Abstract

We consider a setting of non-cooperative communication where a receiver wants to recover randomly generated sequences of symbols that are observed by a strategic sender. The sender aims to maximize an average utility that may not align with the recovery criterion of the receiver, whereby the signals it sends may not be truthful. The rate of communication is defined as the number of reconstructions corresponding to the sequences recovered correctly while communicating with the sender. We pose this problem as a sequential game between the sender and the receiver with the receiver as the leader and determine strategies for the receiver that attain vanishing probability of error and compute the rates of such strategies. We show the existence of such strategies under a condition on the utility of the sender. For the case of the binary alphabet, this condition is also necessary, in the absence of which, the probability of error goes to one for all choices of strategies of the receiver. We show that for reliable recovery, the receiver chooses to correctly decode only a subset of messages received from the sender and deliberately makes an error on messages outside this subset. Despite a clean channel, our setting exhibits a non-trivial maximum rate of communication, which is in general strictly less than the capacity of the channel. This implies the impossibility of strategies that correctly decode sequences of rate greater than the maximum rate while also achieving reliable communication. This is a key point of departure from the usual setting of cooperative communication.

I. INTRODUCTION Consider a setting with a sender and a receiver, where the sender observes a sequence of randomly generated symbols that is to be recovered subject to a fidelity criterion by the receiver.

A. S. Vora is with the Delft Center for Systems and Control group at Delft University of Technology, 2628CD Delft. A. A. Kulkarni is with the Systems and Control Engineering group at the Indian Institute of Technology Bombay, Mumbai, 400076. This work was done when A. S. Vora was a doctoral student at the Systems and Control Engineering group. They can be reached at a.vora@tudelft.nl, kulkarni.ankur@iitb.ac.in. Preliminary results of this paper were presented at the NCC 2020[1] and ISIT 2020 [2].

However, unlike the usual setting of communication, the sender has a tendency to misreport its information. The sender signals the receiver with an aim of maximizing a utility function that depends on the observed sequence and the sequence recovered by the receiver. Since maximizing this utility may not align with the interests of the receiver, the sender’s signals may not be truthful. How should the receiver then communicate with the sender? We call this setting as the problem of information extraction from a strategic sender. In this paper, we ascertain the rates achievable for reliable communication in this setting.

Our setting is motivated by networked multi-agent systems such as cyber-physical systems. These systems often comprise diverse entities like sensors, controllers, and smart devices, that are remotely connected via communication channels. For example the sender could be a fusion center, that collects information from the sensors and transmits it via a channel to a receiver, such as a controller. However, such a system could be attacked by an adversary which may cause the sender to act maliciously and misrepresent its information. Since these networked systems form the backbone of critical infrastructure, it is increasingly relevant to study the strategic setting.

From the outset, one may relate this setting to the problem of coding in the presence of mismatched criteria studied extensively in the information theory literature (see [3] for a survey). However, our setting is different in the following manner. For the problem with mismatched criteria, given a codebook, the encoding and decoding functions are chosen to minimize the respective distortions. The objective is to devise a codebook that ensures reliable communication despite this mismatched criteria. Importantly, the encoder is not chosen as a best response to the decoding function of the receiver. In contrast, the receiver in our setting has to choose its decoding function while considering the best responses of the sender to the receiver’s strategy.

Our setting is also different from the setting where a sender reports arbitrarily corrupted information. Such a defunct sender is indifferent to the eventual outcome and hence its signals to the receiver may be uncorrelated to the observed information. The sender in our setting seeks to maximize its utility function; it chooses to report certain sequences incorrectly when that suits this goal, whereas for other sequences it may choose to report truthfully. The messages of the strategic sender thus have a pattern dictated by its utility that can be exploited by the receiver.

In this paper, we ask: what can the receiver achieve in the above strategic setting? The objective of the receiver is minimize the probability of excess Hamming distortion averaged over the blocklength. We find that for both lossy and lossless recovery, by using the right amount of communication resources the receiver can ensure asymptotically vanishing error as the blocklength grows large. Our goal is to describe the communication resources used by the receiver in achieving this performance.

A. Main results

The channel between the sender and receiver is noiseless, but due to the strategic behaviour of the sender, our problem demands a new vantage point for analysis. We formulate this setting as a leader-follower game with the receiver as the leader and the sender as the follower. Thus, the receiver declares its decoding strategy and the sender follows with a best response. We determine decoding strategies for the receiver that achieve reliable communication, i.e., for any best response of the sender, yield asymptotically vanishing probability of error.

Our results centre around characterizing the rate of communication. Our rate is the number of reconstructions corresponding to the sequences recovered correctly while communicating with the sender. A rate R is said to be achievable if there exist receiver strategies achieving reliable communication and with rate approaching R. Since we assume a clean channel, in case of cooperative communication, the sender and receiver can communicate reliably using channel inputs of rate greater than the rate-distortion function of the source and less than the channel capacity (i.e., logarithm of the alphabet). Consequently, in the cooperative setting, the only quantity of interest is the minimum achievable rate. On the contrary, in our setting, in addition to the minimum achievable rate, there is also a maximum (technically, supremum) achievable rate which is relevant, and it is in general strictly less than the channel capacity. Importantly, there do not exist receiver strategies that ensure reliable communication and utilize reconstructions of rate greater than this maximum achievable rate for correctly decoding sequences.

We give a sufficient condition on the utility function of the sender for the achievable rate region to be nonempty. This condition is in terms of a single-letter optimization problem that can also be cast as a linear program. We then determine a subset of achievable rates under this sufficient condition. As mentioned above, we find that the set of achievable rates may be a strict subset of the rate region for cooperative communication.

For lossless recovery with binary alphabet, we show that the above condition on the utility is also necessary for the existence of an achievable rate. Furthermore, in this case, we also have a strong converse: if this condition does not hold, then the probability of error tends to one for all choices of strategies of the receiver. The rate region for binary alphabet depends on the structure of the utility as follows: when the sender prefers truthful reporting, it collapses to the Shannon region, but it shrinks as the degree of misreporting of the sender increases. For lossless recovery, the minimum achievable rate is the entropy of the source. For the maximum achievable rate we give an upper bound which, for a certain class of utilities, is strictly less than unity. For the case of lossy recovery with the binary alphabet, we show that the minimum achievable rate is the rate-distortion function and determine a lower bound for the maximum achievable rate.

For lossless recovery with general alphabet too, this linear programming-based condition is necessary, except for a degenerate case. As in the binary case, the entropy is the minimum achievable rate. We further show that this condition is sufficient for lossy recovery and we only determine an interval of achievable rates around the entropy. This also yields an upper bound for the minimum achievable rate. It remains open to ascertain any (upper or lower) estimates on the maximum achievable rate for a general alphabet.

Throughout, the optimal strategy for the receiver is to choose a decoding function that allows the correct recovery of only a subset of the sequences and deliberately induces an error on the rest of the sequences. The dilemma for the receiver is to choose a decoding function that ensures that the recovered set is large enough in terms of probability measure, and at the same time does not give too much room to the sender to lie as a best response. This strategy restricts the choices of the sender and forces it to report truthfully for a set of sequences having high probability measure and thereby achieving vanishing probability of error. In fact, we show that it is sufficient for the receiver to use a strategy that identically decodes the sequences having the type closest to the probability of the source. For the sequences outside this type class, it decodes to an arbitrary sequence inside the type class. Moreover, if the receiver attempts to also recover sequences having a sufficiently distant type, then this gives the sender more freedom to lie about its information and increases the probability of error. As a result, despite the communication medium being a clean channel, the receiver chooses to use only a subset of channel resources by the way of a selective decoding strategy. This dilemma of the receiver of choosing the right subset of sequences manifests as the minimum and maximum achievable rates.

B. Related work

Numerous studies have explored the setting of strategic communication in different contexts. To the best of our knowledge ours is the first formal information-theoretic analysis of information extraction. The seminal work of Crawford and Sobel [4] introduced the setting of strategic information transmission between a sender and a receiver with misaligned objectives. They formulated the problem as a simultaneous move game and showed that any equilibrium involves the sender resorting to a quantization strategy, where the sender reports only the interval in which its information lies. The variants and generalizations of these work were subsequently studied in (Battaglini [5], Saritaş et al. [6], Kazıklı et al. [7]). These works considered the Nash equilibrium solution of the game. The works by Farokhi et al. in [8] and Sayin et al. in [9] have explored the setting of strategic communication in the context of control theory. In [8] the authors studied a problem of static and dynamic estimation as a game between the sensors and a receiver, where the sensors are strategic. The authors in [9] considered a dynamic signalling game between a strategic sender and a receiver. An information-theoretic perspective of strategic communication was studied by Akyol et al. in [10], [11] where they considered a sender-receiver game and characterized the equilibria that achieve certain rate and distortion levels. In the economics literature, the setting of the Bayesian persuasion problem studied by Kamenica and Gentzkow in [12] and Bergemann and Morris [13], is a strategic communication game, where the informed sender shapes the information of the receiver to influence its actions. Le Treust and Tomala in [14] studied a Bayesian persuasion problem where they studied the payoffs of the sender while communicating with a receiver via a noisy channel. Rouphael and Le Treust in [15] and [16] study problems of information-theoretic nature in the context of a strategic setting. In [15], they study the setting of coding for successive refinement in the strategic setting with one sender and two receivers. In [16], they study the problem of strategic communication between an encoder and two decoders communicating over a Gray-Wyner network. Deori and Kulkarni in [17] study a setting of information revelation where the authors characterize the minimum number of source symbols that can be recovered by a receiver from a strategic sender in an equilibrium. The works [8]-[17] have formulated the game with the sender as the leader.

Our work differs from the above models as follows. We study the problem from the perspective of the receiver and hence we formulate the game with the receiver as the leader. We consider a model where the malicious behaviour of the sender is explicitly governed by a utility function. Moreover, we characterize the necessary and sufficient conditions on the utility that allows the receiver to communicate reliably with the sender.

Related to our problem is the problem discussed by Jackson and Sonnenschein in [18]. They design a mechanism to implement a function where they link independent copies of a decision problem. They show that as n grows large, the mechanism overcomes the incentive constraints and implements the function asymptotically. This linking is akin to the block structure of our setting and implementation of the function is analogous to information recovery by the receiver. However, they do not study information-theoretic aspects such as rate of communication.

Problems with mismatched criteria are studied extensively in the information theory literature [3]. The problem relevant to our setting is the problem of mismatched distortion studied by Lapidoth [19]. In this setting, the receiver and the sender have mismatched distortion criteria, and the receiver aims to construct a codebook to achieve reliable communication taking into account this mismatch. The author determines an upper bound on the distortion as a function of the rate. The sender in the mismatched problem is using a distortion function to encode its observation and this distortion measure is assumed to be a non-negative function. Whereas in our case, the sender uses a utility function that, in general, is real-valued function. Although the encoder in the mismatched problem is assumed to be strategic, its objective is not affected by the sequence chosen by the receiver. Moreover, the author aims to only determine the least possible rate that achieves reliable communication at a certain level of distortion. In our work, in addition to the least achievable rate, we also have a notion of the maximum achievable rate for reliable communication.

Our work is a significant extension to the results of the conference version [2] where we discussed the case of lossy recovery with the binary alphabet. In this work, we only proved a sufficient condition on the utility for the existence of an achievable rate. We have also studied related problems of communication with a strategic sender in [1], [20], [21]. In [1], we studied a rate limited setting, where the receiver wished to compute a function of the source. In [20], [21], [22] we studied a setting of information extraction where the receiver aimed for zero-error recovery of the source. In [20], we consider a special structure of the utility and in [21], we study the zero-error setting in the presence of a noisy channel. We extend these results in [22] for any general utility function. This zero-error setting was extended to the case of multiple senders in [23] and preliminary bounds on the rate of information extraction were obtained.

In contrast to the zero-error recovery in [20]-[23], we allow for asymptotically vanishing probability of error and even consider recovery with a finite distortion. A crucial concept in these settings is a sender graph which is a graph induced by the utility of the sender. Some of the results in our setting also use the structure of this graph. These works characterize the maximum rate of the growth of sequences recovered with zero-error while we seek a characterization of the achievable rates. A condition similar to the sufficient condition on the utility in our paper is used to characterize this growth.

The paper is organized as follows. We introduce the problem in Section II and main results are presented in Section III and IV. Section V concludes the paper.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION A. Notation

Random variables are denoted with upper case letters X, Y , Z and their instances are denoted as lower case letters x, y, z. The space of scalar random variables is denoted by calligraphic letters X and the space of n-length vector random variables is denoted as X^n. The bold face upper case letters X, Y , Z and their instances x, y, z are vector valued and non-bold faced letters X, Y, Z and x, y, z are scalar random variables. The probability of an event or a set A is denoted as P(A). The expectation of a random variable X is denoted as E [X]. The set of probability distributions on a space X is denoted as P(X ). The type of a sequence x ∈ X^n is denoted by P_x and the joint type of sequences x, y is denoted as P_{x,y}. The set of all types induced by sequences in X^n is denoted by P_n(X ). For a fixed n and ϵ > 0, we define the typical set around a distribution P ∈ P(X ) as T^n_{P,ϵ} = {x ∈ X^n : P (i) − ϵ < P_x(i) < P (i) + ϵ ∀ i ∈ X }. For a type P ∈ P_n(X ), we define the type class as U^n_P = {x ∈ X^n : P_x(i) = P (i) ∀ i ∈ X }. Matrices are denoted by uppercase letters V, W . For a sequence x, the Hamming ball of sequences around x with radius δ is denoted as B_δ(x). For a function or a random variable, we denote supp(·) as its support set. For a function f, Im(f) denotes its image. For an optimization problem ‘·’, we denote OPT(·) as its optimal value. For random variables (X, Y ) we denote the mutual information as I(X; Y ). Entropy of a random variable X distributed as P_X is denoted as H(X) or H(P_X). For a binary random variable distributed according to Bern(p), we write the entropy as H(p). The rate distortion function for a distortion d and a source X distributed as P_X is given as R(d) = inf_{PY |X :E[d(X,Y )]≤d} I(X; Y ), where (X, Y ) ∼ P_XP_{Y |X} . A graph with vertices V and edges E is denoted as G = (V, E). For a pair of vertices x, y ∈ V , we denote the adjacency by (x, y) ∈ E or x ∼ y. For a directed graph ~G = ( ~V , ~E), we denote a directed edge from x to y as x ⊏ y. We denote the interval between a, b ∈ R as [a, b]. All the logarithms are with base 2.

B. Model formulation

Let X = {0, 1, . . . , q − 1} be a source alphabet, where q ∈ N is the alphabet size. The sender observes a sequence of source symbols X = (X_1, . . . , X_n) ∈ X^n, where X_k are i.i.d. according to a distribution P_X ∈ P(X ). The distribution of X is thus given as P_X (x) = ∏_n i=1 P_X(x_i). The s_ng_nSender

Receiver XY^X

Fig. 1: Communication setup between the strategic sender and the receiver

sender transmits a message s_n(X) = Y ∈ X^n, where s_n : X^n → X^n, as input to a channel. The channel input and output spaces are both X^n. We assume that the channel is noiseless and hence the message is relayed perfectly to the receiver. The receiver decodes the message as g_n(Y ) = ^X, where g_n : X^n → X^n. The functions s_n and g_n are deterministic functions.

Let d_n : X^n × X^n → R be the mean Hamming distance between x, ^x ∈ X^n given as d_n(^x, x) = 1 n n∑ k=1 | |{k : ^x_k ≠ x_k} | |. (1) For d ∈ [0, 1], define the set of correctly recovered sequences when the receiver plays g_n and the sender plays s_n as

D_d(g_n, s_n) = { x ∈ X^n : d_n(g_n ∘ s_n(x), x) ≤ d } (2) The probability of error for strategies g_n and s_n is

E_d(g_n, s_n) = P ( d_n(g_n ∘ s_n(X), X) > d ) = 1 − P(D_d(g_n, s_n)), (3)

that is the probability of exceeding the distortion level d.

The sender has an n-block utility function given by U_n : X^n × X^n → R, where U_n(^x, x) = 1 n n∑ i=1 U (^x_i, x_i) ∀ x, ^x ∈ X^n, (4) and U : X × X → R is the sender’s single-letter utility function. In our formulation, x is the source sequence observed by the sender and ^x is the sequence recovered by the receiver. Thus, the utility of the sender is a function of the true sequence and the sequence recovered by the receiver. We also assume that U (i, i) = 0 for all i ∈ X ; this is without loss of generality as we explain after Definition II.1.

The receiver chooses strategies g_n to achieve vanishing probability of error. The sender, on the other hand, maximizes the utility U_n(g_n ∘ s_n(x), x) for all x ∈ X^n by choosing an appropriate strategy s_n. We formulate this problem as a leader-follower game, also called a Stackelberg game, with the receiver as the leader and the sender as the follower. The receiver, being the leader, announces its strategy before the sender and for a given strategy of the receiver, the sender chooses a response that maximizes its utility. The receiver anticipates this response of the sender and accordingly chooses an optimal strategy that minimizes its objective.

The set of best responses for the sender are defined as follows.

Definition II.1 (Best response strategy set). For a strategy g_n of the receiver, the set of best responses of the sender, denoted by B(g_n), is defined as

B(g_n) = { s_n : X^n → X^n | U_n(g_n ∘ s_n(x), x) ≥ U_n(g_n ∘ s^′_n(x), x) ∀ x ∈ X^n, ∀ s^′_n } . (5)

Without loss of generality, we assume U (i, i) = 0 for all i ∈ X . This is because, for any utility U^′ we can define another utility U (j, i) = U^′(j, i) − U^′(i, i) which gives

arg max_{sn} U_n(g_n ∘ s_n(x), x) = arg max_{sn} ∑ i U (g_n ∘ s_n(x)_i, x_i)/n = arg max_{sn} ∑ i (U^′((g_n ∘ s_n(x))_i, x_i) − U^′(x_i, x_i))/n

= arg max_{sn} U^′_n(g_n ∘ s_n(x), x).

We will look for strategies {g_n}_{n≥1} such that for all ϵ, δ > 0, there exists an N ∈ N and max s_n∈B(g_n) E_{d+δ}(g_n, s_n) < ϵ ∀ n ≥ N. (6) In (6), we assume that the sender chooses the worst-case best response from the set of best responses B(g_n). This pessimistic formulation is commonly adopted for the concept of Stackelberg equilibrium in game theory [24] and the pessimistic viewpoint is also referred to as a weak Stackelberg equilibrium [25]. The set of worst-case best response strategies is

S_d(g_n) = arg max s_n∈B(g_n) E_d(g_n, s_n). (7)

In (6), we follow the notion of recovery used by Lapidoth in [19]. In the information theory literature (see [26], [27]) the convention is to choose an encoder-decoder as {f_n, φ_n}_{n≥1}, with f_n : X^n → Y^n, φ_n : Y^n → X^n, Y being an appropriate alphabet space, such that for all ϵ > 0, we have E_d(φ_n, f_n) < ϵ for large enough n. This is equivalent to taking δ = 0 in (6) and it yields the same results pertaining to the rate region when δ > 0. However, the two notions do not yield the same results in our setting and for lossless recovery, there may not exist a sequence of strategies satisfying (6) when δ = 0.

Theorem II.1. Let U be such that U (i, j) ≥ 0 for some i, j ∈ X , i ≠ j. Then, for all sequences of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1} we have

lim_{n→∞} max s_n∈B(g_n) P(g_n ∘ s_n(X) ≠ X) > 0. Proof. Proof is in Appendix B-A.

The above theorem demonstrates the “discontinuity” between the two notions of achievability, one defined with δ = 0 and other with δ → 0. In the strategic setting it is imperative to take a δ → 0 in (6).

C. Rate of communication

We now define the rate of communication. In our setting, we do not define the strategies s_n and g_n of the sender and receiver with reference to a codebook since we do not restrict the image of the sender. Thereby, we adopt an indirect approach to measuring the communication resources employed by the strategies s_n, g_n.

When the sender and receiver employ strategies s_n, g_n, the number of reconstructed sequences is given by | Im(g_n ∘ s_n)|. The number of reconstructions corresponding to correctly recovered sequences is given as

A^n_d (g_n, s_n) = { ^x ∈ Im(g_n) : ∃x ∈ D_d(g_n, s_n) such that g_n ∘ s_n(x) = ^x } . (8)

The set A^n_d (g_n, s_n) is hence the image of the map g_n ∘ s_n : D_d(g_n, s_n) → X^n. We define the rate using the set A^n_d (g_n, s_n).

Definition II.2 (Rate of communication). The rate of communication when the receiver plays the strategy g_n and the sender plays the strategy s_n is defined as

R_d(g_n, s_n) = 1 n log | |A^n_d (g_n, s_n) | |. (9) Thus, R_d(g_n, s_n) computes the rate of growth of the number of reconstructions used for correct recovery. An achievable rate is defined as follows.

Definition II.3 (Achievable rate). A rate R is achievable if there exists a sequence of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1}, s_n ∈ S_{d+δn} (g_n) and ϵ_n, δ_n → 0 such that E_{d+δn} (g_n, s_n) < ϵ_n and

lim_{n→∞} R_{d+δn} (g_n, s_n) = R.

In this case we say the sequence of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1} achieves the rate R. For d > 0 the rate region is the set of achievable rates for lossy recovery and is denoted by R_d. For the lossless case, the achievable rate is defined by taking d = 0 in the above expressions and the rate region is denoted as R.

The infimum and supremum of achievable rates are defined as R^{inf}_d = inf{R : R ∈ R_d} and R^{sup}_d = sup{R : R ∈ R_d} respectively.

In the cooperative setting when the encoder and decoder are chosen jointly to minimize probability of error, this definition reduces to the traditional way of defining the rate (i.e., the size of the codebook). We term the rate region for the cooperative case as the Shannon rate region and it is given by [H(P_X), log q] for d = 0 and [R(d), log q] for d > 0.

The key part of the definition is the restriction to correctly decoded sequences; we now explain why this restriction is necessary. Consider the quantity ^R_d(g_n, s_n) = 1 n log | Im(g_n ∘ s_n)|.

Define the set ^R_d as the set of ^R for which there exists a sequence of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1}, s_n ∈ S_{d+δn} (g_n) and ϵ_n, δ_n → 0 such that E_{d+δn} (g_n, s_n) < ϵ_n and lim_{n→∞} ^R_{d+δn} (g_n, s_n) = ^R. (10) In general, A^n_d (g_n, s_n) ⊆ Im(g_n ∘ s_n). But in the cooperative setting, for an optimal pair of encoder and decoder that minimizes the error, it must be that A^n_d (g_n, s_n) = Im(g_n ∘ s_n), which makes ^R_d = R_d. In the strategic setting, measuring the required communication resources using Im(g_n ∘ s_n) results in an overestimation. In Example 4.3 in Section IV-C, we show that there exists a sequence of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1}, s_n ∈ S_{d+δ}(g_n) achieving vanishing error such that lim_{n→∞} R_{d+δ} (g_n, s_n) ≤ R^{sup}_d < lim_{n→∞} ^R_{d+δ} (g_n, s_n).

Thus, in our setting ^R_d ⊇ R_d, where the inclusion is in general strict.

Observe, that inf ^R_d = R^{inf}_d whereby the two notions agree on the infimum achievable rate. This is because, for any g_n, we can define a new strategy ḡ_n by truncating the image of g_n such that Im(ḡ_n ∘ s̄_n) = A^n_d (ḡ_n, s̄_n) for all s̄_n ∈ S_{d+δ} (ḡ_n). However, the distinction arises for the supremum rate and as shown above we may have sup{R : R ∈ ^R_d} > sup{R : R ∈ R_d}.

This is crucial because the sequences in Im(g_n ∘ s_n) \ A^n_d (g_n, s_n) are “unused sequences” which are only mapped to by sequences outside D_d(g_n, s_n). These sequences do not aid in the correct recovery of any sequence and must not be counted as required communication resources.

Finally, we note that in the cooperative setting, it is possible to achieve a smaller error probability by increasing the rate of communication. However, this may not hold in our setting. Our setting exhibits a gap between R^{sup}_d and the channel capacity whereby the receiver cannot construct a strategy with a rate beyond a certain limit while also achieving vanishing probability of error (cf. Theorem III.1 part b) and Example 4.3).

We conclude the section with the following result that shows that the rate region is convex.

Theorem II.2 (Convexity of rate region). For any d ∈ [0, 1], the achievable rate region R_d is convex. Moreover, R^{inf}_d is a convex function of d and R^{sup}_d is a concave function of d.

Proof. Proof is in Appendix B-B.

Thus, for a complete characterization of the rate region, it suffices to determine R^{inf}_d and R^{sup}_d . It may not be entirely evident from the formulation that the rate region is a convex set. This is because the rate is also determined by the choice of strategy of the sender which is chosen according to its utility. Nevertheless, convexity holds and this is shown by appropriately choosing the strategy of the receiver and using the standard time-sharing argument from information theory.

III. MAIN RESULTS : BINARY ALPHABET We now present our results for the binary alphabet. First, we discuss the lossless case where we determine R^{inf} and also derive a bound on R^{sup}. We write P_X(0) = p for the binary case.

A. Lossless recovery Theorem III.1 (Lossless rate region). Let X ∼ Bern(p) and d = 0. Then, R ≠ ∅ if and only if

U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) < 0. (11)

Further, a) if U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) ≥ 0, then for small enough δ, max_{sn∈B(gn)} E_δ(g_n, s_n) → 1 for all {g_n}_{n≥1}. b) if U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) < 0 and either U (0, 1) ≥ 0 or U (1, 0) ≥ 0, then

R^{inf} = H(p), R^{sup} ≤ H ( min { b a p, 1 2 }) (12) where a = min { |U (0, 1)|, |U (1, 0)| } , b = max { |U (0, 1)|, |U (1, 0)| } . Moreover, if U (1, 0) = −b and U (0, 1) = a, then for a g_n such that lim_{n→∞} log | Im(g_n)|/n > H ( min {_b a p,^1_2 }) , and for small enough δ, we have

lim_{n→∞} max s_n∈B(g_n) E_δ(g_n, s_n) = 1.

c) if U (0, 1), U (1, 0) < 0, then R = [H(p), 1]. Proof. We briefly discuss the idea of the proof. The complete arguments are in Appendix C.

1) Sketch of proof of part a) : Let δ > 0 and suppose (11) does not hold. Then, we show that from any type class, only a 2δ-ball of sequences can be recovered within distortion δ. This is because for any correctly recovered sequence x ∈ X^n, there exists a sequence y in the image of receiver’s strategy such that y ∈ B_δ(x). Consequently, due to the structure of the utility, for all sequences ^x sufficiently far from x, i.e., d_n(x, ^x) > 2δ, the sender prefers to map ^x to the sequence y over any other sequence in B_δ(^x). Thus, for small enough δ the probability of error tends to one and there does not exist any sequence of strategies that achieve arbitrarily small probability of error and hence the rate region is empty.

2) Sketch of proof of part b) : For the part b), we show that there exists a sequence of strategies achieving the rate H(p) using a result due to Lapidoth in [19]. For bp/a ≥ 1/2, we get the trivial upper bound on the achievable rate. When bp/a < 1/2, we show that the rate region is bounded by H(bp/a). We prove this by considering two cases. For the case when U (1, 0) ≥ 0, we show that the sequences having type in the set [bp/a, 1] do not contribute to the rate of any sequence of strategies. When U (0, 1) ≥ 0, we show that if the image of any strategy of the receiver includes sequences having type in the set [bp/a, 1], then only a fraction of the high probability sequences are recovered correctly. Thus, the probability of error cannot be arbitrarily small. In either case, the achievable rate is bounded by H(bp/a).

3) Sketch of proof of part c) : In the part c) where both utility terms are negative, the sender is truthful about its information which corresponds to the cooperative communication case and hence the rate region is same as the Shannon rate region.

The condition (11) is a non-asymptotic single-letter condition on the utility and indicates a sharp threshold for the existence of a non-empty rate region. Furthermore, the non-empty rate region also demonstrates a dual nature, either it is a strict subset of the Shannon rate region or

U (1, 0)

U (0, 1) [H(p), 1] R̃R̃∅

Fig. 2: Rate region (lossless recovery, binary alphabet) : a) the rate region is empty whenever U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) ≥ 0, b) for U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) < 0, U (0, 1)U (1, 0) ≤ 0, the rate region is R̃ ⊆ [H(p), R], R ≤ H(min{bp/a, 1/2}), c) the rate region is same as Shannon rate region for U (0, 1), U (1, 0) < 0

it is the complete rate region. If U (1, 0) ≥ 0, then under (11), U (0, 1) will be negative and greater than U (1, 0) in magnitude. Intuitively, this implies that the gain derived by the sender by misrepresenting 0 by 1 is lesser than the penalty for misreporting 1 by 0. This paves the way for a non-zero achievable rate. When U (0, 1), U (1, 0) < 0, the sender is truthful about its information since its interests are aligned with the objective of the receiver.

B. Lossy recovery

In this section, we present a characterization of the rate region for a positive distortion level d. The following theorem shows that when d ∈ (0, min{p, 1/2}), the condition (11) is necessary and sufficient for the lossy rate region to be non-empty.

Theorem III.2 (Lossy rate region). Let X ∼ Bern(p) and d ∈ (0, p) where p ≤ 1/2. Then R_d ≠ ∅ if and only if

U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) < 0. (13)

a) If (13) holds, then

R^{inf}_d = R(d),

R^{sup}_d ∈

[H (p + d) , 1] if p + d <^1_2 = 1 else .

b) If U (0, 1), U (1, 0) < 0, then R_d = [R(d), 1].

Finally, if d ≥ p, then R^{inf}_d = 0.

Proof. The proof of necessity of (13) is given in Appendix D-A. The proofs of sufficiency of (13) and part a) and b) are given in Appendix D-B.

We present a sketch of the proof here. If (13) does not hold, then as shown in Theorem III.1 we have that from any type class, only a 2(d + δ)-ball of sequences can be recovered within distortion d + δ, where δ > 0. Thus, as long as 2(d + δ) < 1, then the probability of error will not tend to zero. Thus, there does not exist any sequence of strategies that achieve arbitrarily small probability of error and hence the rate region is empty.

For the Case b), we show that for any sequence x and given a type class U^n_P , P ∈ P_n(X ), the sender prefers a sequence from U^n_P that is at the least distance from x. Thus, the receiver can choose a strategy where the image consists sequences only from a single, appropriately chosen type class. By choosing sequences from the type class corresponding to the distribution closest to the rate-distortion achieving distribution, we get that R(d) is achievable. By choosing the image as the entire type class with type closest to p + d we get that H(p + d) is achievable.

The above theorem, unlike Theorem III.1, only gives a lower bound on R^{sup}_d .

C. Distinction from Shannon theory

In the view of the above results, we highlight a few observations that set our setting apart from the setting of cooperative communication. As mentioned before, one key characteristic is that the rate of communication may also have an upper limit that is less than the channel capacity. In the cooperative setting, better error performance can be achieved when more channel resources are utilised since one can design an encoding that is complementary to the decoding function. However, this freedom is lost in our setting since the receiver can only choose the decoder, considering that the encoding will be chosen by the sender according to its strategic intentions.

Having more number of sequences implies that the sender has a greater freedom to represent, and thereby misreport, its information and obtain a higher utility. The above results quantify this limit on the number of sequences used for representation. It is worthwhile to note that this limit arises despite the clean channel. The upper limit on the rate is entirely a characteristic of the sender and can be strictly smaller than the capacity of the channel.

Consider, for instance, the condition (11) and suppose U (1, 0) > 0 and U (0, 1) < 0 such that the sum of the two terms is negative. In this case, the receiver recovers information from the sender by choosing a strategy (concretely, the set I^n in (22) in the Appendix) such that misreporting forces the sender to trade-off the incentive derived by reporting 0^′s as 1^′s with the penalty of 1^′s recovered as 0^′s, and over a n-block the penalty dominates. The challenge for the receiver is to devise a strategy such that forces the sender to be truthful (see proof of Theorem III.1) and also drives the error to zero. However, if (11) does not hold then it is impossible for the receiver to recover any information from the sender.

Finally, note that when the sender also minimizes the Hamming distortion, then for all x, y ∈ X we have U (x, y) = −d(x, y) . In this case, we have that R_d = ^R_d, where ^R_d is defined in (10). Thus, the rate region coincides with Shannon rate region. To see this, fix a strategy g_n for the receiver. Then, for any sequence x ∈ X^n, the utility maximizing sequence in the image of g_n also minimizes the distortion function. Thus for all s_n ∈ B(g_n), it holds that d_n(g_n ∘s_n(x), x) ≤ d_n(y, x) for all y ∈ Im(g_n). Specifically, for all x ∈ Im(g_n), we have g_n ∘ s_n(x) = x and hence Im(g_n) ⊆ D_d(g_n, s_n). Since g_n ∘ s_n(x) = x for all x ∈ Im(g_n) ⋂ D_d(g_n, s_n), from (8) we get that A_d(g_n, s_n) = Im(g_n) which implies that R_d = ^R_d.

In fact, we show a stronger result where U (0, 1) < 0 and U (1, 0) < 0 also leads to the same rate region as the Shannon rate region (Theorem III.1 c) and Theorem III.2 b)).

IV. MAIN RESULTS : GENERAL ALPHABET We now present a characterization of an achievable rate for the case of the general alphabet. Let Q = {Q^{(0)}, . . . , Q^{(|Q|)}} be the set of all |X | × |X | permutation matrices and let Q^{(0)} = I be the identity matrix. Consider the optimization problem O(U ) defined as

O(U ) : max_Q ∑ i,j∈X Q(i, j)U (i, j) s.t Q ∈ Q \ {I}. Observe that O(U ) depends on the single letter utility U . Defining Γ(U ) = OPT(O(U )), we give a characterization of achievable rates based on the optimal value Γ(U ).

A. Lossless recovery Theorem IV.1 (Lossless rate region). Let X ∼ P_X and d = 0. If R ≠ ∅, then we have Γ(U ) ≤ 0. Moreover, if Γ(U ) < 0, then R ≠ ∅. Further, a) if Γ(U ) < 0, then R^{inf} = H(P_X).

b) if U (i, j) < 0 for all i, j ∈ X , then R = [H(P_X), log q].

Proof. We present a short overview of the proofs. Detailed proofs are given in Appendix E with some preliminaries and the results are proved in Appendix E-A and Appendix E-B.

When Γ(U ) > 0, under some conditions on certain types P_1, P_2 ∈ P_n(X ), if the image of the receiver’s strategy has more than (1 − β) fraction of sequences from the type class U^n_{P1} , then no more than β fraction of sequences from the type class U^n_{P2} can be recovered within the prescribed distortion. For small enough distortion, we can show that all the type classes close to the distribution P_X will satisfy this condition. We will use this fact to show that the probability of error is always bounded away from zero for any sequence of strategies of the receiver and hence the rate region is empty. For the case a) and b), we use ideas similar to the case of binary alphabet to determine the achievable rates.

The condition Γ(U ) < 0 is in fact a generalization of the condition (11) discussed in the previous section. For the case of binary alphabet, the feasible space of O(U ) contains a single off-diagonal permutation matrix, and the condition Γ(U ) < 0 reduces to U (0, 1)+U (1, 0) < 0.

Note that Γ(U ) < 0 is only a sufficient condition for the rate region to be non-empty. We do not yet know if there exists an achievable rate when Γ(U ) = 0. However, this is not a generic case of utility, since a small perturbation to the utility can give Γ(U ) < 0 or Γ(U ) > 0.

B. Lossy recovery

Let j, k ∈ X be some distinct symbols and define P^′_{jk} as

P^′_{jk} = { P ∈ P(X ) : P (i) = P_X(i) ∀ i ≠ j, k, | |P (i) − P_X(i) | | ≤ d q − 1 if i = j, k } . (14) For a given pair of distinct symbols j, k ∈ X , the set P^′_{jk} is defined as the set of distributions that coincide with P_X on all symbols except j and k. Further, the distribution at j, k differ from P_X by d/(q − 1).

Unlike the case of binary alphabet, we only give a partial characterization of the rate for the case of general alphabet. Using the sets P^′_{jk}, we find an interval of achievable rates around the entropy of the source. We also use this set to determine an upper bound on the infimum rate.

Theorem IV.2. Let X ∼ P_X, d > 0 and define P^′ = ⋃ j,k∈X P ′ jk. a) If U is such that Γ(U ) < 0, then

R^{inf}_d ≤ min_{P ′∈P ′} H(P^′).

b) Further, if U (i, j) < 0, U (i, j) = −c, c > 0 for all distinct i, j ∈ X , then

R = [R(d), log q].

Proof. Detailed proofs are in the Appendix F.

When Γ(U ) < 0, we show that the receiver can construct a strategy with the image as a typical set around a distribution in the set P^′ defined above. The sequences in the typical set around the distribution P_X will then be mapped by the sender to a sequence in the image within a distortion that is arbitrarily close to d. Varying the distribution over the set P^′ gives the upper bound on R^{inf}_d . For the case b), the objectives of the sender and the receiver coincide and hence the setting becomes equivalent to the case of cooperative communication.

Unlike the earlier results, we only have an upper bound on R^{inf}_d . In the following proposition, we present a sufficient condition on the utility U for Γ(U ) < 0 to hold.

Proposition IV.3. Let the utility U be such that for all distinct symbols i_0, . . . , i_{K−1} ∈ X , there exists a pair i_m and i_{(m+1)modK} such that U (i_m, i_{(m+1)modK} ) < 0. If min i,j:U (i,j)<0 |U (i, j)| > (q − 1) max_{i,j:U (i,j)≥0} U (i, j), (15) then Γ(U ) < 0.

Proof. Let Q̄ ∈ Q be induced by a cyclic permutation π : X → X , then ∑ i,j Q̄(i, j)U (i, j) = U (i_0, π(i_0)) + U (π(i_0), π^2(i_0)) + . . . + U (π^{q−1}(i_0), π^q(i_0)).

From the structure of utility, we have that U (π^{j−1}(i_0), π^j(i_0)) for some j ∈ {1, . . . , q}. Using (15), we get that ∑ i,j Q̄(i, j)U (i, j) < 0 for all cyclic permutations.

Now any permutation can be written as a composition of finite cyclic permutations denoted as π_1, . . . , π_A. Thereby, ∑ i,j Q̄(i, j)U (i, j) can be written as a finite sum of U (i_0, π_a(i_0)) + . . . + U (π^{l−1}_a (i_0), π^l_a(i_0)), with a ≤ A, l ≤ q. Using (15) for each of the summations, we get that ∑ i,j Q̄(i, j)U (i, j) < 0. Using this in O(U ), we get that Γ(U ) < 0.

C. Illustrative examples

The following example uses Proposition IV.3 to show that the rate region is non-empty even when the utility of the sender incentivizes it to misreport almost all of its information. Example 4.1. Let U : {0, 1, 2} × {0, 1, 2} → R and consider the following form of U ,

U = 0 1 1 −4 0 1 −4 −4 0 .

From the utility, it can be observed that the sender has an incentive to lie about the symbols {0, 1}. This follows since U (0, 1), U (0, 2), U (1, 2) > 0. It can be easily observed that U satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition IV.3 and hence Γ(U ) < 0. Thus, from Theorem IV.1 and IV.2, there exists an achievable rate at which the receiver can communicate with the sender. □ This example seems paradoxical – even though the sender misreports most of its information, the receiver can ensure asymptotically vanishing probability of error. However, the main lesson to be drawn from it is that the magnitude of the gains or losses from truth-telling or lying determine the extent of reliable communication, not the symbols alone.

We now discuss an example that shows that naively constructing strategies with more sequences in the image can increase the probability of error.

Example 4.2. Consider the binary alphabet X = {0, 1} and a utility defined as U (0, 1) = 1 and U (1, 0) = −2. Fix δ = 0.2 and let X ∼ P_X taking P_X(0) = 0.3. We define four different strategies for the receiver with increasing size of the image and show that the probability of error increases with the size of the image.

Fix n ∈ N and let p_1 ∈ P_n(X ) be the type closest to P_X(0) such that p_1 ≤ P_X(0). Further, let p_2, p_3, p_4 ∈ P_n(X ) be defined as np_2 = np_1 + 1, np_3 = np_1 + 2 and np_4 = np_1 + 3. Let U^n_{pk} be the type class corresponding to p_k and for an arbitrary x_0 ∈ ⋃ k≤i U^n_{pk} , define the strategy g^i_n as

g^i_n(x) = x if x ∈ ⋃ k≤i U^n_{pk} x_0 else , For these strategies we compute the probability of recovered sequences D_δ(g^i_n, s^i_n) denoted as P_D (g^i_n, s^i_n) for some s^i_n ∈ B(g^i_n) and compare them with the probability of recovered sequences in the cooperative setting. In the cooperative setting all sequences in the δ-radius around Im(g^i_n) are recovered correctly. We denote this as B_δ(Im(g^i_n)). We compute these probabilities for n ≤ 10 and plot them in Figure 3. The red colour signifies the strategic setting and corresponds to P_D (g^i_n, s^i_n) for some s^i_n ∈ B(g^i_n). The blue colour corresponds to the cooperative setting.

Fig. 3: Comparison of P(D_δ (g^i_n, s^i_n)) for some s^i_n ∈ B(g^i_n) with the cooperative setting

For i = 1, the sets D_δ(g^i_n, s^i_n) and B_δ(Im(g^i_n)) are identical for all n. This is shown by the red solid line in the figure. For i ≥ 2, the image of g^i_n includes sequences from neighbouring type classes. As the set B_δ(Im(g^i_n)) includes more sequences compared to B_δ(Im(g^1_n)), the probability of the set of correctly recovered sequences in the cooperative setting increases which is shown by the blue hashed and dotted curves above the red solid line. In contrast, we observe the opposite phenomenon in the strategic setting. Adding sequences in the image has a detrimental effect on the information recovery and the probability of the set of correctly recovered sequences decreases. This is shown by the red hashed and dotted curves below the red solid line.

This occurs because when the number of sequences increase, the sender has more room to misreport its information. We briefly discuss this here. Since U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) < 0, we have that for any distinct pair of sequences x, x^′ ∈ U^n_{p1} , U_n(x^′, x) < 0. This is because P_x′_{,x}(0, 1) = P_x′_{,x}(1, 0), which gives U_n(x^′, x) = P_x′_{,x}(0, 1)(U (0, 1)+U (1, 0)) < 0. Further, for a sequence x ∈ U^n_{p1} there exists a sequence y ∈ U^n_{p2} , such that P_{y,x}(0, 1) = p_2 − p_1 and P_{y,x}(1, 0) = 0 which gives U_n(y, x) = (p_2 − p_1)a > 0. It implies that for the sequence x, the best response strategy maps x to y, i.e., s^i_n(x) = y. Moreover, d_n(y, x) = p_2 − p_1 and if p_2 − p_1 > δ then x is not recovered correctly. It follows that no sequence in U^n_{p1} will be recovered correctly. Similarly, for g^3_n, if p_3 − p_2 > δ, then no sequence in U^n_{p1} ⋃ U^n_{p2} can be recovered correctly.

There is also a jump in the probability from n = 4 to n = 5. To see this, consider i = 1. For n ≥ 5 we have 1/n ≤ δ = 0.2 and hence the strategy g^1_n, unlike g^1, . . . , g^1_4 , also recovers neighbouring type class of U^n_{p1} . Moreover, since p_1 ≤ P_X(0), we get p_1 = 1/5 for n = 5 and hence, the δ-ball around U^5_{p1} also includes the sequence with all ones, which has a high probability. This explains the jump at n = 5 since more sequences with high probability are recovered and hence the higher share of P(D_δ (g^1_n, s^1_n)). For 5 < n ≤ 9, this P(D_δ (g^1_n, s^1_n)) decreases a bit since the probability of the set U^n_{p1} and the neighbouring type class decreases as compared to U^5_{p1} . However, this probability later approaches 1 for n > 9 since most of the probability begins to concentrate in and around the type class.

This shows that if the receiver naively adds sequences in the image of its strategy, then the probability of error may increase. Thus, the receiver has to deliberately restrict its image in order to recover the maximum possible information from the sender. □ The following example provides a justification for the choice of rate of communication defined in Section II-C and shows that measuring the rate using Im(g_n ∘ s_n) is an overestimation. Example 4.3. Let X = {0, 1, 2, 3} and consider a sender with a utility U : X → R defined as

U = 0 −2 −13 −18 1 0 −13 −18 12 1 0 −18 5 5 5 0 .

Let P_X be such that (P_X(0), P_X(1), P_X(2), P_X(3)) = (^1_{36} ,^1_{36} ,^1_{36} ,^{11}_{12} ) and d = 0. For this utility, we have that Γ(U ) < 0. This can be proved by taking subsets Y ⊆ X and checking the value of U (i_0, i_1) + U (i_1, i_2) + . . . + U (i_{|Y|−1}, i_0) for i_0, . . . , i_{|Y|−1} ∈ Y (cf. proof of Proposition IV.3). From Theorem IV.1, we get that H(P_X) is achievable. We take δ small enough such that 1 6 − 46δ > 12δ. (16)

Claim IV.4. For the above utility, R^{sup} ≤ log 2.73.

Proof. Let ϵ ∈ (0, δ) and let T^n_{PX,ϵ} be the typical set around P_X and B_δ(T^n_{PX,ϵ}) be the sequences within an average Hamming distance of δ from T^n_{PX,ϵ}. Any sequence of strategies that achieves vanishing error must have a sequence from B_δ (T^n_{PX,ϵ}) in its image. We prove that for all x ∈ X^n with P_x(3) ≤ 2/3, we have s_n(x) /∈ B_δ (x) and s_n(x) ∈ B_δ(T^n_{PX,ϵ}) which gives B_δ (x) /∈ A^n_δ (g_n, s_n). This holds for all δ satisfying (16).

Let x ∈ X^n with P_x(3) ≤ 2/3. The best utility over B_δ(x) is bounded as max_{y∈Bδ (x)} U_n(y, x) ≤ δ max_{i∈X ,j∈{1,2}} U (i, j) = 12δ. Moreover, the least utility obtained over B_δ(T^n_{PX,ϵ}) is given as min y∈B_δ (T^n_{PX,ϵ}) U_n(y, x) = min y∈B_δ (T^n_{PX,ϵ}) ( ∑ j P_{y,x}(3, j)U (3, j) + ∑ i≠3,j P_{y,x}(i, j)U (i, j) )

≥ ( 1 3 − 2δ ) min_i U (3, i) − ( 1 12 + 2δ ) max_{i,j} |U (i, j)| ≥ ( 5 3 − 3 2 ) − 46δ > 12δ, which follows since for all y ∈ B_δ(T^n_{PX,ϵ}), we have ∑ j P_{y,x}(3, j) = P_y(3) ≥ 1/3 − 2δ and ∑ i≠3,j Py,x(i, j) ≤ (1/12 + 2δ). The last inequality follows from (16). This gives that

max_{y∈Bδ (x)} U_n(y, x) < min_{y∈Bδ (T} n_{PX,ϵ)} U_n(y, x) and hence s_n(x) ∈ B_δ(T^n_{PX,ϵ}). Thus, A^n_δ (g_n, s_n) contains only those sequences with type P where P (3) ≥ 2/3. The largest rate occurs when the image includes sequences with the type

P (i) = 1 9 ∀ i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, P (3) = 2 3 and is equal to H(P ) where H(P ) ≤ log 2.73. This gives that R^{sup} ≤ log 2.73.

We now show the existence of a sequence of strategy {g_n}_{n≥1} with rate H(P_X) and lim_{n→∞} log | Im(g_n ∘ s_n)|/n > R^{sup}.

Let n = 12K, K ∈ N and define type classes U^n_{PX} and U^n_{13} as

U^n_{PX} = {x ∈ X^n : P_x(i) = P_X(i) ∀ i ∈ X }, U^n1_3 = {x ∈ X^n : P_x(0) = 0, P_x(i) = 1 3 ∀ i ∈ {1, 2, 3}}. Claim IV.5. Let x_0 ∈ U^n_{PX} ⋃ U^n_{13} be an arbitrary sequence and define a strategy g_n as

g_n(x) = x if x ∈ U^n_{PX} ⋃ U^n_{13} x_0 else .

Then, {g_n}_{n≥1} achieves the rate H(P_X) and lim_{n→∞} log | Im(g_n ∘ s_n)|/n > R^{sup}.

Proof. We proceed through following steps.

1) We first show that the above defined strategy achieves the rate H(P_X) 2) Then, we show that there exists a type class ^U^n such that s_n(x) ∈ U^n_{13} for all x ∈ ^U^n and which implies U^n1_3 ⊆ Im(g_n ∘ s_n). The set ^U^n grows at a rate log(3) > H(P ).

Consider a sequence x ∈ B_δ(T^n_{PX,ϵ}). The maximum utility over the set U^n1_3 is bounded as max y∈U^n_{13} U_n(y, x) ≤ ∑ j∈X \{3} max_i P_{y,x}(i, j)U (i, j) − ( 7 12 − 2δ ) min_j |U (j, 3)| (17)

≤ ( 1 36 + 2δ ) ∑ j∈X \{3} max_i U (i, j) − ( 7 12 − 2δ ) 18 (18)

= 12 + 5 + 5 36 − 21 2 + 80δ, where the right term in (17) is the negative utility that the sender will necessarily incur by choosing a sequence from U^n1_3 and (18) follows since max_i P_{y,x}(i, j) ≤ P_x(j) ≤ 1/36 + 2δ for all j ≠ 3. One the other hand the least utility over the set U^n_{PX} is bounded as min_{y∈U} n_{PX} U_n(y, x) ≥ −18(2δ), which occurs when ∑ i P_{y,x}(i, 3) = 2δ and P_{y,x}(i, j) = 0 for all other i ≠ j, j ≠ 3.

For small enough δ, we have min_{y∈U} n_{PX} U_n(y, x) ≥ max_{y∈U} n_{13} U_n(y, x) and hence s_n(x) ∈ U^n_{PX} . Moreover, a consequence of Lemma E.5 in the proof of Theorem IV.1 b) in Section E-B, we have U_n(y, x) < 0 for all y ∈ U^n_{PX} , y ≠ x. Thus, s_n(x) = x for all x ∈ U^n_{PX} and U^n_{PX} ⊆ A^n_δ (g_n, s_n) for all s_n ∈ B(g_n). Moreover, from the proof of Claim IV.4, we have that U^n_{13} ∩ A^n_δ (g_n, s_n) = ∅. This gives R_δ(g_n, s_n) = log |U^n_{PX} |/n for all s_n ∈ B(g_n) which proves that H(P_X) is achievable.

We now show point 2). Consider a type class ^U^n defined as

^U^n = { x ∈ X^n : P_x(0) = 1 3 , P_x(1) = 1 3 , P_x(3) = 1 3 } , For a sequence x ∈ ^U^n, the maximum utility over the set U^n_{13} is bounded as max_{y∈U} n_{13} U_n(y, x) ≥ U (2, 0)/3 = 4, which occurs by choosing a sequence y such that P_{y,x}(2, 0) = 1/3 and P_{y,x}(1, 1) = P_{y,x}(3, 3) = 1/3. The maximum utility over the set U^n_{PX} is bounded as max y∈U^n_{PX} U_n(y, x) = max_{y∈U nP} X ( ∑ i∈X P_{y,x}(i, 0)U (i, 0) + ∑ i∈X P_{y,x}(i, 1)U (i, 1) )

< ( 11 12 − 1 3 ) U (3, 0) + 1 36 ∑ i∈{0,1} U (2, i) + 1 36 U (1, 0)

= 31.5 12 + 14 36 < 4. Thus all for x ∈ ^U^n, we have s_n(x) ∈ U^n_{13} and hence U^n_{13} ⊆ Im(g_n ∘ s_n) ∀ s_n ∈ B(g_n). Observe that Im(g_n ∘ s_n) = U^n_{PX} ∪ U^n_{13} whereas A^n_δ (g_n, s_n) = U^n_{PX} . Since U^n_{13} grows as ≈ 2^{n log(3)} for large n (Stirling’s approximation), we get that lim_{n→∞} log | Im(g_n ∘ s_n)|/n = log(3) > R^{sup}. □

V. CONCLUSION In this paper, we proposed a novel theory of communication where a receiver wants to recover information from a utility-maximizing strategic sender. We posed this problem as a Stackelberg game with the receiver as the leader and studied the problem for two recovery criteria – lossless and lossy. We determined a sufficient condition on the utility of the sender for the existence of strategies for the receiver that achieve vanishing error. This condition is closely related to the notion of incentive compatibility from the theory of mechanism design. In our setting of communication, this condition characterizes the “truthfulness” of the sender. We showed that for the case of the binary alphabet, this condition is also a sufficient condition, without which the probability of error tends to one.

We show that for reliable communication, the receiver employs a selective decoding strategy where it chooses to decode only a subset of messages correctly, and for the rest of the messages is deliberately makes an arbitrary error. Effectively, this strategy limits the choice of signals of the sender and restricts its tendency to misreport its information. We showed that it is sufficient to choose this subset such that the sequences in the high probability typical set is recovered within the specified distortion ensuring that the probability of error vanishes asymptotically.

We defined a generalized notion of rate of communication for our setting that computes the amount of resources required for communication. We showed that despite the existence of a clean channel, there may be a maximum rate of communication above which the probability of error does not vanish asymptotically and may tend to one. In information theory, this bound arises mainly in the context of a noisy channel, where input messages beyond a rate threshold makes the probability of error tend to one. In our case, increasing the rate gives more freedom to the sender to lie about its information which causes the probability of error to asymptotically attain a non-zero value. Although we show the existence of a maximum rate less than unity only for the case of lossless recovery in binary alphabet, we conjecture through an example that similar bounds on the rate holds for other cases as well.

VI. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS This research was supported by the grant CRG/2019/002975 of the Science and Engineering Research Board, Department of Science and Technology, India. We thank the four anonymous reviewers and the Associate Editor for their careful evaluation of the paper. Their comments and suggestions have vastly improved the paper in terms of the exposition of the model and the results.

APPENDIX A COMPARISON WITH RELATED MODELS In this section, we compare our model with two models from literature, the mismatched decoding setting of Lapidoth [19] and the linked mechanism setup of Jackson and Sonnenschein [18].

A. Comparison with Lapidoth’s mismatched distortion model

Lapidoth in [19] considers a mismatched rate-distortion formulation where the encoder and the decoder are chosen using distinct distortion criteria. The encoder observes the memoryless source X ∈ X generated according to some distribution P_X. Let ^X be a finite alphabet and consider a codebook of rate R defined as C = {x^1, . . . , x^{2nR} } ⊆ ^X^n. The encoder is concerned with a distortion function ^d : X × ^X → R and chooses a message from the codebook according to the encoding function ϕ_n : X^n → ^X^n where ϕ_n(x) = arg min_{y∈C} ^d_n(x, y) with ^d_n(x, y) = 1 n ∑ i ^d(x_i, y_i). Observe that the encoding function of the sender only depends on the codebook designed by the decoder. The decoder designs a decoding function ψ_n : C → X̄^n considering a distinct distortion function d : X ×X̄ → R. Here ψ_n is allowed to be a randomized function. Let the optimal encoders in response to the codebook designed by the receiver be given as B(ψ). For a given distortion level d > 0 and ϵ, δ > 0, a rate R is achievable if there exists a codebook at a rate R such that max ϕ_n∈B(ψ_n ) P(d_n(ψ_n ∘ ϕ_n(X), X) > d + δ) < ϵ. (19)

The maximum over the optimal encoders follow because ties are broken pessimistically. The function under study in this mismatched setting is the distortion-rate function D(R) which is the infimum of all d for which the pair (R, d) is achievable.

The following points summarize the differences and the similarities of this model and the setting studied in our paper.

• A crucial distinction is that the choice of the encoder chosen by the sender in the mismatched setting depends on the decoder only implicitly via the codebook. In contrast, the sender in our setting chooses its strategy as a direct response to the receiver’s strategy. Moreover, ψ_n and ϕ_n can be randomized strategies, unlike in our setting where g_n and s_n are deterministic.

• However, in some cases, the mismatched setting helps in constructing an achievable strategy for our setting. Let ^X = X̄ = X and consider a restriction of the decoding function to deterministic functions, where for a choice of codebook C, the decoder is ψ_n(x) = x for all x ∈ C. Further, let U (x, y) = − ^d(x, y) for all x, y ∈ X . In this case, our setting coincides with the mismatched setting, since the payoff of the sender matches the distortion function of the encoder and the restricted decoder is a valid strategy for the receiver. We use this observation to characterize the achievable rates in our setting and is discussed in Theorem C.2 in the Appendix C-B.

B. Comparison with Jackson and Sonnenschein’s linked mechanism model

In this section, we compare our setting with the linked mechanism model studied by Jackson and Sonnenschein in [18]. Although, the two models are similar thematically, due to a fundamental difference in the objective of the receiver (“principal” in [18]), the two settings have distinct conclusions.

The authors in [18] study a setting where a principal wishes to design a series of mechanisms that approximate a social choice function, where each mechanism links K independent problems together. The terminology presented in this study can be quite different from the communication theory literature. For this reason, we modify some of the notation and make the following adjustments to adapt the model to the setting of our paper. We restrict the setting of [18] to a setting with a single agent and deterministic strategies.

Let X^K be the information set of the agent and let Y^K be the outcome space. The agent observes the information generated independently according to P_X ∈ P(X ). The social choice function is defined as f : X → Y^1. A K-linked mechanism is the pair (M^K , g_K ), where M^K is the message space of the agent and g_K : M^K → Y^K is a decision function that maps the messages to the outcome space. The strategy of the agent is s_K : X^K → M^K . For a pair of (x, y), with x ∈ X^K and y ∈ Y^K , the utility of the agent is given as ∑ k U (y_k, x_k), where U : X × Y → R. 1The social choice function occurs frequently in the game theory literature in auction theory and in social choice theory (Ch.12 and Ch.21 in [28]). For instance, an allocation function in auction theory is such a function that maps the true valuations (preferences) of each agent to the allocation (outcome) of a certain object, say for instance to the agent with the highest valuation.

The authors show that if the social choice function f is ex-ante Pareto efficient, i.e., it satisfies ∑ x P_X(x)U (f^′(x), x) ≤ ∑ x P_X(x)U (f(x), x) ∀x ∈ X , ∀ f^′, (20) then there exists a sequence of linked mechanisms (M^K , g_K ), K ≥ 1 and a corresponding sequence of best responses {s_K }_{K≥1} that approximate f as lim_{K→∞} max_{k≤K} P ( (g_K ∘ s_K (X))_k ≠ f(X_k) ) = 0. (21) In the case of an outcome space Y = X , the setting studied by Jackson and Sonnenschein has certain parallels to the setting of our paper which we discuss in the following points.

• In our setting, the utility function of the sender is similar to the utility function of the agent and the social choice function in our setting is the identity function. The K-linked mechanism is akin to the n-block structure of our setting.

• However, the notion of approximation is different in our setting. In (21), a social choice function is approximated if the maximum of the error asymptotically vanishes to zero. In contrast, we consider a distortion function and require that for all δ > 0, max s_n∈B(g_n) P(d_n(g_n ∘ s_n(X), X) > δ) → 0. Importantly, we study the worst-case error whereas (21) only requires an existence of a corresponding sequence of best responses. This leads to a qualitative difference in our results. In particular, in our setting, if U (i, j) > 0 for some i, j, perfect recovery is impossible (cf. Theorem II.1).

• The condition that enables the approximation is the notion of ex-ante Pareto efficiency. In our setting, we have an analogous condition Γ(U ) < 0 which, as discussed in Lemma E.5 discussed in Section E-B in the Appendix, is equivalently given as ∑ x,y P_{X,Y} (x, y)U (x, y) ≤ 0 ∀ P_{X,Y} with P_X = P_Y , and ∑ x,y P_{X,Y} (x, y)U (x, y) = 0 if and only if P_{X,Y} (i, i) = P_X (i) for all i ∈ X .

• The proof ideas of [18] has similar ideas as the proof of our results. They consider a type class with type closest to P_X and restrict the messages of the sender to this type class. This restriction along with (20) ensures that the function f is approximated according to (21). In our setting too, the sender has to choose a sequence from a type class, wherein the condition Γ(U ) < 0 ensures that it reports correctly for sequences in and around a neighbourhood of the type class.

• Finally, we present an information-theoretic analysis of the setting of information extraction from a strategic sender. We are concerned with determining strategies for the receiver with vanishing error and the corresponding achievable rates. Jackson and Sonnenschein do not present any such analysis in their linked mechanism setting.

APPENDIX B PROOFS OF THEOREM II.1 AND CONVEXITY OF RATE REGION A. Proof of Theorem II.1

Before proceeding with the proof, we first define a notion of a sender graph. We then discuss two results that highlight the structure of the graph.

The utility determines the extent of the misreporting nature of the sender and this can be succinctly characterized by a graph on the space of sequences X^n. We term this as the sender graph and it is induced by the utility of the sender.

Definition B.1 (Sender graph). The sender graph, denoted as G^n_s = (X^n, E_s), is the graph where (x, y) ∈ E_s if

either U_n(y, x) ≥ 0 or U_n(x, y) ≥ 0.

For n = 1, the graph G^1_s is denoted as G_s.

Thus, two vertices x and y are adjacent in G_s if the sender has an incentive to report one sequence as the other.

For any pair of strategies (g_n, s_n) and d = 0, recall that D(g_n, s_n) is the set of correctly recovered sequences and is given as D(g_n, s_n) = {x ∈ X^n : g_n ∘ s_n(x) = x} (cf (2)). The following lemma states that for the worst case s_n, the set D(g_n, s_n) is an independent set in G^n_s . The lemma is proved as a part of Theorem 3.1 in [22].

Lemma B.1. Let G^n_s be the graph induced by the utility U and let g_n be any strategy. Then, for all s_n ∈ S (g_n), the set D(g_n, s_n) is an independent set in the graph G^n_s .

We define few sets which will be used in the subsequent analysis. For ϵ > 0, recall the typical set T^n_{p,ϵ} defined as T^n_{p,ϵ} = { x ∈ X^n : p(i) − ϵ < P_x(i) < p(i) + ϵ ∀ i ∈ X } , where P_x is the type of the sequence x ∈ X^n. For a distribution P ∈ P_n(X ), recall the type class U^n_P ⊆ X^n defined as U^n_P = { x ∈ X^n : P_x = P } . For any pair of sets U^n_1 , U^n_2 and for any x ∈ U^n_1 , the

number of sequences in U^n_2 that are adjacent to x is given by | | | {y ∈ U^n_2 : x ∼ y in G^n_s } | | |. For any two type classes we have the following lemma that demonstrates the bi-regular nature

of subgraph of G^n_s induced by the sets.

Lemma B.2. Let P_1, P_2 ∈ P_n(X ) be two types and let U^n_{P1} and U^n_{P2} be the respective type

classes. Then, | | | { y ∈ U^n_{P2} : x ∼ y in G^n_s } | | = | | | { y ∈ U^n_{P2} : x^′ ∼ y in G^n_s } | | ∀ x, x^′ ∈ U^n_{P1} . Further, for any x_0 ∈ U^n_{P1} , y_0 ∈ U^n_{P2} , | | { y ∈ U^n_{P2} : x_0 ∼ y in G^n_s } | | |U^n_{P1} | = | | { x ∈ U^n_{P1} : y_0 ∼ x in G^n_s } | | |U^n_{P2} |. Proof. Since U^n_{P1} and U^n_{P2} are type classes, all sequences in U^n_{P1} will have the same number of

adjacent sequences in U^n_{P2} . This holds similarly for U^n_{P2} and the first assertion is thus evident.

Now, the total number of edges with one end in U^n_{P1} and other end in U^n_{P2} is given by | | | { y ∈ U^n_{P2} : x_0 ∼ y in G^n_s } | | |U^n_{P1} |. Moreover, this number must be equal to the number of

edges with one end in U^n_{P2} and other end in U^n_{P1} which is | | { x ∈ U^n_{P1} : y_0 ∼ x in G^n_s } | | |U^n_{P2} |. This completes the proof.

Define

Δ(U^n_{P1} , U^n_{P2} ) = | | | { y ∈ U^n_{P2} : x ∼ y in G^n_s } | | ∀ x ∈ U^n_{P1} . Proof of Theorem II.1. We now proceed with the proof of Theorem II.1. Let g_n be an arbitrary

strategy of the receiver. We use Lemma B.1 and Lemma B.2 to show that only a fraction of

the sequences in the high probability set can be recovered correctly by the receiver under any

strategy. This gives a lower bound on max_{sn∈B(gn)} P(g_n ∘ s_n(X) ≠ X) which, asymptotically, is

strictly greater than zero. Thus, for any sequence of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1}, the worst-case probability

of error does not vanish.

Without loss of generality, let U be such that U (1, 0) ≥ 0. As we shall see, the choice of

symbols 0, 1 does not matter for the proof. Let G^n_s be the graph induced by the utility U . Let

ϵ < min_{i∈X} P_X(i) and consider the typical set T^n_{PX,ϵ}. Let P_n(T^n_{PX,ϵ}) ⊆ P_n(X ) be the set of types

induced by the sequences in T^n_{PX,ϵ}, i.e.,

P_n(T^n_{PX,ϵ}) = { P ∈ P_n(X ) : P_X(i) − ϵ < P (i) < P_X(i) + ϵ } .

Let P_1, . . . , P_T , with P_i ⊆ P_n(T^n_{PX,ϵ}) be classes of types with the property that for all i ∈ {1, . . . , T } and any two pair of types P_1, P_2 ∈ P_i, we have P_1(j) = P_2(j) for all j ∈ X \ {0, 1}. Thus the types within a set P_i differ only in the symbols {0, 1}. We show in the following claim that only a fraction of sequences from the type classes with types from the set P_i, i ∈ {1, . . . , T } are recovered correctly. For the purpose of the proof, we consider P_1 and ^s_n ∈ S (g_n). Claim B.3. Let P_1 be the above defined set of types. Then, there exists a β < 1 such that | | | | ⋃ P_i∈P_1 U^n_{Pi} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n) | | | | < β | | | | ⋃ P_i∈P_1 U^n_{Pi} | | | | . Proof. Let P_1, P_2 ∈ P_1 be two types such that P_1(1) < P_2(1). Let U^n_{P1} and U^n_{P2} be the respective type classes. First, we show that Δ(U^n_{P1} , U^n_{P2} ), Δ(U^n_{P2} , U^n_{P1} ) in Lemma B.2 are positive. Due to the structure of P_1, for every sequence x̄ ∈ U^n_{P1} , there exists a corresponding sequence ^x ∈ U^n_{P2} such that U_n(^x, x̄) = (P_2(1) − P_1(1))U (1, 0) ≥ 0. Thus, there exists edges between U^n_{P1} and U^n_{P2} in the graph G^n_s and hence Δ(U^n_{P1} , U^n_{P2} ), Δ(U^n_{P2} , U^n_{P1} ) in Lemma B.2 are positive.

We now prove the claim. Since ^s_n ∈ S (g_n), from Lemma B.1, we have that D(g_n, ^s_n) is an independent set in the graph G^n_s . We show that only one type class in P_1 can have more than half of its sequences in the set D(g_n, ^s_n).

For P_i ∈ P_1, let β_i = |U^n_{Pi} ∩D(g_n, ^s_n)|/|U^n_{Pi} |. Let i^∗ = arg max_i β_i and suppose that β_i∗ > 1/2. For i ≠ i^∗ define V (U^n_{Pi} , U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n)) = { y ∈ U^n_{Pi} : ∃ x ∈ U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n) s.t. x ∼ y in G^n_s } . The above set consists of all the sequences in U^n_{Pi} that are adjacent to some sequence in U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n). Also, the sequences in U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n) only have edges with V (U^n_{Pi} , U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n)) in the set U^n_{Pi} . Now the number of edges with one end in U^n_{Pi∗} ∩D(g_n, ^s_n) and other in V (U^n_{Pi} , U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n)) is Δ(U^n_{Pi∗} , U^n_{Pi} ) |U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n)|. The number of edges with one end in V (U^n_{Pi} , U^n_{Pi∗} ∩D(g_n, ^s_n)) and other in U^n_{Pi∗} is given by Δ(U^n_{Pi} , U^n_{Pi∗} ) |V (U^n_{Pi} , U^n_{Pi∗} ∩D(g_n, ^s_n))|. The latter may include edges with sequences in U^n_{Pi∗} outside U^n_{Pi∗} ∩D(g_n, ^s_n) as well and hence^2 Δ(U^n_{Pi} , U^n_{Pi∗} ) | |V (U^n_{Pi} , U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n)) | | ≥ Δ(U^n_{Pi∗} , U^n_{Pi} ) | |U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n) | | = Δ(U^n_{Pi∗} , U^n_{Pi} )β_i∗ |U^n_{Pi∗} |. 2The arguments in this section borrows ideas from Section IV in [29]

Using Lemma B.2, we get that |V (U^n_{Pi} , U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n))| ≥ β_i∗ |U^n_{Pi} | and hence at least β_i∗ fraction of sequences from U^n_{Pi} have edges with sequences in U^n_{Pi∗} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n). Since D(g_n, ^s_n) is an independent set, we have that |U^n_{Pi} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n)| ≤ (1 − β_i∗ )|U^n_{Pi} |. This gives that β_i ≤ (1 − β_i∗ ) < 1/2 and hence | |⋃_{Pi∈P1} U^n_{Pi} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n) | | < β | |⋃_{Pi∈P1} U^n_{Pi} | |, where β subsumes the fractions β_i. Since β_i ≤ 1/2 for all i ≠ i^∗,we have that β < 1.

If β_i∗ ≤ 1/2, the claim is trivially true.

Recall that we had fixed an arbitrary set P_1. Similar expressions hold for all sets of types P_i ∈ P_n(T^n_{PX,ϵ}). This implies that | |T n_{PX,ϵ} ∩ D(g_n, ^s_n) | | < α | |T n_{PX,ϵ} | | with α < 1. Thus, for arbitrary ^s_n ∈ S (g_n) we get that P(D(g_n, ^s_n)) ≤ αP(T^n_{PX ,ϵ}) + P(X^n \ T^n_{PX,ϵ}) and hence lim_{n→∞} min_{sn∈B(gn)} P(D(g_n, s_n)) ≤ α < 1. Finally, this gives

lim_{n→∞} max s_n∈B(g_n) P(g_n ∘ s_n(X) ≠ X) = 1 − lim_{n→∞} min_{sn∈B(gn)} P(D(g_n, s_n)) ≥ 1 − α > 0. Thus, asymptotically, the worst-case probability of error stays strictly bounded away from zero for all sequences of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1}. This completes the proof of Theorem II.1.

B. Proof of Theorem II.2

First, we prove the following lemma that shows that for any d ∈ [0, 1], the receiver can restrict its strategies to a particular class of functions.

Lemma B.4. Let d ∈ [0, 1] and n ∈ N. The strategies of the receiver can be restricted as

g_n(x) = x if x ∈ I^n x_0 else

, (22)

where I^n ⊆ X^n and x_0 ∈ I^n.

Proof. Let ḡ_n be any strategy and for any strategy s̄_n ∈ B(ḡ_n) and let Im(ḡ_n ∘ s̄_n) be the image of the composite function ḡ_n ∘ s̄_n. Writing explicitly, the image is given as Im(ḡ_n ∘ s̄_n) = {x ∈ Im(ḡ_n) : ḡ_n ∘ s̄_n(x^′) = x, x^′ ∈ X^n}.

Thus, the image consists of the sequences or outcomes that are achieved by the strategy ḡ_n. Revelation principle [30] states that the same outcomes can be achieved by a “direct” strategy defined as

g_n(x) = x if x ∈ Im(ḡ_n) x_0 else , where x_0 ∈ Im(ḡ_n). To see this, observe that for any ^x ∈ X^n and ^y ∈ Im(ḡ_n), if ḡ_n ∘s̄_n(^x) = ^y, then in response to the strategy g_n, the sender can achieve the same outcome for ^x by choosing a strategy s_n such that s_n(^x) = ^y. This implies that there exists a strategy s_n ∈ B(g_n) such that g_n ∘ s_n(x) = ḡ_n ∘ s̄_n(x) for all x ∈ X^n. This holds for all strategies s̄_n ∈ B(ḡ_n) which gives that max_{sn∈B(gn)} E_d(g_n, s_n) = max_{s̄n∈B(ḡn)} E_d(ḡ_n, s̄_n) and the worst-case probability of error is the same with the restriction on g_n.

This lemma shows that for constructing a sequence of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1} achieving (6), it is sufficient for the receiver to choose a sequence of sets {I^n}_{n≥1} such that max_{sn∈B(gn)} E_{d+δ}(g_n, s_n) is arbitrarily small for every δ > 0.

Recall that B(g_n), given in Definition II.1, is the set of utility maximizing strategies of the sender in response to the strategy g_n of the receiver. The definition of the set of worst-case best response strategies of the sender is defined in (7) as S_d(g_n) = arg max_{sn∈B(gn)} E_d(g_n, s_n).

1) Proof of convexity of rate region: Let ϵ, δ > 0. Consider two achievable rates ^R, ~R ∈ R_d. Thus, we have sequences ^ϵ_n, ~ϵ_n → 0, ^δ_n, ~δ_n → 0 and two sequences of strategies {^g_n}_{n≥1} and {~g_n}_{n≥1} such that for all n max ^s_n∈B(^g_n) E_{d+^δn} (^g_n, ^s_n) ≤ ^ϵ_n, max_{~sn∈B(~gn)} E_{d+~δn} (~g_n, ~s_n) ≤ ~ϵ_n. From Lemma B.4, without loss of generality, assume that ^g_n and ~g_n are of the form given in (22). Further, let ^s^∗_n ∈ S_{d+^δn} (^g_n), ~s^∗_n ∈ S_{d+~δn} (~g_n) be such that lim_{n→∞} R_{d+^δn} (^g_n, ^s^∗_n) = ^R, lim_{n→∞} R_{d+~δn} (~g_n, ~s^∗_n) = ~R. We use the time-sharing arguments from information theory to show that any convex combination of the rates ^R and ~R is also achievable. For α ∈ [0, 1], let n_α := ⌊αn⌋. Let n be large enough such that ^ϵ_{nα} + ~ϵ_{n−nα} < ϵ and ^δ_{nα} + ~δ_{n−nα} < δ. Define Z^n = D_{d+^δnα} (^g_{nα} , ^s^∗_{nα} ) × D_{d+~δn−nα} (~g_{n−nα} , ~s^∗_{n−nα} ) A^n = A^{nα}_{d+^δnα} (^g_{nα} , ^s^∗_{nα} ) × A^{n−nα}_{d+~δn−nα} (~g_{n−nα} , ~s^∗_{n−nα} ) Let y = (^y, ~y) ∈ A^n with ^y ∈ A^{nα}_{d+^δnα} (^g_{nα} , ^s^∗_{nα} ) and ~y ∈ A^{n−nα}_{d+~δn−nα} (~g_{n−nα} , ~s^∗_{n−nα} ). Fix y_0 ∈ A^n and define a strategy g_n for the receiver as

g_n(y) = (^y, ~y) if y = (^y, ~y) ∈ A^n y_0 if y /∈ A^n .

From the structure of the receiver’s strategy and due to the additive nature of the utility, it is clear that the sender also responds with a strategy that maps the n_α and n − n_α components of x separately. Specifically, for x = (^x, ~x) ∈ X^n, we have U_n(g_n ∘ s_n(x), x) = αU_{nα} (^y, ^x) + (1 − α)U_{n−nα} (~y, ~x) ≤ αU_{nα} (^g_{nα} ∘ ^s^∗_{nα} (^x), ^x) + (1 − α)U_{n−nα} (~g_{n−nα} ∘ ~s^∗_{n−nα} (~x), ~x). This holds for all x ∈ X^n and hence the strategy s^∗_n(x) = (^s^∗_{nα} (^x), ~s^∗_{n−nα} (~x)) is a best response strategy of the sender for the strategy g_n. It follows that for all x = (^x, ~x) ∈ Z^n, d_n(g_n ∘ s^∗_n(x), x) ≤ α(d + ^δ_{nα} ) + (1 − α)(d + ~δ_{n−nα} ) ≤ d + δ.

Furthermore, s^∗_n ∈ S_{d+δ} (g_n) which gives that D_{d+δ}(g_n, s^∗_n) ⊇ Z^n and hence, the probability of error is bounded as E_{d+δ}(g_n, s^∗_n) ≤ E_{d+^δnα} (^g_{nα} , ^s^∗_{nα} ) + E_{d+~δn−nα} (~g_{n−nα} , ~s^∗_{n−nα} ) < ϵ. Thus, {g_n}_{n≥1} is a sequence of strategies achieving vanishing probability of error with {s^∗_n}_{n≥1} as the corresponding sequence of best responses of the sender.

We now compute the rate of this sequence. Since s^∗_n ≡ (^s^∗_{nα} , ~s^∗_{n−nα} ), from (8) we have A^n_{d+δ}(g_n, s^∗_n) = { x ∈ Im(g_n) : g_n ∘ s^∗_n(x^′) = x for some x^′ ∈ D_{d+δ}(g_n, s^∗_n) }

= A^{nα}_{d+^δnα} (^g_{nα} , ^s^∗_{nα} ) × A^{n−nα}_{d+~δn−nα} (~g_{n−nα} , ~s^∗_{n−nα} ). This gives R_{d+δ} (g_n, s^∗_n) = αR_{d+^δnα} (^g_{nα} , ^s^∗_{nα} ) + (1 − α)R_{d+~δn−nα} (~g_{n−nα} , ~s^∗_{n−nα} ). Taking the limit, we get lim_{n→∞} R_{d+δ} (g_n, s^∗_n) = α ^R + (1 − α) ~R. This holds for all α ∈ [0, 1] and arbitrarily small ϵ, δ > 0. Thus, the achievable rate region is convex.

2) Proof of convexity of R^{inf}_d and concavity of R^{sup}_d : Consider d_1, d_2 ∈ R^∗ and let α ∈ [0, 1]. Let R^{inf}_{d1} and R^{inf}_{d2} be the respective infimum of the achievable rates for the distortion levels d_1 and d_2 respectively. Thus, given ϵ_1, ϵ_2 > 0, there exists a sequence of strategies achieving the rate R^{inf}_{d1} + ϵ_1 and R^{inf}_{d2} + ϵ_2. Using a construction similar to the proof of Theorem II.2, we can show that the rate R = α(R^{inf}_{d1} + ϵ_1) + (1 − α)(R^{inf}_{d2} + ϵ_2) is achievable for the distortion level d = αd_1 + (1 − α)d_2. Since this holds for arbitrarily small ϵ_1, ϵ_2, it follows that R^{inf}_d ≤ αR^{inf}_{d1} + (1 − α)R^{inf}_{d2} . The proof of concavity of R^{sup}_d follows similarly by taking a sequence of strategies achieving the rate R^{sup}_{d1} − ϵ_1 and R^{sup}_{d2} − ϵ_2.

APPENDIX C PROOF OF LOSSLESS RECOVERY : BINARY ALPHABET For the case of binary alphabet, for any type ^P ∈ P_n(X ), we denote ^P (0) as ^p. Similarly, for any sequence x, we denote P_x(0) as p_x. For ϵ > 0, recall the typical set T^n_{p,ϵ} and for a distribution P ∈ P_n(X ), recall the type class U^n_P .

We prove the result in two parts. First, we prove the necessity of the condition (11), that is U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) < 0, for the rate region to be non-empty. This is done in Appendix C-A. Then, we determine the rate region when (11) holds in Appendix C-B.

A. Proof of necessity of (11) and Theorem III.1 a)

We prove the claim by showing that if U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) ≥ 0, then for any sequence of strategies of the receiver, only a fraction of sequences from X^n can be recovered correctly.

Let δ > 0 and without loss of generality, let U (1, 0) = a and U (0, 1) = −b and a ≥ b ≥ 0. Using Lemma B.4, let I^n ⊆ X^n and x_0 ∈ I^n define a strategy g_n of the receiver as

g_n(x) = x if x ∈ I^n x_0 if x /∈ I^n . Let s_n ∈ S_δ(g_n) and consider the set of sequences recovered within distortion δ, i.e., D_δ(g_n, s_n). We show that only a 2δ-ball of sequences from any type class can be in D_δ(g_n, s_n). We use this fact to show that the probability of error for any sequence of strategies of the receiver will tend to one as n grows large.

Fix a sequence ^x ∈ D_δ(g_n, s_n) and let p_{^x} = P_{^x}(0). From the structure of g_n, we can assume that that s_n(x̄) ∈ I^n for all x̄ ∈ X^n. Let the best response sequence of ^x be ^y ∈ I^n, i.e., s_n(^x) = ^y. It follows that d_n(^y, ^x) ≤ δ and U_n(^y, ^x) = max_{y∈I}n U_n(y, ^x). Furthermore, since s_n is among the worst-case strategies for the receiver, we also have that if d_n(y, ^x) > δ for some y ∈ I^n, then U_n(y, ^x) < U_n(^y, ^x). (23) Claim C.1. Let x ∈ D_δ(g_n, s_n) be a sequence having the same type as ^x. Then d_n(^x, x) ≤ 2δ.

Proof. We prove the claim by contradiction. Let U^n_{p^x} be the type class corresponding to the type p_{^x}. Suppose there exists a sequence x^′ ∈ D_δ(g_n, s_n) ∩ U^n_{p^x} such that d_n(x^′, ^x) > 2δ. Let y^′ ∈ I^n be the best response sequence of x^′ such that s_n(x^′) = y^′, d_n(y^′, x^′) ≤ δ and

U_n(y^′, x^′) = max_{y∈I}n U_n(y, x^′). We write P_y′ (0) as p_y′ and P_{^y}(0) as p_{^y}. Observe that since d_n(x^′, ^x) > 2δ and d_n(y^′, x^′) ≤ δ, we have d_n(y^′, ^x) > δ. We can write P_{^y,^x}(0, 1) = p_{^y} − p_{^x} + P_{^y,^x}(1, 0) P_{^y,^x}(1, 0) = d_n(^y, ^x) + p_{^x} − p_{^y} 2 . Using the above in U_n(^y, ^x) and rearranging terms, we get U_n(^y, ^x) = −(p_{^y} − p_{^x})b + d_n(^y, ^x) + p_{^x} − p_{^y} 2 (a − b). (24)

Since d_n(y^′, ^x) > δ, from (23) we get U_n(^y, ^x) > U_n(y^′, ^x). Using (24) and the fact that p_{^x} = p_x′ , we have (p_{^y} − p_y′ )a + d_n(y^′, ^x) − d_n(^y, ^x) 2 (a − b) < 0. Since d_n(y^′, ^x) > d_n(^y, ^x), it must be that p_{^y} < p_y′ .

However, for the sequence x^′ too, (23) holds. Thereby, repeating the above arguments with x^′ in consideration, we get that p_{^y} > p_y′ . Since both cannot be simultaneously true, it must be that d_n(^x, x^′) ≤ 2δ. In other words, if multiple sequences from U^n_{p^x} are recovered correctly, then they must be within 2δ distance. Since ^x was arbitrary, this holds for all types ^p ∈ P_n(X ).

Suppose x^1, . . . , x^L ∈ D_δ(g_n, s_n) are sequences having distinct types that are recovered within distortion δ. Then, D_δ(g_n, s_n) ⊆ ⋃ i∈[L] B2δ(x i) ∩ U^n_{Pxi} . Clearly, for small enough δ, we have that min_{sn∈B(gn)} P(D_δ (g_n, s_n)) → 0 as n → ∞. This holds for any sequence of strategies of the receiver and hence the achievable rate region is empty. This completes the proof.

B. Proof of sufficiency of (11) and characterization of R

Before proving the sufficiency, we prove the following result. Lapidoth in [19] studied a setting where the encoding and decoding fidelity criteria of the sender and receiver were mismatched. We state the following theorem which is a version of Theorem 1 from [19]. We use this theorem to determine achievable rates for our setting.

Theorem C.2. Let R be fixed and let D̄(R) be defined as D̄(R) = min_{P0} max_{P̄ ∈F} E_{P̄} [d( ^X, X)], where F is given as

F = arg max ~P_{^X,X} ∈W(P_X,P_0,R) E_{~P ^X,X} [U ( ^X, X)], W(P_X, P_0, R) = { ~P_{^X,X} ∈ P(X × X ) : ~P_X = P_X, ~P_{^X} = P_0, I(X; ^X) ≤ R } . Then, there exists a sequence of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1}, an s_n ∈ S_{d0+δn} (g_n) ∀n, and δ_n → 0 such that lim_{n→∞} E_{d0+δn} (g_n, s_n) and lim_{n→∞} R_{d0+δn} (g_n, s_n) = R_0, where R_0 ≤ R and d_0 = D̄(R).

Proof. The proof follows on the lines of the proof of Theorem 1 in [19]. First observe the following. From Lemma B.4, it suffices to define the strategies of the receiver g_n by choosing a set C^n ⊆ X^n and x_0 ∈ C^n and defining

g_n(x) = x if x ∈ C^n x_0 else

. (25)

Due to the structure of g_n, we can restrict the strategies of the sender to the set {s_n : X^n → C^n}. Thus, the receiver can be restricted to the set {g_n : C^n → C^n| g_n(x) = x ∀ x ∈ C^n}. Thus, the problem then boils down to choosing a codebook C^n = {1, . . . , 2^{nR}} ⊆ X^n of rate R, or in other words, choosing an image of g_n, that achieves arbitrarily small probability of error.

We use the proof construct of Theorem 1 from [19] as follows. Fix a distribution P_0 and a sequence δ_n → 0. Generate the sequences in the set C^n according to ^P defined as ^P (x) = 1 γ(n,δ_n) ∏_n i=1 P_0(x_i) if x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ T^n_{P0,δn} 0 else , where γ(n, δ_n) is the normalizing constant and tends to one with n.

Then, following the arguments of proof of Theorem 1 from [19], we get that with d_0 = max¯_{P ∈F} E¯_P d_n( ^X, X), there exists a sequence of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1} defined as (25) such that lim_{n→∞} max_{sn∈B(gn)} E_{d0+δn} (g_n, s_n) = 0. Note that the sender may not use all the sequences in the set C^n to map its information and there could be unused sequences. Thus, using the (8) and (9), we get R_{d0+δn} (g_n, s_n) ≤^1_n log |C^n| ∀ s_n ∈ B(g_n). This gives lim_{n→∞} R_{d0+δn} (g_n, s_n) ≤ R for all sequences {s_n}_{n≥1}, s_n ∈ S_{d0 +δn} (g_n). The distortion max¯_{P ∈F} E¯_P U ( ^X, X) is for a fixed distribution P_0. Taking the minimum over all such distributions, we get that there exists a sequence of strategies achieving vanishing error with a rate at most R_0 ≤ R for distortion d_0 = D̄(R) = min_{P0} max¯_{P ∈F} E¯_P [d( ^X, X)]. Proof of Theorem III.1 b).

First consider the following lemma that gives an alternate representation of the utility that is useful for the proofs.

Lemma C.3. Let x, ^x ∈ X^n be sequences such that p_x ≤ p_{^x}. Then, U_n(x, ^x) = 1 n ( U (1, 0)^k + (U (1, 0) + U (0, 1))k ) , (26)

where ^k = n(p_{^x} − p_x) and k ∈ [0, np_x]. When p_{^x} ≤ p_x, we have U_n(x, ^x) = 1 n ( U (0, 1) ^m + (U (1, 0) + U (0, 1))m ) , (27)

where ^m = n(p_x − p_{^x}) and m ∈ [0, np_{^x}].

Proof. Consider the case where p_x ≤ p_{^x}. Let P_{x,^x}(0, 1) = k/n where k ≥ 0. Using p_x = P_{x,^x}(0, 0) + P_{x,^x}(0, 1) and p_{^x} = P_{x,^x}(0, 0) + P_{x,^x}(1, 0), we get P_{x,^x}(1, 0) = p_{^x} − p_x + P_{x,^x}(0, 1) = (p_{^x} − p_x) + k/n. We can thus write U_n(x, ^x) = P_{x,^x}(1, 0)U (1, 0) + P_{x,^x}(0, 1)U (0, 1) = 1 n ((^k + k)U (1, 0) + kU (0, 1)),

where ^k = n(p_{^x} − p_x) and k ∈ [0, np_x]. The maximum value of k occurs when P_{x,^x}(0, 0) = 0 and P_{x,^x}(1, 0) = p_{^x}, which gives k = np_x. This can be rearranged to the form in (26).

For the case when p_{^x} ≤ p_x, we take P_{x,^x}(1, 0) = m/n where m ≥ 0. Using P_{x,^x}(0, 1) = (p_x − p_{^x}) + P_{x,^x}(1, 0) = (p_x − p_{^x}) + m/n, we can write the utility as U_n(x, ^x) =^1_n (mU (1, 0) + ( ^m + m)U (0, 1)), where ^m = n(p_x − p_{^x}) and m ∈ [0, np_{^x}]. This can be rearranged to the form in (27).

1) Proof of R^{inf} = H(p):

We use Theorem C.2 to prove the claim. We show that for the rate R = H(p), D̄(R) = 0. This implies that there exists a sequence of strategies that achieves the rate R_0 ≤ H(p) for d_0 = D̄(H(p)). As discussed after Definition II.3, our notion of the minimum rate coincides with the information-theoretic notion of minimum rate and hence any achievable rate cannot be lower than H(p). It follows that R^{inf} = H(p).

Let U be such that U (1, 0) + U (0, 1) < 0. Taking P_0 = P_X and for R = H(p), we have

W(P_X, P_X, H(p)) = { ~P_{^X,X} ∈ P(X × X ) : ~P_X = P_X, ~P_{^X} = P_X, I(X; ^X) ≤ H(p) }

= { ~P_{^X,X} ∈ P(X × X ) : ~P_X = P_X, ~P_{^X} = P_X } . Since the alphabet is binary, all the joint distributions ~P_{^X,X} ∈ W(P_X, P_X, H(p)) are such that ~P_{^X,X} (0, 1) = ~P_{^X,X} (1, 0). Further, U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) < 0 gives that E_{~P ^X,X} U ( ^X, X) = ~P_{^X,X} (0, 1)(U (0, 1) + U (1, 0)) ≤ 0 for all ~P_{^X,X} ∈ W(P_X, P_X, H(p)). In particular, max_{~P ^X,X ∈W(PX,PX,H(p))} E_{~P ^X,X} U ( ^X, X) = 0 and this is achieved only by the diagonal matrix ~P ∗_{^X,X} where ~P ∗_{^X,X} (i, i) = P_X(i) for all i ∈ X . This gives that F = { ~P ∗_{^X,X} } and hence D̄(H(p)) = min_{P ∈F} E_P d( ^X, X) = 0. Using Theorem C.2 completes the proof.

2) Proof of R^{sup} ≤ H ( min {_b a p,^1_2 }) : We prove the claim by giving an upper bound on the number of utilized sequences for any sequence of strategies achieving vanishing error.

Let I^n ⊆ X^n and x_0 ∈ I^n define a sequence of strategies achieving vanishing error as

g_n(x) = x if x ∈ I^n x_0 else

. (28)

Fix ϵ, δ > 0 and let n be large enough such that P(T^n_{p,δ} ) > 1 − ϵ and min s_n∈B(g_n) P(D_δ (g_n, s_n)) = 1 − max_{sn∈B(gn)} E_δ(g_n, s_n) > 1 − ϵ.

It follows that D_δ(g_n, s_n) ∩ T^n_{p,δ} ≠ ∅ for all s_n ∈ S_δ(g_n) where S_δ(g_n) is the set of worst-case best responses defined in (7). Fix ^s_n ∈ S_δ(g_n) and let ^x ∈ D_δ(g_n, ^s_n) ∩ T^n_{p,δ}. As earlier, we assume that ^s_n(^x) ∈ I^n. Since ^x ∈ D_δ(g_n, ^s_n), there must be a best response sequence in y^∗ ∈ T^n_{p,2δ} ∩ I^n such that ^s_n(^x) = y^∗.

We prove the claim by bounding the size of the set of utilised sequences given by

A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n) = { x ∈ I^n : g_n ∘ ^s_n(x̄) = x for some x̄ ∈ D_δ(g_n, ^s_n) } . We now consider two cases based on the structure of the utility. In the first case, we directly bound the size of A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n). In the second case, we bound the size of I^n which gives a bound on the size of A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n). We prove these cases as the following claims. Claim C.4. Let g_n and ^s_n be as above. If U (1, 0) = a and U (0, 1) = −b and b > a ≥ 0, then there exists a p̄ ∈ [p, b(p + 2δ)/a) such that lim_{n→∞} 1 n log |A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n)| ≤ H(p̄).

Proof. Let ^p be a type where ^p ≥ b(p + 2δ)/a and we call such a type as a “faraway type”. Let U^n_{^p} be the type class corresponding to the type ^p. We show that A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n) ∩ U^n_{^p} = ∅. Thus, sequences having type in the set [b(p + 2δ)/a, 1] do not contribute to the rate.

Let ^z be any sequence having the type ^p. We show that ^s_n(z) ≠ ^z for all z ∈ B_δ(^z) and thereby the sequence ^z does not contribute to the rate. Let z̄ ∈ B_δ(^z) be such that p_{z̄} = p_{^z} + δ_1, δ_1 ∈ [0, δ]. We compute the maximum utility U_n(z, z̄) obtained over all sequences z ∈ U^n_{^p} . Since p_{z̄} ≥ p_z = p_{^z}, using Lemma C.3 we can write U_n(z, z̄) = 1 n ( U (1, 0)^k + (U (1, 0) + U (0, 1))k ) = 1 n (^ka + (a − b)k), (29) where ^k = n(p_{z̄} − p_{^z}) and k ∈ [0, np_{^z}]. Since a < b, the maximum utility occurs when k = 0 and hence max_{z∈U} n_{^p} U_n(z, z̄) = (p_{z̄} − p_{^z})a = δ_1a, where δ_1 ∈ [0, δ].

Now suppose z̄ ∈ B_δ(^z) is such that p_{z̄} = p_{^z} − δ_1, δ_1 ∈ [0, δ]. Then, for any z ∈ U^n_{^p} , since p_{z̄} ≤ p_z = p_{^z}, we can write U_n(z, z̄) = 1 n ( U (0, 1) ^m + (U (1, 0) + U (0, 1))m ) = 1 n (−b ^m − (b − a)m), (30) where ^m = n(p_z − p_{z̄}) and m ∈ [0, np_{z̄}]. Here, the maximum occurs at m = 0, which gives max_{z∈U} n_{^p} U_n(z, z̄) = −δ_1b. Together, for any z̄ ∈ B_δ(^z) we have for some δ_1 ∈ [0, δ], max_{z∈U n^p} U_n(z, z̄) = δ_1a if p_{z̄} = p_{^z} + δ_1 −δ_1b if p_{z̄} = p_{^z} − δ_1

. (31)

We now compute the minimum utility U_n(y, z̄) over all sequences y ∈ T^n_{p,2δ}. Let z̄ ∈ B_δ(^z) be such that p_{z̄} = p_{^z} + δ_1, δ_1 ∈ [0, δ]. Using the format in Lemma C.3 we get min y∈T^n_{p,2δ} U_n(y, z̄) = min_{y∈T np,2δ} ( (p_{z̄} − p_y)a − p_y(b − a) )

> (p_{^z} + δ_1)a − (p + 2δ)b (32) ≥ (p + 2δ)b + δ_1a − (p + 2δ)b = δ_1a.

Here (32) follows because p_{z̄} = p_{^z} + δ_1 and p_y < p + 2δ for all y ∈ T^n_{p,2δ}. The last inequality follows since p_{^z} ≥ p + 2δ. For z̄ ∈ B_δ(^z) such that p_{z̄} = p_{^z} − δ_1, δ_1 ∈ [0, δ], we have min y∈T^n_{p,2δ} U_n(y, z̄) > (p_{^z} − δ_1)a − (p + 2δ)b ≥ −δ_1a. Thus, for any z̄ ∈ B_δ(^z) we have for some δ_1 ∈ [0, δ] and δ^′, δ^{′′} > 0, min y∈T^n_{p,2δ} U_n(y, z̄) = δ_1a + δ^′ if p_{z̄} = p_{^z} + δ_1 −δ_1a + δ^{′′} if p_{z̄} = p_{^z} − δ_1

. (33)

From (31) and (33) we get that for any z̄ ∈ B_δ(^z), max_{z∈U} n_{^p} U_n(z, z̄) < min_{y∈T} n_{p,2δ} U_n(y, z̄).

Thus, when the sender observes z̄ ∈ B_δ(^z), the least utility obtained over sequences in T^n_{p,2δ} is greater than the highest utility obtained over sequences in U^n_{^p} . Since y^∗ ∈ I^n ∩ T^n_{p,2δ}, the best response sequence for any z̄ ∈ B_δ(^z) does not lie in the type class U^n_{^p} and hence ^s_n(z̄) ≠ ^z. Since ^z was arbitrary, this holds for all sequences in the type class U^n_{^p} . Moreover, since ^p was arbitrary, this holds for all faraway types. This gives that U^n_{^p} ∩A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n) = ∅ for all ^p ≥ b(p+2δ)/a and hence A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n) ⊆ ⋃ ^p<b(p+2δ)/a U n ^p . Thus, there exists a p̄ ∈ [p, b(p+2δ)/a) such that lim_{n→∞}^1_n log |A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n)| ≤ H(p̄).

We now consider the case where U (1, 0) = −b and U (0, 1) = a and give an upper bound on the limit of^1_n log |A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n)|.

Claim C.5. Let I^n and g_n be as in (28) and let ^s_n as above. If U (1, 0) = −b and U (0, 1) = a and b > a ≥ 0, then there exists a p̄ ∈ [p, b(p + 2δ)/a) such that lim_{n→∞} 1 n log |A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n)| ≤ lim_{n→∞} 1 n log |I^n| ≤ H(p̄). Moreover, for any set ^I^n and the corresponding strategy ^g_n, if lim_{n→∞} log |^I^n| n > H(b(p + 2δ)/a), then lim_{n→∞} max_{sn∈B(^gn)} E_δ(^g_n, s_n) = 1.

Proof. In this case, we prove the claim by bounding the size of the set I^n. We show that if I^n includes sequences having a faraway type, i.e., a type in the set [b(p + 2δ)/a, 1], then no sequence in T^n_{p,δ} can be recovered correctly.

Recall the sequence ^x ∈ D_δ(g_n, ^s_n) ∩ T^n_{p,δ}. Let the type of ^x be such that p_{^x} = p + δ^′ with δ^′ ∈ (−δ, δ). For ^p ∈ [b(p + 2δ)/a, 1] and let U^n_{^p} be the corresponding type class. We have that min_{z∈U n^p} U_n(z, ^x) = (^p − p_{^x})a − p_{^x}(b − a) > (p + 2δ)b − (p + δ^′)b = (2δ − δ^′)b. Further, using the structure from proof of Claim C.4, max y∈T^n_{p,2δ} U_n(y, ^x) = max_{y∈T np,2δ} (p_y − p_{^x})a < (p + 2δ − p − δ^′)a = (2δ − δ^′)a and hence max_{y∈T} n_{p,2δ} U_n(y, ^x) < min_{z∈U} n_{^p} U_n(z, ^x). This implies that for a sequence in T^n_{p,δ}, the sender prefers a sequence in the set U^n_{^p} over all sequences in T^n_{p,2δ}. If the image of g_n has a sequence from U^n_{^p} , then no sequence from T^n_{p,δ} will be recovered. Thus, I^n in (28) does not include a sequence with type ^p ∈ [b(p + 2δ)/a, 1]. Since A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n) ⊆ I^n, we have that there exists a p̄ ∈ [p, b(p + 2δ)/a] such that lim_{n→∞} 1 n log |A^n_δ (g_n, ^s_n)| ≤ lim_{n→∞} 1 n log |I^n| ≤ H(p̄). The above arguments also prove that if the image of any strategy has a “faraway type” sequence, then no sequence from T^n_{p,δ} is recovered within δ and the worst-case error tends to one.

From Claim C.4 and Claim C.5, we get that for all sequence of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1} achieving vanishing error and ^s_n ∈ S (g_n), there exists a p̄ ∈ [p, b(p + 2δ)/a) such that lim_{n→∞}^1_n log |A^n_δ (g_n, s_n)| ≤ H(p̄). Using Definition II.2 and the definition of the achievable rates from Definition II.3, we get that all achievable rates R are such that R ≤ H(min{b(p + 2δ)/a, 1/2}). Since δ is arbitrary, all achievable rates lie in the set [H(p), H(min{bp/a, 1/2})]. Moreover, for the case U (1, 0) = −b and U (0, 1) = a, the probability of error for rates above H(min{bp/a, 1/2}) tends to one. This completes the proof.

Proof of Theorem III.1 c). Since U (i, j) < 0 for all i ≠ j, it follows that for any distinct x, y ∈ X^n, U_n(x, y) < 0 and hence the sender is truthful about its information. Since it trivially holds that U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) < 0, we have that H(p) is achievable. Now for a strategy g_n defined as an identity function on X^n, we have s_n(x) = x for all x ∈ X^n and for all s_n ∈ B(g_n). Thus, D_d(g_n, s_n) = X^n for all s_n ∈ B(g_n) and unity rate is also achievable.

APPENDIX D PROOF OF LOSSY RECOVERY : BINARY ALPHABET We prove the theorem in two parts. The proof of necessity of of (13) is given in Appendix D-A and the proof of sufficiency of (13) and Theorem III.2 a) and b) is given in Appendix D-B.

A. Proof of necessity of (13)

The proof of necessity relies on the arguments in the proof of Theorem III.1 a). Let d ∈ (0, 1/2) and let δ > 0 be such that 2(d + δ) < 1. Let U (1, 0) = a and U (0, 1) = −b and a ≥ b ≥ 0.

Using Lemma B.4, let I^n ⊆ X^n and x_0 ∈ I^n define a strategy g_n of the receiver as

g_n(x) = x if x ∈ I^n x_0 if x /∈ I^n . Let s_n ∈ S_{d+δ}(g_n) be the worst-case best responses given by (7) and consider the set of sequences recovered within distortion d + δ, i.e., D_{d+δ}(g_n, s_n). If U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) ≥ 0, then following the proof of Theorem III.1 a), we can show that only sequences in a 2(d + δ)-ball from every type class can be recovered within distortion d + δ.

Suppose x^1, . . . , x^L ∈ D_δ(g_n, s_n) are sequences having distinct types that are recovered within distortion δ. Then, D_{d+δ}(g_n, s_n) ⊆ ⋃ i≤L B_{2(d+δ)}(x^i) ∩ U^n_{Pxi} . Clearly, as long as 2(d + δ) < 1, we have that lim_{n→∞} min_{sn∈B(gn)} P(D_{d+δ} (g_n, s_n)) < 1. This holds for any sequence of strategies of the receiver and hence the achievable rate region is empty.

B. Proof of sufficiency of (13) and Theorem III.2 a) and b) Proof of Theorem III.2 a). 1) R^{inf}_d = R(d).

We now use Theorem C.2 to prove the claim. We show that for R = R(d), D̄(R) = d. This implies that there exists a sequence of strategies that achieves the rate R_0 ≤ R(d) for d_0 = D̄(R(d)) and hence R^{inf}_d = R(d).

Let P^∗_{^X} be the output distribution that achieves the minimum in the rate-distortion function. Define p^∗ = P^∗_{^X} (0) = (p − d)/(1 − 2d) ([27], Ch. 10). Taking P_0 = P^∗_{^X} and R = R(d), we have

W(P_X, P^∗_{^X} , R(d)) = { ~P_{^X,X} ∈ P(X × X ) : ~P_X = P_X, ~P_{^X} = P^∗_{^X} , I( ^X; X) ≤ R(d) } . It follows from the definition of the rate-distortion function, that for all ~P_{^X,X} where ~P_X = P_X, if I( ^X; X) ≤ R(d), then E_{~P ^X,X} d( ^X, X) ≥ d. Moreover, the minimum expected distortion E_{~P ^X,X} d( ^X, X) = d is achieved for the distribution ~P_{^X,X} = ~P^∗_{^X,X} where I( ^X; X) = R(d) and ~P^∗_{^X,X} = p^∗(1 − d) p^∗d p − p^∗(1 − d) 1 − p − p^∗d .

To show D̄(R(d)) = d, it suffices to prove that ~P^∗_{^X,X} is unique. Claim D.1. arg max_{~P ∈W(PX,P} ∗_{^X ,R(d))} E_{~P} U ( ^X, X) = { ~P ∗_{^X,X} }

Proof. We know from the rate-distortion theory that P^∗_{^X} is unique. Thus, for all distributions P^′_{^X,X} ∈ W(P_X, P^∗_{^X} , R(d)), P^′_{^X,X} ≠ ~P^∗_{^X,X} , we have E_P ′_{^X ,X} d( ^X; X) > d and for any such P^′_{^X,X} ,

E_P ′_{^X ,X} d( ^X; X) = p^∗P^′_{X| ^X} (1|0) + (1 − p^∗)P^′_{X| ^X} (0|1) > d.

Thus, one of the inequality P^′_{X| ^X} (1|0) > d or P^′_{X| ^X} (0|1) > d surely holds. Without loss of generality, suppose P^′_{X| ^X} (1|0) = d_1 > d. Since P^′_{^X,X} ∈ W(P_X, P^∗_{^X} , R(d)), equating the row marginal to P^∗_{^X} and column marginal to P_X , we get that P^′_{^X,X} = p^∗(1 − d^1) p^∗d^1 p − p^∗(1 − d_1) 1 − p − p^∗d_1 . This gives

E_P ′ U ( ^X, X) = (p − p^∗)U (0, 1) + p^∗d_1(U (0, 1) + U (1, 0)) < (p − p^∗)U (0, 1) + p^∗d(U (0, 1) + U (1, 0)) = E_{~P ∗} U ( ^X, X).

The inequality follows since d_1 > d and U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) < 0. Moreover, this is true for any d_1 > d. Thus, any distribution P^′_{^X,X} ∈ W(P_X, P^∗_{^X} , R(d)), P^′_{^X,X} ≠ ~P^∗_{^X,X} does not give a better expected utility to the sender.

The above claim shows that D̄(R(d)) = E_{~P} ∗_{^X,X} d( ^X, X) = d. Using Theorem C.2 the proof is now complete.

2) R^{sup}_d ≥ H(p + d) when p + d ≤ 1/2 and R^{sup}_d = 1 when p + d ≥ 1/2 To prove the claim, we first show that D̄(H(p + d)) = d. Thus, using Theorem C.2, we get that there exists a sequence of strategies achieving the rate R_0 ≤ H(p+d) for d_0 = D̄(H(p+d)). Then, we construct a sequence of strategies achieving the rate H(p+d), which implies that rates between R(d) and H(p + d) are achievable and R^{sup}_d ≥ H(p + d) when p + d ≤ 1/2.

Let P_0 be a distribution where P_0(0) = p + d. Taking R = H(p + d), we get

W(P_X, P_0, H(p + d)) = { ~P_{^X,X} ∈ P(X × X ) : ~P_X = P_X, ~P_{^X} = P_0 } . With U (0, 1) + U (1, 0) < 0, we get max_{~P ∈W(PX,P0,H(p+d))} E_{~P} U ( ^X, X) = (P_0(0) − p)U (0, 1) which is achieved by the unique distribution ~P^∗_{^X,X} where ~P^∗_{^X,X} = p P^0(0) − p 0 P_0(1) .

Thus, D̄(H(p + d)) = E_{~P} ∗_{^X,X} d( ^X, X) = P_0(0) − p = d and hence using Theorem C.2, we get that there exists a sequence of strategies achieving the rate R_0 ≤ H(p+d) for d_0 = D̄(H(p+d)).

The following claim completes the proof. Claim D.2. The rate H(p + d) is achievable.

Proof. Suppose U (1, 0) > 0. We construct a sequence of strategies achieving the rate H(p + d). Let P_n(0) = arg min_{P ∈Pn(X ):P (0)≥P0(0)}(P (0)−P_0(0)). Thus, P_n is the smallest type with P_n(0) ≥ P_0(0). Consider the type class U^n_{Pn} . Let x_0 ∈ U^n_{Pn} and define a strategy g_n as

g_n(x) = x if x ∈ U^n_{Pn} x_0 else . Let ϵ_n > 0 and consider the typical set T^n_{p,ϵn} . Let ϵ_n → 0 be such that p + ϵ_n ≤ P_n(0) for all n and lim_{n→∞} P(T^n_{p,ϵn} ) = 1. We show that for all n, the sequences in the typical set T^n_{p,ϵn} are recovered within a distortion d + δ_n for some δ_n → 0. Let p_z = P_z(0) and p_x = P_x(0). Using the form of utility given in Lemma C.3, for any sequence z ∈ T^n_{p,ϵn} and a sequence x ∈ U^n_{Pn} , since p_z ≤ p_x, the utility is given as U_n(x, z) = 1 n ( U (0, 1) ^m + (U (1, 0) + U (0, 1))m ) , where ^m = n(p_x − p_z) and m ∈ [0, np_z]. Since U (1, 0) > 0, we have that U (0, 1) < 0. Thus, for a given z, the sequence x^∗ that maximizes the utility is such that m^∗ = 0 and ^m^∗ = min_{x∈U} n_{Pn} (p_x − p_z). Since x^∗ is chosen from a type class, there always exists a sequence with m^∗ = 0, i.e., with P_x∗_{,z}(1, 0) = 0 and P_x∗_{,z}(1, 1) = 1 − p_x. Furthermore, ^m^∗ ≤ P_n(0) − (p + ϵ_n) = d + γ_n − ϵ_n, where γ_n ≥ 0. This implies that d_n(x^∗, z) ≤ d + δ_n, where δ_n = γ_n − ϵ_n. Thus, the sequence z is recovered within a distortion d + δ_n. Since z ∈ T^n_{p,ϵn} was arbitrary, d_n(g_n ∘ s_n(z), z) ≤ d + δ_n for all s_n ∈ B(g_n) and for all z ∈ T^n_{p,ϵn} . Thus, E_{d+δn} (g_n, s_n) ≤ P ( X^n \ T^n_{p,ϵn} ) ∀ s_n ∈ B(g_n). Observe that as δ_n → 0, P_n(0) → p + d and ϵ_n → 0 and hence lim_{n→∞} max_{sn∈B(gn)} E_{d+δn} (g_n, s_n) = 0.

We now compute the rate of the sequence of strategies. For any pair of distinct sequences y, z ∈ U^n_{Pn} , we have P_{y,z}(0, 1) = P_{y,z}(1, 0) and hence U_n(y, z) = P_{y,z}(0, 1)(U (0, 1) + U (1, 0)) < 0. Thus, for all s_n ∈ B(g_n), s_n(z) = z for all z ∈ U^n_{Pn} and hence A_{d+δn} (g_n, s_n) = U^n_{Pn} . This gives that R_{d+δn} (g_n, s_n) = log |U^n_{Pn} |/n and hence for any s_n ∈ B(g_n), lim_{n→∞} R_{d+δn} (g_n, s_n) = H(p + d).

Thus, the rate H(p + d) is achievable. Using convexity, the rates between R(d) and H(p + d)

are achievable and hence the supremum of rates is at least H(p + d) when p + d ≤ 1/2.

Proof of Theorem III.2 b). Follows from part c) of Theorem III.1.

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF LOSSLESS RECOVERY : GENERAL ALPHABET

We prove the result in two parts. We first show that if R ≠ ∅, then Γ(U ) ≤ 0. We show

this by proving that if Γ(U ) > 0, then R = ∅. Before proving the necessity of Γ(U ) ≤ 0,

we state and prove two lemmas. The first lemma gives an alternate condition for Γ(U ) ≥ 0

in terms of a subset of symbols from X . We then define a directed graph on the sequences

X^n induced by the utility of the sender. The subsequent lemma then uses the above alternate

condition and characterizes the edge relations for certain class of type classes in the directed

graph. This lemma is crucial to prove R = ∅ when Γ(U ) > 0.

To show the existence of an achievable rate when Γ(U ) < 0, we will proceed in a similar

manner to the proof of Theorem III.1 b). The proof of necessity of Γ(U ) ≤ 0 is in Appendix E-A.

The proof of sufficiency of Γ(U ) < 0 and part a) and b) of Theorem IV.1 is in Appendix E-B.

Define U^{max} and U^{min} as U^{max} = max_{i,j∈X} U (i, j), U^{min} = min_{i,j∈X} U (i, j). For the

purpose of the proof, we define the following directed graph on the set X^n.

Definition E.1. For δ > 0, let ~G^n_{s,δ} = ( ~V , ~E_δ) be a graph on ~V = X^n where there is a directed

edge from x towards y if U_n(y, x) > δU^{max}.

A directed edge from x to y is denoted as x ⊏ y. As in Section B-A, we have for the two

sets U^n_1 and U^n_2 in the directed graph ~G^n_{s,δ}, the number of edges emanating from a sequence

x ∈ U^n_1 towards U^n_2 is | | | { y ∈ U^n_2 : x ⊏ y in ~G^n_{s,δ} } | |. Moreover, for a fixed y ∈ U^n_2 , the number

of edges coming in from U^n_1 is | | { x ∈ U^n_1 : x ⊏ y in ~G^n_{s,δ} } | |. Similar to the Lemma B.2, we have the following result.

Lemma E.1. Let P_1, P_2 ∈ P_n(X ) be two types and let U^n_{P1} and U^n_{P2} be the respective type

classes. Then, | | | { y ∈ U^n_{P2} : x ⊏ y in ~G^n_{s,δ} } | | = | | | { y ∈ U^n_{P2} : x^′ ⊏ y in ~G^n_{s,δ} } | | ∀ x, x^′ ∈ U^n_{P1} , | | | { x ∈ U^n_{P1} : x ⊏ y in ~G^n_{s,δ} } | | = | | | { x ∈ U^n_{P1} : x ⊏ y^′ in ~G^n_{s,δ} } | | ∀ y, y^′ ∈ U^n_{P2} .

Further, for any x_0 ∈ U^n_{P1} , y_0 ∈ U^n_{P2} , | | {y ∈ U_{nP2} : x_0 ⊏ y in ~G_{ns,δ}} | | |U_{nP1} | = | | {x ∈ U_{nP1} : x ⊏ y_0 in ~G_{ns,δ}} | | |U_{nP2} |. Proof. Since U^n_{P1} and U^n_{P2} are type classes, any sequence in U^n_{P1} will have the same number

of outgoing edges towards U^n_{P2} . Also, every sequence in U^n_{P2} will have the same number of

incoming edges from U^n_{P1} and this proves the first part.

The number of outgoing edges from U^n_{P1} towards U^n_{P2} is | | { y ∈ U^n_{P2} : x_0 ⊏ y in ~G^n_{s,δ} } | ||U^n_{P1} |. Moreover, the number of incoming edges towards U^n_{P2} from U^n_{P1} is | | | { x ∈ U^n_{P1} : x ⊏ y_0 in ~G^n_{s,δ} } | ||U^n_{P2} |. Clearly, they must be equal, which proves the claim.

Define

Δ_{out}(U^n_{P1} , U^n_{P2} ) = | | | { y ∈ U^n_{P2} : x ⊏ y in ~G^n_{s,δ} } | | ∀ x ∈ U^n_{P1} , Δ_{in}(U^n_{P2} , U^n_{P1} ) = | | { x ∈ U^n_{P1} : x ⊏ y in ~G^n_{s,δ} } | | ∀ y ∈ U^n_{P2} . Observe that since a permutation can be decomposed into finite cyclic permutations, we have

that for every permutation matrix Q, there exist corresponding matrices Q^{(1)}, . . . , Q^{(M)} such that ∑ i,j∈X Q(i, j)U (i, j) = ∑ m≤M ∑ i,j∈X Q^{(m)}(i, j)U (i, j). If Γ(U ) > 0, then ∑ i,j∈X Q(i, j)U (i, j) > 0 for some Q. Using the above form, we get that ∑ i,j∈X Q (m)(i, j)U (i, j) > 0 for some Q^{(m)}. We write ∑ i,j∈X Q^{(m)}(i, j)U (i, j) = U (1, 0) + U (2, 1) + . . . + U (0, K − 1), (34)

a subset of symbols K ⊆ X where K = {0, 1, . . . , K −1}. Denote Γ̄(U ) = U (1, 0)+U (2, 1)+

. . . + U (0, K − 1), where 0 < Γ̄(U ) ≤ Γ(U ). Without loss of generality we assume that Γ̄(U ) = Γ(U ). Since Γ(U ) > 0, it follows that U max > 0.

Define P^{min} = arg min_{i∈K} P_X(i). The set of types contained in the typical set T^n_{PX,δ} is denoted

as P_n(T^n_{PX,δ}) and is given by

P_n(T^n_{PX,δ}) = { P ∈ P_n(X ) : P_X(i) − δ < P (i) < P_X(i) + δ ∀ i ∈ X } . (35)

Let δ > 0 be small enough such that

P^{min} − 2δ > 0, (36)

2qδU^{min} + (P^{min} − 2δ)Γ(U ) > δU^{max}. (37)

The following lemma shows that there exists edges between any two type classes having types from the set P_n(T^n_{PX,δ}).

Lemma E.2. Let δ > 0 satisfy (36) and (37) and let P_1, P_2 ∈ P_n(T^n_{PX,δ}). Then, Δ_{out}(U^n_{P1} , U^n_{P2} ) and Δ_{in}(U^n_{P2} , U^n_{P1} ) in Lemma E.1 are positive.

Proof. We will prove the claim by showing that there exists sequences in U^n_{P2} that have directed edges with sequences in U^n_{P1} . For this, it suffices to prove that for a sequence x ∈ U^n_{P1} there exists a sequence y ∈ U^n_{P2} such that U_n(y, x) > δU^{max}. Fix x ∈ U^n_{P1} and let y^∗ ∈ U^n_{P2} be a sequence such that P_{x,y}∗ (i, i) ≥ P_X(i) − δ for all i ∈ X . Thus, d_n(x, y^∗) ≤ 2qδ. We now show existence of a sequence y ∈ U^n_{P2} taking y^∗ as a reference sequence such that U_n(y, x) > δU^{max}. Let y ∈ U^n_{P2} such that if y_k ≠ y^∗_k, then y^∗_k = x_k. Further, the coordinates where y_k ≠ y^∗_k are chosen such that

P_{y,y}∗ (i, j) = P^{min} − 2δ if i = (j + 1) modK, j ∈ K P_2(j) − (P^{min} − 2δ) if i = j and j ∈ K P_2(j) if i = j and j /∈ K 0 otherwise .

It is clear from the marginal of P_{y,y}∗ that the sequence y ∈ U^n_{P2} . Using this, we have U_n(y, x) = 1 n ∑ y_k≠x_k,y^∗_k≠x_k U (y_k, x_k) + 1 n ∑ y_k≠x_k,y^∗_k=x_k U (y_k, x_k)

= 1 n ∑ y_k=y^∗_k≠x_k U (y_k, x_k) + ∑ i≠j P_{y,y}∗ (i, j)U (i, j) = U_n(y^∗, x) + ∑ j P_{y,y}∗ ((j + 1) modK, j) U ((j + 1) modK, j)

≥ d_n(y^∗, x)U^{min} + (P^{min} − 2δ)(U (1, 0) + U (2, 1) + . . . + U (0, K − 1)) ≥ 2qδU^{min} + (P^{min} − 2δ)Γ(U ) > δU^{max}. (38) Here, the first inequality in (38) follows by using d_n(y^∗, x) ≤ 2qδ and U^{min} ≤ 0 and the last inequality follows from the definition of δ in (37). This gives that | | {y ∈ U_{nP2} : x ⊏ y in ~G_{ns,δ}} | | > 0 and hence Δ_{out}(U^n_{P1} , U^n_{P2} ) > 0. It also follows that Δ_{in}(U^n_{P1} , U^n_{P2} ) > 0.

A. Necessity of Γ(U ) ≤ 0 Proof of Necessity of Γ(U ) ≤ 0. As mentioned earlier, we prove the claim by showing that if Γ(U ) > 0, then R = ∅. We first determine a necessary condition for any sequence to be recovered correctly. We then consider type classes in the high probability typical set around P_X. We then show that if the image of any strategy of the receiver includes sequences from any of these type classes, then a “large fraction” of sequences from typical set fail to satisfy this necessary condition and hence are not recovered correctly. Thereby, the error does not vanish for any sequence of strategies of the receiver and the rate region is empty.

Fix δ > 0 such that 2δ satisfies (36) and (37). Using Lemma B.4, let I^n ⊆ X^n and x_0 ∈ I^n define a strategy g_n of the receiver as

g_n(x) = x if x ∈ I^n x_0 if x /∈ I^n . Let s_n ∈ B(g_n) and consider the set of sequences recovered within distortion δ, i.e., D_δ(g_n, s_n). We proceed with the proof in steps by proving two claims. First we prove a necessary condition for any sequence to be recovered within distortion δ.

Claim E.3. For a sequence ^x ∈ D_δ(g_n, s_n), U_n(y, ^x) ≤ δU^{max} for all y ∈ I^n. Proof. Since ^x ∈ D_δ(g_n, s_n), there exists a y^∗ ∈ I^n such that y^∗ ∈ arg max_{y∈I}n U_n(y, ^x) and d_n(y^∗, ^x) ≤ δ. This implies U_n(y, ^x) ≤ U_n(y^∗, ^x) ≤ d_n(y^∗, ^x)U^{max} ≤ δU^{max} ∀ y ∈ I^n.

For the given δ, let T^n_{PX,2δ} be a typical set and recall the set of types in this typical set defined by P_n(T^n_{PX,2δ}) given in (35). Later, we define a typical set around P_X that is contained in this set. Before that, we prove the following claim that shows that for any two types P, P̄ ∈ P_n(T^n_{PX,2δ}), if (1 − β) fraction of sequences from U^n_P are present in I^n, then no more that β fraction of sequences can be recovered within distortion δ from any other type class U^n_{P̄} . Claim E.4. For P, P̄ ∈ P_n(T^n_{PX,2δ}), let U^n_P and U^n_{P̄} be the type classes corresponding to the types P and P̄ . If |U^n_P ∩ I^n| = (1 − β)|U^n_P | for some β ∈ [0, 1], then |D_δ(g_n, s_n) ∩ U^n_{P̄} | ≤ β|U^n_{P̄} |. Proof. For the given δ, let ~G^n_{s,2δ} be the directed graph defined in Definition E.1. Let I^n_P = U^n_P ∩I^n be the set of sequences from the type class U^n_P that are present in the set I^n. For the type P̄ , let F^n_{P̄} ⊆ U^n_{P̄} be the set defined as

F^n_{P̄} = { x ∈ U^n_{P̄} : ∃ y ∈ I^n_P s.t. x ⊏ y in ~G^n_{s,2δ} } . The set F^n_{P̄} contains all the sequences x ∈ U^n_{P̄} for which there exists a sequence y ∈ I^n_P such that U_n(y, x) > 2δU^{max}, i.e., there is a directed edge from x to y. From Claim E.3, it follows that no sequence in F^n_{P̄} can be recovered within distortion δ and hence D_δ(g_n, s_n) ∩ F^n_{P̄} = ∅.

Since |D_δ(g_n, s_n) ∩ U^n_{P̄} | ≤ |U^n_{P̄} | − |F^n_{P̄} |, to prove the claim we show that |F^n_{P̄} | ≥ (1 − β)|U^n_{P̄} |. The number of edges coming in towards any sequence in U^n_P from U^n_{P̄} is Δ_{in}(U^n_P , U^n_{P̄} ). Thus, the total number of such incoming edges towards I^n_P are given by Δ_{in}(U^n_P , U^n_{P̄} ) |I^n_P |. Further, the number of edges from any sequence in U^n_{P̄} towards the set U^n_P is Δ_{out}(U^n_{P̄} , U^n_P ). Thus the number of outgoing edges from F^n_{P̄} towards I^n_P is given by Δ_{out}(U^n_{P̄} , U^n_P ) |F^n_{P̄} |. Since the set F^n_{P̄} can have edges towards sequences in U^n_P outside I^n_P , the latter must be at least Δ_{in}(U^n_P , U^n_{P̄} ) |I^n_P |. Note that since 2δ satisfies (36) and (37), due to Lemma E.2, we have Δ_{out}(U^n_{P̄} , U^n_P ), Δ_{in}(U^n_P , U^n_{P̄} ) > 0. This gives that Δ_{out}(U^n_{P̄} , U^n_P ) |F^n_{P̄} | ≥ Δ_{in}(U^n_P , U^n_{P̄} ) |I^n_P | and hence |F^n_{P̄} | ≥ |U^n_{P̄} | |U^n_P | |I^n_P | = (1 − β)|U^n_{P̄} |. The last equality follows from Lemma E.1. Thus, |D_δ(g_n, s_n) ∩ U^n_{P̄} | ≤ |U^n_{P̄} | − |F^n_{P̄} | ≤ β|U^n_{P̄} |.

We now put together the assertions of Claim E.3 and Claim E.4 to complete the proof. For the δ defined as in (36), (37), let ϵ ≤ δ and consider the typical set T^n_{PX,ϵ}. Let ϵ be small enough such that all the types in the δ-ball around T^n_{PX,ϵ} is contained in P_n(T^n_{PX,2δ}) (cf (35)), i.e., ∀ z ∈ {x ∈ X^n : ∃ y ∈ T^n_{PX,ϵ} s.t. d_n(y, x) ≤ δ} we have P_z ∈ P_n(T^n_{PX,2δ}). (39) Finally, let n be large enough such that P(T^n_{PX ,ϵ}) ≥ 1 − ϵ.

Let P^∗ ∈ P_n(T^n_{PX,2δ}), be such that |I^n ∩U^n_P ∗ | ≥ |I^n ∩U^n_{P̄} | for all P̄ ∈ P_n(T^n_{PX,2δ}). Thus, the type class U^n_P ∗ has the largest share of sequences in I^n among all other types from P_n(T^n_{PX,2δ}). Let β^∗ = |I^n ∩ U^n_P ∗ |/|U^n_P ∗ |. Since P_n(T^n_{PX,2δ}) contains all types occurring in T^n_{PX,ϵ}, from Claim E.4, it follows that |D_δ(g_n, s_n) ∩ U^n_{P̄} | ≤ (1 − β^∗)|U^n_{P̄} | for all types P̄ in T^n_{PX,ϵ}. We can write P(D_δ (g_n, s_n)) ≤ P ( D_δ(g_n, s_n) ∩ (T^n_{PX,ϵ} \ U^n_P ∗ ) ) + P (D_δ(g_n, s_n) ∩ U^n_P ∗ ) + P ( X^n \ T^n_{PX,ϵ} ) ≤ 1 − β^∗ + P ( U^n_P ∗ ∪ ( X^n \ T^n_{PX,ϵ} )) . Taking the limit, we get that

lim_{n→∞} max s^′_n∈B(g_n) E_δ(g_n, s^′_n) ≥ 1 − lim_{n→∞} min_{s′n∈B(gn)} P(D_δ (g_n, s^′_n)) ≥ β^∗. For correct recovery of sufficient number of sequences from the high probability typical set T^n_{PX,ϵ}, the set I^n must include sequences from a δ-ball around T^n_{PX,ϵ} and hence I^n ∩ U^n_{P̄} ≠ ∅ for some P̄ ∈ P_n(T^n_{PX,2δ}). However, if β^∗ > 0, then the error in the limit is always positive. Thus the error does not tend to zero for any sequence of strategies {g_n}_{n≥1} and hence there does not exist any achievable sequence of strategies. This completes the proof.

B. Proof of sufficiency of Γ(U ) < 0 and part a) and b) of Theorem IV.1

We will use Theorem C.2 for the proof and we will proceed in a similar manner to the proof of Theorem III.1 b). We first state a lemma about joint distributions that have the same marginals. It is proved in [22] (Lemma 4.3) and can also be deduced from Lemma 1 in [31].

Lemma E.5. Let U be such that Γ(U ) < 0. Then, for all P_{X,Y} where P_X = P_Y , we have E_P U (X, Y ) ≤ 0. Moreover, E_P U (X, Y ) = 0 if and only if P_{X,Y} (i, i) = P_X (i) for all i ∈ X .

Proof of Theorem IV.1 a). 1) R^{inf} = H(P_X)

Recall the proof of Theorem III.1 a). Taking P_0 = P_X and R = H(P_X) we get W(P_X, P_0, H(P_X)) = { ~P_{^X,X} ∈ P(X × X ) : ~P_X = P_X, ~P_{^X} = P_X } . Since Γ(U ) < 0, it follows from Lemma E.5 max_{~P ∈W(PX,PX,H(PX))} E_{~P} [U ( ^X, X)] = 0, which is attained only by the distribution ~P^∗_{^X,X} where ~P^∗_{^X,X} (i, i) = P_X(i) for all i ∈ X . Thus, the set F = arg max_{~P ∈W(PX,P0,H(PX))} E_{~P} [U ( ^X, X)] only contains the distribution ~P^∗_{^X,X} . With this, we get that D̄(H(P_X)) = max_{P ∈F} E_P d( ^X, X) = 0. Using Theorem C.2, there exists an achievable sequence of strategies such that R_0 ≤ H(P_X) and d_0 = 0. This implies R^{inf} = H(P_X). Proof of Theorem IV.1 b). The proof is identical to the proof of Theorem III.1 c).

APPENDIX F PROOFS OF LOSSY RECOVERY : GENERAL ALPHABET We will prove the result using Theorem C.2. Recall the set W(P_X, P_0, R) defined for a distribution P_0 and a rate R. We will construct a P_0 and show that the joint distribution from the set W(P_X, P_0, R) maximizing the expected utility of the sender is such that the worstcase expected distortion D̄(R) = d. Using Theorem C.2, we will then get the existence of an achievable sequence of strategies such that R_0 ≤ R and d_0 = d. Appropriately choosing the distribution P_0 will give us the upper bound on the R^{inf} .

We first state and prove a necessary condition for the joint distribution maximizing the expected utility. For a distribution P_0 and a rate R, define P^∗_{^X,X} ∈ arg max_{P ∈W(PX,P0,R)} E_P U ( ^X, X).

Lemma F.1. Let U be such that Γ(U ) < 0. Then, P^∗_{^X,X} (i_0, i_1)P^∗_{^X,X} (i_1, i_2) . . . P^∗_{^X,X} (i_{l−1}, i_l)P^∗_{^X,X} (i_l, i_0) = 0,

∀ i_0, i_1, . . . , i_l ∈ X and ∀ l ∈ {1, . . . , q − 1}, where i_k ≠ i_m for all k ≠ m.

Proof. We prove this by contradiction. Suppose there exists distinct symbols ∀ i_0, i_1, . . . , i_l ∈ X , l ≤ q − 1 such that P^∗_{^X,X} (i_0, i_1)P^∗_{^X,X} (i_1, i_2) . . . P^∗_{^X,X} (i_{l−1}, i_l)P^∗_{^X,X} (i_l, i_0) > 0. Let α = min{P^∗_{^X,X} (i_0, i_1), P^∗_{^X,X} (i_1, i_2), . . . , P^∗_{^X,X} (i_l, i_0)}. Define a distribution P^′ as

P^′(j, k) = P^∗_{^X,X} (j, k) − α if (j, k) ∈ {(i_0, i_1), . . . , (i_l, i_0)} P^∗_{^X,X} (j, j) + α if j ∈ {i_0, i_1, . . . , i_l} P^∗_{^X,X} (j, k) otherwise Clearly, P^′ ∈ W(P_X, P_0, R). This gives that

E_P ′ U ( ^X, X) = E_P ∗ U ( ^X, X) − α(U (i_0, i_1) + . . . + U (i_l, i_0)).

The summation on the right side is U (i_0, i_1) + . . . + U (i_l, i_0) = ∑ j,k Q(j, k)U (j, k), for some permutation matrix Q ∈ Q \ {I}. Since Γ(U ) < 0, it follows that E_P ′ U ( ^X, X) = E_P ∗ U ( ^X, X) − ∑ j,k Q(j, k)U (j, k) > E_P ∗_{^X ,X} U ( ^X, X). This is a contradiction since P^∗_{^X,X} is the optimal distribution. Thus our assumption is false and the claim is proved.

We now proceed with the proof of Theorem IV.2. Let δ ≤ d/(q − 1) and define P_0 as P_0(0) = P_X(0) − δ, P_0(q − 1) = P_X(q − 1) + δ,

P_0(i) = P_X(i) ∀ i ≠ 0, q − 1.

(40)

Here, the choice of the symbols 0 and q − 1 is arbitrary and is chosen for ease of exposition. Let R = H(P_0). Thus, we have

W(P_X, P_0, H(P_0)) = { ~P_{^X,X} ∈ P(X × X ) : ~P_{^X} = P_0, ~P_X = P_X } . Thus, the set W(P_X, P_0, H(P_0)) consists of joint distributions such that the X marginal is equal to the source distribution and the ^X marginal differs from P_X only in the symbols 0 and q − 1. Proof of Theorem IV.2 a). As mentioned earlier, we use Theorem C.2 to prove the claim. We show that D̄(H(P_0)) = max_{P ∈F} E_P d( ^X, X) ≤ (q − 1)δ where F = arg max_{~P ∈W(PX,P0,H(P0))} E_{~P} [U ( ^X, X)]. Here W(P_X, P_0, H(P_0)) is as above and P_0 is defined in (40). Thus, from Theorem C.2, there exists an achievable sequence of strategies such that R_0 ≤ H(P_0) and d_0 = D̄(H(P_0)). The claim will then follow by varying δ ∈ [0, d/(q − 1)].

We proceed by showing that any worst-case optimal joint distribution P^∗_{^X,X} ∈ arg max_{P ∈F} E_P d( ^X, X) is such that ∑ i≠j P ∗ ^X,X (i, j) ≤ (q − 1)δ. As in earlier proofs,

we proceed in steps where we prove intermediate claims leading to the final result. Let P^∗_{^X,X} ∈ F be a worst-case optimal joint distribution. First we show that we can construct a matrix P^′ by permuting the rows of P^∗_{^X,X} such that P^′ is lower triangular matrix.

Claim F.2. There exists a permutation of columns of P^∗_{^X,X} such that the resulting matrix is a lower triangular matrix.

Proof. We first show that P^∗_{^X,X} (0, j) = 0 for all j ≠ 0 and P^∗_{^X,X} (i, q − 1) = 0 for all i ≠ q − 1.

Let j_0 = 0 and suppose for some j_1 ≠ j_0, we have P^∗_{^X,X} (j_0, j_1) > 0, i.e., an off-diagonal term in the j^{th}_0 row is non-zero. In other words, an off-diagonal term in the j^{th}_1 column is nonzero. From (40) and the definition of W(P_X, P_0, H(P_0)), except for the index 0, the column marginal distribution is point-wise smaller than the row marginal distribution of P^∗_{^X,X} . Thus, P^∗_X (j_1) ≤ P^∗_{^X} (j_1), and hence there must exist a non-zero off-diagonal term in the j^{th}_1 row. Thus, there exists a symbol j_2 ∈ X , j_2 ≠ j_1 such that P^∗_{^X,X} (j_1, j_2) > 0. It also follows that j_2 ≠ j_0 since j_2 = j_0 gives P^∗_{^X,X} (j_0, j_1)P^∗_{^X,X} (j_1, j_0) > 0 which is a contradiction due to Lemma F.1.

Again, from P^∗_X (j_2) ≤ P^∗_{^X} (j_2) it follows that P^∗_{^X,X} (j_2, j_3) > 0 for some j_3 ≠ j_2, j_1, j_0. We can continue similarly till we reach the q^{th} symbol j_{q−1} where P^∗_{^X,X} (j_{q−2}, j_{q−1}) > 0 and j_{q−1} ≠ j_{q−2}, . . . , j_1, j_0. Again, P_X (j_{q−1}) ≤ P^∗_{^X} (j_{q−1}) holds and there exists a symbol j_q such that P^∗_{^X,X} (j_{q−1}, j_q) > 0. However, j_q = j_k for some k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , q − 1}. Thus, we have a sequence {j_k, j_{k+1}, . . . , j_{q−1}, j_q = j_k} such that P^∗_{^X,X} (j_k, j_{k+1}) . . . P^∗_{^X,X} (j_{q−1}, j_k) > 0. However, this is a contradiction due to Lemma F.1. This proves that our assumption of existence of a j_1 ≠ j_0 = 0, such that P^∗_{^X,X} (0, j_1) > 0 is false and hence for all j ≠ 0, P^∗_{^X,X} (0, j) = 0. We can use a similar procedure as above to show that for all i ≠ q − 1, P^∗_{^X,X} (i, q − 1) = 0.

We now permute the columns of P^∗_{^X,X} to construct a lower triangular matrix. Consider the column corresponding to the index 0. We have that P^∗_X (0) > P^∗_{^X} (0) and hence there exists i ≠ 0 such that P^∗_{^X,X} (i, 0) > 0. Moreover, | | |supp(P^∗_{^X,X} (·, 0)) | | | ≤ q. Take some i1 ∈ supp(P^∗_{^X,X} (·, 0)).

Due to Lemma F.1 it follows that P^∗_{^X,X} (0, i_1) = 0 and hence | |supp(P^∗_{^X,X} (·, i1)) | | ≤ q − 1. We can continue similarly till we exhaust all the symbols. This would give a sequence i_0, i_1, . . . , i_{q−1} with i_0 = 0 and i_{q−1} = q − 1 such that | | |supp(P^∗_{^X,X} (·, ik)) | | | ≤ q − k ∀ k ≤ q − 1. (41)

Thus, we have identified columns indexed with i_0, i_1, . . . , i_{q−1} where the number of non-zero entries in the rows of consecutive columns is decreasing. Let a_m denote the m^{th} column of the matrix P^∗_{^X,X} . Define a matrix P^′ be rearranging the columns of P^∗_{^X,X} as P^′ = ( a_{i0} a_{i1} . . . a_{iq−1} ) . From (41) it follows that P^′ is a lower triangular matrix.

The previous step shows that there is a rearrangement of the columns of P^∗_{^X,X} that gives a lower triangular matrix. Without loss of generality assume that P^∗_{^X,X} is itself an lower triangular matrix. Recall that we wish to bound E_P ∗_{^X ,X} d( ^X, X) and it suffices to show the following claim. Claim F.3. The sum of all the non-diagonal terms of the rows of P^n_{^X,X} is at most (q − 1)δ. Proof. We write P^∗_{^X,X} = W_D + W_F , where

W_F (i, j) = P^∗_{^X,X} (i, j) if i ≠ j 0 else . Thus, W_D comprises of the diagonal of P^∗_{^X,X} and W_F is the lower triangular part of P^∗_{^X,X} . From the first part of the proof of the Claim F.2 and from the definition of P_0 in (40), it follows that ∑ i≠0 WF (i, 0) = δ = ∑ j≠q−1 WF (q − 1, j) and ∑ j≠0 WF (0, j) = 0 = ∑ i≠q−1 WF (i, q − 1). Consider the i^{th} row of W_F where 1 ≤ i ≤ q − 2. We denote the sum of the elements in the row as Θ(i) which is given as

Θ(i) = W_F (i, 0) + W_F (i, 1) + . . . + W_F (i, i − 1). (42)

Now using the fact that P^∗_{^X} (j) = P^∗_X (j) for all j ≠ 0, q − 1 (cf defn. of P_0 in (40)), we have ∑ k>i−1 WF (k, i − 1) = ∑ j<i−1 WF (i − 1, j) and hence WF (i, i − 1) ≤ ∑ j<i−1 WF (i − 1, j). Using this, we write (42) as Θ(i) ≤ W_F (i, 0) +W_F (i, 1) + . . . +W_F (i, i − 2) + W_F (i − 1, 0) +W_F (i − 1, 1) + . . . +W_F (i − 1, i − 2).

We can continue bounding the terms similarly till we get Θ(i) ≤ ∑ j≤i W_F (j, 0) ≤ δ, where the last inequality follows since the column sum corresponding to the index 0 is δ. This implies that all the rows of W_F sum to a value less than δ.

Now we compute the distortion induced by the distribution P^∗_{^X,X} . From Claim F.3, we have ∑ i≠j P ∗ ^X,X (i, j)d(i, j) = ∑ i≠j W ∗ F (i, j)d(i, j) ≤ (q − 1)δ. Since δ ≤ d/(q − 1), we get that ∑ i≠j P ∗ ^X,X (i, j)d(i, j) ≤ d. Thus, from Theorem C.2, there exists an achievable sequence of

strategies with rate R ≤ H(P_0) and d_0 = D̄(H(P_0)). Recall that P_0 was defined as (40) for the symbols 0 and q − 1 which was arbitrary. Thus, varying over all pairs of symbols and choosing δ ≤ d/(q − 1), we get R^{inf}_d ≤ min_P ′_{∈P} ′ H(P^′), where P^′ = ⋃ j,k∈X P ′ jk. Proof of Theorem IV.2 b). We have U_n(x, y) =^1_n ∑ i:x_i≠y_i U (xi, yi) = −dn(x, y)c, and hence, maximizing the utility leads to minimizing the distortion. Thus, the sender’s objective is aligned with that of the receiver and hence the receiver can achieve a rate R(d). Moreover, since U_n(x, y) < 0 for all distinct sequences x, y ∈ X^n, using the arguments from the proof of Theorem III.1 part c), we can show that the rate log q is also achievable.

REFERENCES

[1] A. S. Vora and A. A. Kulkarni, “Communicating with a strategic sender,” in Twenty-sixth National Conference on Communications (NCC). IEEE, 2020, pp. 1–6.

[2] ——, “Achievable rates for strategic communication,” in 2020 IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory (ISIT). IEEE, 2020, pp. 1379–1384.

[3] J. Scarlett, A. Somekh-Baruch, A. Martinez et al., “Information-theoretic foundations of mismatched decoding,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.11694, 2020.

[4] V. P. Crawford and J. Sobel, “Strategic information transmission,” Econometrica: Journal of the Econometric Society, pp.

1431–1451, 1982.

[5] M. Battaglini, “Multiple referrals and multidimensional cheap talk,” Econometrica, vol. 70, no. 4, pp. 1379–1401, 2002. [6] S. Sarıtaş, S. Yüksel, and S. Gezici, “On multi-dimensional and noisy quadratic signaling games and affine equilibria,” in American Control Conference (ACC). IEEE, 2015, pp. 5390–5395.

[7] E. Kazıklı, S. Sarıtaş, S. Gezici, T. Linder, and S. Yüksel, “Signaling games for log-concave distributions: Number of bins and properties of equilibria,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, in print.

[8] F. Farokhi, A. M. Teixeira, and C. Langbort, “Estimation with strategic sensors,” IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, vol. 62, no. 2, pp. 724–739, 2016.

[9] M. O. Sayin, E. Akyol, and T. Başar, “Hierarchical multistage gaussian signaling games in noncooperative communication and control systems,” Automatica, vol. 107, pp. 9–20, 2019.

[10] E. Akyol, C. Langbort, and T. Başar, “Privacy constrained information processing,” in 54th IEEE conference on decision and control (CDC). IEEE, 2015, pp. 4511–4516.

[11] ——, “Information-theoretic approach to strategic communication as a hierarchical game,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol.

105, no. 2, pp. 205–218, 2016.

[12] E. Kamenica and M. Gentzkow, “Bayesian persuasion,” American Economic Review, vol. 101, no. 6, pp. 2590–2615, 2011. [13] D. Bergemann and S. Morris, “Information design: A unified perspective,” Journal of Economic Literature, vol. 57, no. 1, pp. 44–95, 2019.

[14] M. Le Treust and T. Tomala, “Persuasion with limited communication capacity,” Journal of Economic Theory, vol. 184, p. 104940, 2019.

[15] R. B. Rouphael and M. Le Treust, “Strategic successive refinement with interdependent decoders cost functions,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Information Theory, 2023.

[16] ——, “Strategic communication with cost-dependent decoders via the gray-wyner network,” in 2022 IEEE Information Theory Workshop (ITW). IEEE, 2022, pp. 285–290.

[17] R. Deori and A. A. Kulkarni, “Information revelation through signalling,” Systems & Control Letters, vol. 169, p. 105378, 2022. [Online]. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0167691122001554 [18] M. O. Jackson and H. F. Sonnenschein, “Overcoming incentive constraints by linking decisions,” Econometrica, vol. 75, no. 1, pp. 241–257, 2007.

[19] A. Lapidoth, “On the role of mismatch in rate distortion theory,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 43, no. 1, pp. 38–47, 1997.

[20] A. S. Vora and A. A. Kulkarni, “Zero error strategic communication,” in 2020 International Conference on Signal Processing and Communications (SPCOM). IEEE, 2020, pp. 1–5.

[21] ——, “Information extraction from a strategic sender over a noisy channel,” in 59th IEEE Conference on Decision and Control (CDC), 2020, pp. 354–359.

[22] ——, “Shannon meets myerson: Information extraction from a strategic sender,” Mathematical Social Sciences, vol. 131, pp. 48–66, 2024.

[23] ——, “Optimal questionnaires for screening of strategic agents,” in IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP). IEEE, 2021, pp. 8173–8177.

[24] T. Başar and G. Olsder, Dynamic Noncooperative Game Theory, 2nd ed. SIAM, Philadelphia, 1999. [25] M. Breton, A. Alj, and A. Haurie, “Sequential stackelberg equilibria in two-person games,” Journal of Optimization Theory and Applications, vol. 59, pp. 71–97, 1988.

[26] I. Csiszar and J. Körner, Information theory: coding theorems for discrete memoryless systems. Cambridge University Press, 2011.

[27] T. M. Cover and J. A. Thomas, Elements of information theory. John Wiley & Sons, 2012. [28] M. Maschler, E. Solan, and S. Zamir, Game Theory. Cambridge University Press, 2013. [29] E. A. Kangarshahi and A. Guillén i Fàbregas, “A single-letter upper bound to the mismatch capacity,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 67, no. 4, pp. 2013–2033, 2021.

[30] R. B. Myerson, Game theory: analysis of conflict. Harvard university press, 1997.

[31] J. Renault, E. Solan, and N. Vieille, “Dynamic sender–receiver games,” Journal of Economic Theory, vol. 148, no. 2, pp.

502–534, 2013.